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The С Ы А Ш Ш (translated from French); I should lilœ f i r s t of a l l to 
express our pleasure i n irelcoming among us Mr. Syteiilco, IJnder-Secretary-General 
f o r P o l i t i c a l a-̂.d Security Council A f f a i r s , uho i s visitij:.;j us today. I uish 
him an interesting stay in Genova, and useful contacts with the merahers of the 
Committee on Disamament. 

I should now luce, \iith your permission, to puit before you f o r nomination as 
Chairmen of the аЛ hoc working groups ve have already decided to set up, the 
fol l o ^ i i n g names t 

For the Ad Hoc Working Group on effective international arrangements to assure 
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear v/eapons, 
Mr. Ciarrapico, Minister Plenipotentiary, of I t a l y j 

For the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons, Ambassador Lidgard of S^jeden; 

For the Ad Hoc Working Group on Radiological V/eapons, Ambassador Komives of 
Hungary; 

For the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, 
Ambassador Garcia Robles of Mexico-. 

In the absence of observations I w i l l talœ i t that there i s a consensus i n 
the Committee on the nomination of-these persons to the chairmanships of the 
working groups and ^rould offer our colleagues the warn congratulations of the 
Com.mittee and assure them of our f u l l confidence and our best wishes f o r the 
complete success of the work they v ; i l l be cal l e d upon to guide. 

It was so decided. 

The СНЛШ-М (ti-anslated from French) : I \rould remind you that according 
to the programme of work set out in doc-iiient CD/144, the Committee ought today 
to begin considering item 1 of i t s a.genda, nuclear test ban. As you Imow, t h i s 
programme i s i n no waj binding and und.er our rules of procedure delegations are 
at a l l times free to refer to other items on the agenda. 

Mr. PALIHAICKARA ( S r i Lanka): Mr. Chairman, may I, at the outset, j o i n the 
previous speaicers i n expressing the'great pleasure of my delegation to see you in 
the Chair of our Committee. I am confident that your proven ef f i c i e n c y and s k i l l 
w i l l guide the гтогк of the Committee i n a most constructive m.anner, and I wish to 
pledge to you the f u l l e s t co-operation of my delegation. 

May I also talce t h i s opportunity to express the appreciation of my delegation 
to your predecessor. Ambassador Terrefe of Ethiopia who very ably guided the vrork 
of the Committee during the last month of the I98O session. My delegation also 
wishes to j o i n the other delegations i n welcomii^g the new heads of the delegations 
of Egypt, Palcistan, Romania and Zaire, • 

The 1981 session of the Comm.ittee on Disarmament which you declared open 
two weeks ago \j±ll be i t s l a s t f u l l session before the special session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament scheduled f o r 1982. As we enter the 
Second Disarmament Decade and the t h i r d year of the CD's endeavours ÍJTL disamament, 
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negotiations, i t i s evident that the international community's anjciety over, the 
danger of nuclear holocaust has not been dicpelled to any considera-ble decree. ¡On-
the contrary, v/é" are witnessing continued developments i n qualitative improvements 
to e x i s t i n g nuclear explosive devices and t h e i r delivery systems which, according 
to the "Comprehensive study on nuclear weapons" submitted to the General Assemblj^ 
at i t s t h i r t y - f i f t h session already possess "an energy greater than that of a l l . 
conventional explosives ever used since gunpowder W8,s invented", not to speaK of 
t h e i r f a l l - o u t effects, which w i l l condemn the Ь\.шап race to gradual and painful 
disintegration. Pronouncements by nuclear Powers of the i r commitment -to 
disarmament notwithstanding, these refinements of instruments of death and catastrophe 
and ev e r - s p i r a l l i n g expenditure of huraan гид. other resources on armaments, 
p a r t i c u l a r l y nuclear a-rmo/nents, have seriously eroded the c r e d i b i l i t y of these 
pronouncements. As the Secretary-General of the United Nations i n his,message to 
this Committee has stated, "the goal of disarmament remains as elusive as ever". 
¥e a,lso hear of "concepts" which advocate the waging of "limited nuclear wars" : 
that can be, won. Hoi; such theories are conceivable i s beyond ima^gination, for i t 
has been proved beyond any doubt by Hiroshima, Hagasalci and subsequent test 
explosions .that no b a r r i e r w i l l stand i n the way of nuclear blast and s.ubsequent. 
contamination. We are up against an absolute weapon, the unleashing of which, 
however limited that may a,ppear to those who advocate i t , .will, lea.ve neither the 
v i c t o r nor the vanquished aiid therefore does not serve any r e a l i s t i c p o l i t i c a J 
or m i l i t a r y purpose. The only purpose such a "feasible" nuclear war would serve 
could be a p r e c i p i t a t i o n of a global пис1еэ-г confla^grationvjith unprecedented 
destruction, and misery f o r manlcind. Nuclear deterrence and the further refi n i n g 
of i t , which we see today, are said to be required for the national security of 
major nticlear Powers. This concept of security, which i s claimed to assure the 
security of a. coiontry or a fev; countries by increasing the an;:iety and insecurity of 
a vast majority of other nations, w i l l not be j u s t i f i e d or acceptable to the 
international community. The international communitj"-, in the words of the P i n a l 
DocToment of the United Ifetions General Assembly's f i r s t special session devoted to • 
disa-rmament, had э-lready declared imanimously that "the increase i n weapons, 
especially nuclear weapons, f a r from helping to strengthen international sec\irity, 
on the contrary wealiens i t . The vast stockpiles and tremendous build-up of arms 
and armed forces and the competition for quaJita.tive refinement of weapons of 
a l l kinds, to which s c i e n t i f i c resources and technological advances алге diverted, 
pose incalculable threats to peace". 

The United Nations General Assembly, at i t s t h i r t y - f i f t h session recently 
concluded, adopted no less than 4.3 resolutions on ma-tters relating to disarmament, 
of which, 17 resolutions c a l l for s p e c i f i c action by the Committee on Disarmament. 
As the detailed analysis presented by the distinguished Ambassador of Mexico i n 
his sta^teraent v.'ould indicate, these resolutions also set out p r i o r i t i e s f o r the 
current session of the Committee i n carrying out substaiitive negotiations i n order 
to achieve progress towards solving the most pressing problem of manlcind.. . 

We are a l l aware of the set-backs suffered by detente and SALT I I and we can 
only hope that many years of painstaking e f f o r t s w i l l .not be reversed. This 
situation v ) i l l maize the i-esponsibility of our Committee, the only m u l t i l a t e r a l 
body engaged i n disarmament negotiations, that глисЪ greater because there i s no,, 
viable alternative to dis ármame zit. 

It i s i n this, context that ray delegation has been looking forx;Jard to tangible .. 
.progress i n substantive negotiations during the I 9 8 I session of our Committee. 
V/hile I do not wish to minimize the importance of the procedural and organisational 
tasks accomplished,.it would be true to say that the l a s t two years of the 
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Committee's vjorl: have not presented, the interna^tional community v.'ith a suhstaaitially 
s i g n i f i c a n t a.chievement to.viards effective disarmament. In t h i s connection, last 
year's session proved to he most educative. It proved the value o f ad hoc 
working groups as the best avгálable mec];;anisms for concrete negotiations vvithin 
the frarüevjork of the Committee on Disarmaiuent and that, given the'necessary time, 
the working groups are. capable of advancing substantive negotiations i n эл effective 
maimer. 3,s was noticed toviards the end of la s t year's'session. 

It i s , a matter for s a t i s f a c t i o n that the Committee has already been able to 
talœ the decision, .vithout much delay, that the four ad hoc xjorking groups shoiùd 
re sume." work on the basis of th e i r former m?xidates, a solution which became possible 
through your able guidance and the f l e x i b i l i t y displayed by a l l delegations concerned 
in order to expedite substantive work. It i s to be hoped that the same approach • 
and s p i r i t w i l l p r e v a i l during the remaining part of our session, p a r t i c u l a r l y with 
regard to the setting up of two new working groups, on two very important items 
on our agenda for the I9SI session, naXiely, a comprehensive test-Ьэл treaty and 
the, cessation of the nuclear arras race and nuclear disairaament. Last yeai', the 
Committee spent valuable time: on lengthy procedural and other deliberations,' time'-
which the Committee can i l l afford i n view of the urgency and the nature of the task 
i t i s entrusted with. As the distinguished leader of the Swedish delegation 
mentioned.in her sta,tement, the time factor i s not i n our favour. This i s not 
merely because the Committee has to make a report to the General Assembly at i t s ' 
second special session devoted to disarmajnent in I9O2 btit purely-because of the dire 
necessity and urgency of the tasl: before i t . The danger of continued and rapid • 
developments i n weapon technology, p a r t i c u l a r l y nuclear wea.pon technology, outpacing 
the negotiation process and the influence of such developments on so-called defence 
p o l i c i e s are r e a l i t i e s which should guide the Committee's work toxjards speedy and 
concrete progress i n negotiations. 

Moreover, the world m i l i t a r y expenditure has now reached a staggering ' -
$^00 b i l l i o n a year and рте se ht trends .iDoint towards further escalation of this -
expenditure. The more we delay i n achieving tangible progress towards genuine' 
disarmament, p a r t i c u l a r l y nuclea.r disariiiament, the more w i l l be invested i n 
destruction, thus siphoning away the v i t a l resources needed elsewhere f o r economic 
development a.nd the elimination of' hunger and disease. As the distinguished 
leader of the Swedish delegation has pointed out, the doomsday clock ha,s moved 
closer to zero hour, a movement which symbolizes•the urgency with which this" 
Committee, the single m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiation-forum f o r disarmament, has to 
discharge i t s enormo^is r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . 

. -. As regards our agenda, the f i r s t item on i t for the I9OI session i s the nuclear 
test ban, a subject which has been under consideration i n various forums f o r more 
than 25 years and on which the General Assembly has adopted more thaai 40 resolutions, 
r e f l e c t i n g the international community's impatience over the f a i l u r e on the pa-rt 
of nuclear--v;eapon States to conclude a comprehensive test-ban treaty. This was 
in spite of the undertalcing to seek the achievement of "the discontinuance of a l l 
test explosions of nuclear weapons for a l l time" given by three nuclear-weapon States 
i n the p a r t i a l test-ban Trea-ty, which was reitera.ted again i n the non-prol.iferation 
Treaty of I 9 6 8 . One need hardly stress the utmost importance 01 a comprehensive 
test-ban treaty towards preventing qualitative impTOvements i n e x i s t i n g nuclear 
wea„pons ала the development of new t;>'pes of weapons as well as maii:ita.ining a viable 
non-proliferation regime. As regards the so-called inadequacy of existing 
verifioat.ion measures rel t i t i n g to monitoring of test explosions, the international 
community w i l l no longer believe that to be a major obstacle or an excuse for f-axther 
delay -in embaj^king on negotiations towards a GTET. Suffice i t to mention here that _ 
the General Assembly, at i t s t h i r t y - f i f t h session, recalled i n resolution .55/l45 A, a 
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resolution \;hiGli v;as co-sponsored Ъу Sri'Lonlca, " t h a t - a l l the technical and-
s c i e n t i f i c aspects of the proolem have been so f u l l y explored that only a p o l i t i c a l 
decision i s no\i песезвату i n order to achieve f i n a l agreement, that when the existing 
means of v e r i f i c a t i o n are taimen into account, i t i s d i f f i c u l t to understand further 
delay i n achieving agreement on an underground test ban and that the potential i-islis 
of continuing 'underground nuclear-weapon tests would f a r outweigh any possible' r i s k s 
from ending such tests". Resolution 35/145 Б requests the Committee on Disarmament 
to taiie the necessary steps, including the establishment of a. vjorking group, to 
i n i t i a t e substantive negotiations on a cotiipreheñsive test-ban treaty as a. matter of 
the highest p r i o r i t y , which the Group of 21 has been emphasizing time and again i n 
this- Committee. I t i s -to be hoped that the nuclear-weapon States w i l l contribute to 
the consensus necessary to establish an ad hoc working group on a СТБТ, a contribution 
which w i l l no doubt give some c r e d i b i l i t y to nuclea,r-weapon States' commitment to 
disari'nament and also to the role of the Committee on Disarmament ' as the siiigle 
raultila,teral body for disarmament negotiations. 

The cessation of the nuclear arras race and nuclear disarmament i s the other 
important item on our agenda on vihich action to i n i t i a t e substantive negotiations i s 
s t i l l pending. I t i s also an item to which the General Assembly, i n i t s 
resolution 35/152 Б, has attached high p r i o r i t y f o r negotiations upon the resumption 
of the CD's work i n I 9 8 I . During the l a s t session of the Committee, the Group of 21 
submitted a proposal c a l l i n g f o r the establishment of an ad hoc \i¡orking grovip on t h i s 
subject, the necessity of which was reiterated by the General Assembly i n i t s 
resolution 55/152. С. It i s the hope of my delegation that an ad hoc working groiip 
w i l l now be established bj^ this Committee, i n order to "involve" i t s e l f i n 
substantive negotia.tions on issues rela t i n g to the cessation of the arms race and • 
nuclear disarmament. 

My delegation does not intend to dwell at length on each agenda item at this 
stage. With regard to other items on our agenda, i t i s encouraging that within a 
r e l a t i v e l y short .'time',, the Committee was able to taJœ the decision that the four 
ad hoc working gi-oups on a comprehensive programme of disarmament, security 
assurances, chemical weapons and radiological weapons should resume t h e i r work. It 
is- to be hoped that the degree of f l e x i b i l i t y and desire f o r tangible progress 
expressed by many delegations during the l a s t two weeks w i l l p r e v a i l and contribute 
towa;rds- achieving further progress on the basis of a convergence of views and the, 
constructive work accomplished i n these areas l a s t year. 

Many delegations have' made reference to the strained international relations 
which are apparent today and which, one mighx say, create circumstances hardly 
auspicio-as for disarmament negotiations. Ну delegation would only say that these, 
paradoxically, are the very circumstances which should provide the impetus to pursue 
more resolutely the nego'tiations i n this Committee for the reason that we ha-ve no-
other choice. To quote those oft-quoted words of the united Nations General Assembly: 
"Manl:ind i s confronted with a choice: ve must hal t the arms race and proceed to 
disarmament or face annihilation". Given the necessary p o l i t i c a l w i l l of a l l 
concerned, that of the nuclear-weapon Powers i n p a r t i c u l a r , this Committee has the 
tools to accomplish i t s tcisl-c. 

The СВАШШТ (tra¿-).3lated froa French); I thani-c the distinguislied representative 
of S r i Laiiica f o r h i s statement and I should also lil-ce to thanlc him f o r the kind 
würds he addressed to the Chair. 
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Mr. EL EEEDY (Egypt) (translated from Arabic); Иг. Chairman, I vrould l i k e to 
begin my f i r s t statement i n t h i s Committee by е2фгезз1п2 our high esteem for you 
personally. In addition to the respect i n v/hich г;е hold your distinguished 
country, France, my colleagu.es and I i n the Egjrptian delegation have observed your 
endeavours and have seen that you possess the best talents and c a p a b i l i t i e s needed 
to direct the work of t h i s Committee successfu.lly during i t s f i r s t and always 
d i f f i c u l t stage. I would also l i k e to talce t h i s opportunity to express my 
delegation's gratitude to your predecessor, Ambassador Tadesse Terrefe, the 
representative of E t l i i o p i a and previous Chairman of t h i s Committee. 

Please also allow me to express my gratitude to you and to my colleagues vrho 
vielcomed me as my country' s representative i n t l i i s distinguished Committee. I 
assure you that my colleagues and I are- looking fon-/ard to co-operating with you 
and viill-'do- our utmost to ensure the success of our work and the fulfilment of 
our ta,sk. 

My delegation has listened to the important statements made i n t h i s Committee 
during the past two weeks, containing informa-tion and ideas which confinn only too 
clearly' the seriousness of the present situation resulting from the alarming 
continuation of the arms race, p a r t i c u l a r l y i n the f i e l d of nuclear and other 
vreapons of mass destruction, at a time v/hen axliievements i n the f i e l d of 
disarmajnent or the cessation or control of the axm.s race are i n s i g n i f i c a i i t , not to 
sâ '- non-existent. 

There i s no need for me to add to vrtiat has already been said i n t h i s respect. 
Nor i s there any need for me to re-emphasize Egypt's staunch and continuing role 
i n the endea,vours to put an end to the axms race i n general and to the nucleax эJлns 
race i n p a r t i c u l a r . EgJфt's role ha.s been well knovm from the very beginning, 
vihen t h i s subject was f i r s t discussed i n United Nations foruras and at the 
niimerous-international conferences, beginning vrith the Bandung Conference of 1955 
Villich gave r i s e to the Non-Aligned Hovem.ent whose tvrentieth aimivei-sary v/e are. . 
currentlj'- celebrating, a l l of which played a pioneering role i n t h i s respect. 

Several distinguished colleagues have already discussed the theories underlying 
the p o l i c i e s of the nuclear-weapon States i n t h e i r constant attempts to win 
nuclear superiority, together vath the dangerous implications of t h i s race, v/hich 
can never reach a, reasonable conclusion aлd v.rhich i s nov; threatening not only the 
parties p a r t i c i p a t i n g therein but also every l i v i n g being on t h i s earth since the 
shadow of nuclear vfar i s a t e r r i f y i n g spectre for everyone and the dajigers of . 
nuclear armament no longer recognize p o l i t i c a l or continental boundaries. 

I t might be appropriate to refer to the l a s t meeting of the Pugwasli Conference 
held at Breulcelen i n the Netherlands i n August of l a s t year. That Conference, 
which Vías attended by a select group of international s c i e n t i s t s and thinl-cers, 
reached the follovfing conclusions; 

"1 . I t i s a f a l l a c y to believe that nuclear' vrar can be l i m i t e d i n quantity 
or q u a l i t y , or even that nuclear vrax can be v/on. 

2. I t i s a f a l l a c y to believe that, i n nuclear v^ar, C i v i l Defence can 
provide a chance of survival of - the cdmmimity. 

http://colleagu.es
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3 . I t i s a f a l l a c y to believe that a countèrforce strategy can-destroy the ' 
r e t a l i a t o r y capacity of the other side. (Even i f i t were to become 
technically feasible to destroy a l l - f ixed land-based missiles of the 
adversary, t h i s would leave submarine and a i r c r a f t - c a r r i e d veapons.) 

4. i t i s a f a l l a c y to cliùm tha.t pajrity i n nuclear weapons i s necessaxy 
for effective deterrence." - -

On the other hand, i f the funds and h-uman and natural resources currently 
devoted to armajnent, with a l l i t s implications i n the way of environmental 
imbalance', were u t i l i z e d for pu.rposcc of socio-oconon-lc development, they could 
eliminate poverty and hunger throughout the world and ensure a better l i f e for 
manlcind at a time when we are facing d i f f i c u l t i e s and obstacles i n the establisliment. 
of a, ne\i and equitable international economic order wliich would give the developing 
countries an opportunity to escape from the c i r c l e of poverty and baclci/ardness. 
In this respect, v/e look forward to the s-'cudy which-is being prepared by the 
Groiip of Governmental Experts on the Relationship betvreen Disarmajnent and Development, 
lie hope that that study \rill contain s p e c i f i c p r a c t i c a l proposals for the • 
re-channelling of resources from m i l i t a r y to development purposes. 

I t has become clear that manlcind i s today facing a new and unprecedented 
phenomenon, namely, man's possession of the means of self-destruction. This 
phenomenon i s the basic cause of the' present international c3.-isis which i s not 
only manifested i n the absence of socvirity and s t a b i l i t y and the deterioration of 
economic conditions, especially i n the countries of the t l i i r d world, but also 
involves the survival and continuance of the humean race on earth. 

Although, on a serious and important subject such as t h i s , we do not liish-to 
apportion blame h a s t i l y among any par t i c u l a r States, from an impar-tial standpoint 
the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y for putting an end to t h i s trend l i e s primarily with those 
who possess, develop and produce nucleaa- arms and other weapons of mass-destruction. 
Consequently, i t i s also t h e i r r e s p o n s i b i l i t y to lead the way by talcing effective 
steps and measures to halt the f r a n t i c arms race and by talcing real measures for 
disarmaiaent. 

Many of m.y colleagues here have alrea.dy spoken of the relationsliip between the 
adoption of r a d i c a l measures to save the world from the arms race and the prevrlling,:. 
international climate. Although i t i s , of course, impossible to d i f f e r e n t i a t e 
beti/een these two issxaes, we гхе among those vj-ho believe that the international 
situation should not be г-ised as an excuse foi" f a i l u r e to talco decisive measures 
to halt the arms race or for the renunciation of agreements already concltided. 
Hovraver, we also believe i n the importance of e f f o r t s to créale an appropriate 
international climate through respect for "the p r i n c i p l e s of the Charter of the 
United Nations, for the sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of States and for 
non-interference i n their internal a f f a i r s . In t l i i s • context, the m i l i t a r j -
intervention i n Afghanistan w-as, and s t i l l i s , a negative factor i n the sha-ping of 
the current international climate. 

I have already referred to oui" fundamental positions regarding e f f o r t s for 
the achievement of.disajrmamcnt and the need for the major Powers to c u r t a i l and 
put an end to the nuclear" danger and to use the new energy for the greater good and 
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happiness of manlcind. In th i s connection, Egypt маз among the f i r s t Sta-tes to 
c a l l for the conclusion of the Trea,ty on the ITon-Proliforation of Nu,cleax- V/ea/pons. 
EgJTpt played a basic role i n the preparatory negotiations and subsequently signed 
the Treaty on the f i r s t day on which i t vras opened for signature, namely, 
1 July 196s. Egypt continued i t s support for the non-proliferation system and 
participated i n a l l the endeavours aimed 3,t the establishjnent of an ef fective. system 
of guarantees within the fraiaework of the International Atomic Energy Agency, 
including the two review conferences held i n 1975 and i n the suiimior of l a s t year. 

Today I have pleasure i n announcing that the Eg;/ptian Government has requested 
the l e g i s l a t i v e i n s t i t u t i o n s to approve r a t i f i c a , t i o n of the non-pi-oliforation 
Treaty and th i s question i s currently being studied by both the People's Assembly 
and the Advisory Council i n Egзфt. On t h i s occasion, I vrould l i k e to express 
my gratitude to Mrs. Inga Thorsson, the representative of Svreden, and to 
Ambassador Okavra, Ambassador of Japan, for the i r kind vrords v/elcoming the 
Egyptian measures i n t h i s respect. 

In talcing t i l l s step, the Egзфtian Government hopes that i t v i i l l be an incentive 
to the nuclear-vreapon States to f u l f i l t h e i r pledges to hal t the nuclear arms race, 
to achieve nuclear disarmament i n accordance vdth the provisions of a r t i c l e VI of 
the Treaty and to put a f i n a l and t o t a l end to nuclear tests. The termination of 
such tests i s not only an urgent requirement, for manlcind and tlie environment 
but vrould also constitute a fundamental step towai-ds the ci^rbing of the nuclear arms 
race. 

Egypt i s also paying special attention to the undertaking, under the terms of 
a r t i c l e IV of the Treaty, on the part of States Parties i n a position to do so, to 
contribute to the further development of the applications of nuclear energy for 
peaceful purposes, especially i n the t e r r i t o r i e s . o f non-nuclear-vreapon States 
Party to the Treaty, vdth due consideration for the needs of the developing areas 
of the vrorld. 

We also see that Security Council resolution 255 i s s t i l l , i n e f f e c t , una.ble 
to provide a r e a l guarantee of the non-use or threat of use of nuclear, vreapons by 
m;clear-v;eapon States against non-nuclear-vroapon Sta^tes. In t h i s connection, I 
vrould l i k e to talce t h i s opportunity to record our special interest i n the 
Ad Hoc Working Group on Security Assurances v.^liich vre hope v ; i l l be able to conclude 
i t s work i n an effective manner, vrhich v;e believe v.dll help to support the system 
of the non-proliferation of nuclear vreapons and v a i l constitiite a m.ajor step 
tovfards the prohibition of the use of nuclear vreapons and tovrards nuclear 
disarmament. 

The imфlomentation of these measures i s i n keeping v/ith the basic p r i n c i p l e s 
formulated by the General Assembly for the conclusion of the Treaty on the 
îîon-Proliferation of Hucleax Weapons and, i n paa-ticLilar, the pr i n c i p l e of a 
balance of r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s and duties betvreen States possessing nuclear vreapons 
and States which do not possess such vreapons, and the pr i n c i p l e that the Treaty 
should be a step tov/ards the aciiievement of general and complete disoxmament and, 
i n p a r t i c u l a r , nuclear disarmajnent. 

In vievi of the dangers posed by the nuclear" arms race, and being convinced tha-t 
the Treaty on the Hon-Proliferation of Жгс1еаг Weapons v / i l l more e f f e c t i v e l y acliieve 
i t s goals and objectives through the estahlisliment of nuclear-vreapon-free zones 
i n various parts of the vrorld, vre believe that the estohlislxment of a. 
nuclear-vjeapon-free zone i n the iliddle East and i n A f r i c a i s a master of v i t a l 
importance. 
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• I t \ras to this end that our i n i t i a t i v e was talcen during the la,st session of 
the United Nations General Assembly through General Assembly resolution ЗЗДДТ» 
adopted by consensus of the countries of the Middle East, as a f i r s t stop towards 
the establishment of a nucleax-vroapon~free zone, and vrhich called upon those 
countries solemnly todGclaa"e their suiiport for the acMevement of this goal, to: 
r e f r a i n , on a reciprocal basis, from producing, acquiring or possessing nuclear 
\reapons or permitting them, to be stationed on the i r t e r r i t o r y and to place a l l 
thei r nucleaa:' a c t i v i t i e s under International Atomic Energy Agency safeguards. 
The resolution also caJled for those declarations.to be deposited with the 
Security Council. • • " 

I t i s oui" b e l i e f that p.dherence to the non-proliferation Treaty by a l l 
countries of the region, their implementation of tlïe General ilssenbly resolution on 
the establishment of a nuclear-weápon-free zone i n the'Middle'Ea^st and support by 
the nucleai'-w-eapon States for those steps would avert the danger...of the p r o l i f e r a t i o n 
of niiclear weapons i n this imjportant and sensitive part of the world, thereby 
helping to promote peace, security and prosperity for manlcind as a whole.•• ' 

This session i s being held at a crossroa-ds v l t h regard to United Nalions 
endea-vours to achieve general and complete disarmament. I t i s talcing place at the 
end of the f i r s t United Nations Disarmament Deca^de, which unfortunately has not 
prodLiced tangible r e s u l t s , and also at the beginning of the Second Disarmament Décade, 
At the same time, as noted by several of my colleagixes, i t i s the l a s t plenary • session 
of the Comiiáttee before the holding of the second special session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. V/e therefore have a special r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 
to do our utmost to achieve definite and pO'Sitive re s u l t s during the current session. 

In t h i s regard, I am i n agreement with- those who believe that the Committee 
must set to work immedialely, get to the core of the issues imder consideration, 
resume i t s work from the point at which i t ifas^ l e f t l a s t year and overcome' any 
obstacle's that may arise,• including those r e l a t i n g to the reviev/ of the tasks of 
the working groups. At the same- time, \rc believe that there i s a need to establish 
tvro other working groups on the com.plete discohtiniiance of nuclear tests and the 
cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmam.ent, and that ' the se tvro 
groups should be established as a matter of urgency i n view of the fact that these 
two issues are among the extremely important issues to which the Committee mxist 
turn i t s attention and i n \:hich i t must acJiieve r e a l progress. 

Since the Committee on Disarmament has an important function and a considerable 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y vrith regard to the axhieveraent of tangible progress i n the f i e l d of 
nuclear disarmament, the prohibition of nuclear tests and the provision of effective 
guarantees for non-nuclear-v;eapon States, we are also duty-bound to maleo a serious 
endeavour to conclude an agreement on the prohibition of the production, 
development and stockpiling of chemical wea.pons i n vie\r of the special p r i o r i t y 
which the international comiaunity lias assigned to the prohibition of such weapons. 
In the framevrork of i t s preparations for the second special session of the 
General Assembly, the Committee must also formulate a comprehensive programme of 
disaj^mament which we hope w i l l be of a, p r a c t i c a l and specific nature with regard 
to the timing of i t s implementation. 

I t i s my b e l i e f that there i s nothing m.ore serious than the task assigned to 
UG here by the international community. ¥e must begin t l i i s session with hope and 
vrith the aim of acMeving tangible results. 

file:///reapons
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The СЖХШАП (translated from French); I thanlc the distinguished representati\-3 
of Egypt f o r h i s statement and I should li!:e to е^фгозз to him my warm gratitude f o r 
his very f r i e n d l y irords aoout myself and also — I was \-eTj touched bir them •—^.EDout 
my country. 

l i r . SALAH-EEY (Algeria) (translated from French); Allow mo, on behalf of 
ray delegation and of myself personally, to offer you my sincere congratulations on 
the occasion of your .a,ssumption of the chairmanship of the Conmiittee foi- the month 
of February. 

You represent a country with vrf'iich A l g e r i a maintains close a n d . f r u i t f u l 
r e l a t i o n s , both f o r h i s t o r i c a l reasons and a,s a neighbour. 

•The Chairman's personal role at the•start of t h i s Committee's woric can be a 
highly i n f l u e n t i a l one, when, as i n your ca,se, he enjoys wide diplomatic е:фег1епсе, 
constructive savoir-faire and also the 'confidence of l i i s colleagues. 

Allovi me to siiggest tha.t your personal intervention vras paxtly responsible f o r 
the positive start that has been made i n OUT work. 

I should сЛ.зо, l i k e to address my warm and f r i e n d l y congratulations to 
Ambassador Tereffe, the representative of E t l i i o p i a , who successfully completed the 
delicate ta^sk of presiding over the concluding stages of our work at the l a s t 
session. 

The Committee on Disarmament has some new raem.bers .and i t i s my pleasant duty 
to welcome the Ambassadors of Egypt, Zaire, Palcistan and Romania. 

I t ha-s. become almost a t r a d i t i o n to describe and assess the international 
situation at the moment \ih&n :the Committee on Disarmajnent resumes i t s v7ork. To say 
that the state of international relations could be more satisfactory vrould be an 
understatement. Is the situation vrorse now or i s i t the same as at the beginning 
of I98O? We dio not meet hero to diseurs t l i i s point, but .Lt wrould be u n r e a l i s t i c 
to ignore the reality.ox the international relations against the baxkgrovmd of vrhicli 
the discussions and. e f f o r t s vàth a vievi to disarmament must necessarily talœ plaice. 

Some v;se the aggravation of international tensions as an arg-anent to j u s t i f y 
enhanced effox'ts to secure qualita,tive improvements and quantitative increases i n 
the means of mass destruction. 

We cannot agree vrith such an approach, v.rhich vrould have an immedia.te paralysing 
effect on the entire international e f f o r t tov;ards disarraa)nont. I t seems to us 
that i t i s . p recisely vrhen things seem most d i f f i c u l t that our e f f o r t s to slow 
dovm and halt the arms race should be greatest. 

In order to see hovr, specious i s tjic reasoning that seeks to justifj'- an increase 
i n e f f o r t s to arm by the aggravation of interna-tiona-1 tension, v;e have only to ask 
ourselves the follovdng question: has thox-o ever been a reduction i n almamente 
vrfien there vras a relajcation of interna,tiona,l tension? The ansvror to t h i s question 
i s unfortunately i n the negative, for the countries or m i l i t a r y alliances concerned 
эхе alv/ays preparing for the next period of tension vdth the presumed enemy. Thus 
the relationship betvroen the international climate and the strengthening of capacities 
fo r mass destruction i s a. one-v/aj'" relationship, and the ^ r e a l i s t i c гфргоасЬ i s not 
to vrait. for a hypothetical relaxation of international tensions but to get'to vrork 
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t r u l y on what i s primarily responsible for maintaining those tensions, namely, the 
more and more advanced research i n the matter of wea,pons of ma.ss destruction, th e i r 
a.ccelerated production, th e i r incessant testing and th e i r st'oclcpiling— a l l of 
which maintain the upward s p i r a l wîiich has been called the "balance of ter r o r " . 

I f v/e are a l l agreed i n considering t h i s situa,tion t r u l y " t e r r i b l e " , hov.r can 
we f a i l to be outraged a.t the waste of the absolutely prodigious resources, 
f i n a n c i a l , technical and i n t e l l e c t u a l , that arc ex-pended on perfecting t h i s terror 
day by day, and on augmenting not only i t s dimensions but also i t s quality? 

As' for the q-LíGstion'whether tJie terror i s equal on both sides, perusal of 
the numerous studios devoted to t h i s subject leaves us i n doubt. The p o s s i b i l i t i e s 
for a-ppraisal appear extremely subjective, and when the human mind's capacity for 
evaluation and reasoning proves too weaic or too slow to supply a r e l i a b l e judgement, 
then the computer i s used and t h i s , as a number of recent incidents have shoim, i s 
subject to brealcdovms and false alarms. 

In the la-st analysis, the concept of balance or p a r i t y i n the sphere of 
weapons of mass destruction seems to us i l l u s o r y , inasmuch as the a.rm.s race feeds 
on i t s o\m absurd lo g i c and i s sustained by i t s oim dynamics i n the insane, hope 
of reacliing a l e v e l of absolute t e r r o r — w h i c h can, of course, only be proven by 
testing i n r e a l - l i f e conditions. 

The idea entertained i n certain qviaxters that a no'..- nuclear vrar, whether limited 
or not, can be waged and won i s not only extraordinarily dangerous because of the 
r i s k s i t imposes on manlcind but also l o g i c a l l y unacceptable because i t i s based on 
the assumption that the adversary's response w i l l remain within r a t i o n a l l i m i t s . 
There i s no need to be a great tliooretician to foresee tha.,t, -when that stage has 
been reached, the behaviour of the opposing camps w i l l defy a l l "the la.v/s of 
r a t i o n a l i t y that we are today i n a position to i d e n t i f y . 

Furthermore, the hypothesis of a nuclear wax, even i f l i m i t e d , i s of concern 
not only to the countries d i r e c t l y involved but also to the countries and regions 
i n the v i c i n i t y of the theatre of operations and even those more distant from i t . 
I t i s doubtful whether the weapons of destruction i n existence today v ; i l l respect 
the f r o n t i e r s wMch States have agreed on to mark the areas of the i r sovereignty. 

And apart from the ciuestion of the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of Governments, the pdoplos of 
the vrarld, and especially those i n the poorest regions, are e n t i t l e d to demand the 
cessation of an arms race that i s as absurd as i t i s costly, while a large part of 
humanity i s s t i l l l i v i n g i n hunger and want. 

These, i n my delegation's view, are the most cogent a^rguments for our speeding 
up our work and seeking better means of malcing headv/ay towards genuine disarmament. 

Three or perhaps four sessions of the Comrriittee on Disarmament separa:te us 
from the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. 
Thus we have an opportunity to evaluate the progress made within our Committee as 
well as that wliich may be achieved by the 1982 deadline. Of course that date 
shoiild not be regarded as completely ineluctable. Bi.it when i t arrives, how w i l l 
the States mem.bers of the Coi-nmittee on Disarmament be able to reconcile themselves 
with the thought that t h e i r work has not led to a n j r e a l progress towards effective 
disarmament' measures? 
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Responsibilitjr f o r such a f a i l u r e would be p r i n c i p a l l y imputable to those 
of the States members of t h i s Committee which, possessing nuclear weapons and other 
means of mass de-.truction, had been xmable to agree on wa,yG and m.eans of l i m i t i n g 
the l e v e l of t h e i r destructive c a p a b i l i t i e s cind perhaps reducing them, u n t i l they 
had completely disappeared. l i e r a i r e s p o n s i b i l i t y would also rest, ho\rever, although 
to a lesser extent, on a l l the non-aligned and neutral co-ontries v/hich had f a i l e d to 
find the means of persuasion, of pressure, even, s u f f i c i e n t to impose reasonable 
measures that would have led us toviards effective disarmament. 

The non-possession of nuclear weapons cannot be regarded as the ultimately 
oonvincing argument for giv.ing up efforts aimed at t h e i r non-utiliza.tion, even 
experimentally. 

My delegation therefore feels that the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of each State member of 
the Committee on Disa,rraajaent i s engaged i n the efforts that must be made and the 
measures that must be tsúcen i f we are to achieve progress i n the accomplisbjnent of the 
task that has been entrusted to us. 

The i n i t i a t i o n of our work at t h i s session has taken place i n an atmosphere more 
promising than the one that prevailed at the opening of our f i r s t session for the 
year I98O. Иу delegation has had occasion to express i t s disa-ppointment at the 
procedural wrangles which bedevilled many of the Committee's meetings. 1/e were not 
convinced of the pra,ctical uisefulness of such discussions then and we are no more 
convinced of i t today. liy delegation \ i r i l l therefore oppose any attempt to provoke i n 
our Committee discussions unrelated to the central theme of our deliberations, 
disarmament. 

Allow me now to turn to more sp e c i f i c issues. V/ithout attaching 
disproportionate importance to the decision taJcen by the Committee l a s t year to set 
up four working groups, i t must be recognized that this measure has been of p r a c t i c a l 
value. Hovf, i n fact, could the Committee have organized i t s work on s p e c i f i c 
issues otheri-rise than by confining within a negotiated and well-defined framework 
the approach to the subjects f o r negotiaiions v/hlch appear on i t s agenda? Пу 
delegation v/ould have wished, the working groups i n question to resume th e i r meetings 
without a-waiting the outcome of new discussions on t h e i r terms of reference. V/e 
would s t i l l l i k e to express the hope that the four working groups mar/ resu.me t h e i r 
work immediately, while the Committee i s discussing the p o s s i b i l i t y of new mandates 
f o r them* 

At the l a s t session the group Icnoi-m as the Group of 21 proposed that two working 
groups should be set up f o r the purpose of discussing, respectively, the cessation 
of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament, amd a nuclear test ban. 

\Ie f e e l that the over- a l l c r e d i b i l i t y of the Committee on Disarmajnent w i l l 
remain i n question u n t i l substantial progress has been achieved towards the 
establishment of working groups responsible for negotiating effective measures i n 
those two f i e l d s . 

Bearing i n mind the guidance and p r i o r i t i e s given to the Committee on Disarmament 
by the General Assembly, and bea^ring i n mind also the need for an organization of our 
work which, because of i t s volume, must be spread over several sessions, \re consider 
that the Committee should concentrate i t s efforts on a small nujaber of questions on 
which we can reasonably hope to maice s i g n i f i c a n t progress. I t seems to us that only • 
by achieving a measurable advance i n certain areas of disarmament s h a l l we be able 
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to communicate an atmosphere of serious negotiations to other a,reas v/here the very 
idea of negotio-tions appears impossible today. In other words, we must create the 
conditions conducive to'the estahlisbnent of a trend i n the opposite dir e c t i o n . 
from the present f r a n t i c race tovrards the i l l u s o r y goal of superiority based on 
terror. 

The progress made towards a convention on chemicavl weapons means that we are • 
already i n г. position to identify/- points of convergence and areas vdiere divergencies 
s t i l l e x i s t. The generally positive s p i r i t i n which the Ad Hoc V/orking Group 
on Chemical Weapons conducted i t s work a.t the l a s t session augurs well for a 
favourable concltision at wha,t we hope w i l l be the e a r l i e s t possible date. 

The p r i o r i t y accorded by the Genera,! Assembly to the preparation and conclusion 
of a treaty on the complete prohibition of nuclear tests seems to us e n t i r e l y 
correct. Only the p o l i t i c a l v / i l l of the States concerned by such a measure to 
commit themselves to' a constructive l i n e of action can r e a l l y prove t h e i r readiness 
to negotiate genuine m.ea.sures of disarmament. The persistence of the present 
situation, i n which nuclear tests continue not only to threaten the future of 
manlcind through the i r unpredictable consequences but also to increase the existing 
potentials f o r destniction, can only put off further and further the day when reason 
may f i n a l l y prevail over the w i l l to dominate. 

The t r i l a t e r a l negotiations which are talcing place outside the Committee on 
Disarmament and about which the Committee vras kept informed l a s t year do not seem 
to have made appreciable progress. liy delegation wishes to express the two-fold 
hope that the discussions wall y i e l d more promising results than they have done up 
to now, and that the Committee on Disarmament w i l l , at the very l e a s t , be kept 
informed of the progress of these negotiations. 

F a i l i n g progress as regaa-ds the cessation of nuclear tests and the nuclear arms 
race, the non-nuclear-v/eapon States must be given effective assurances against 
the use or thre?.t of use of nuclea.r wea,pons. At the Committee ' s. f i r s t session we 
said that -fche a^ssurances i n question could not be accompanied' by r e s t r i c t i o n s . We 
continue to uphold the view that the assurances must be given without conditions 
or r e s t r i c t i o n s , particiila.rly to non-nuclear-weai,pon States which pursue a, l i n e of 
foreign policy independent of the alliances organized around the p r i n c i p a l 
nuclear-weapon powers. As a, member of the non-aligned movement, Alger i a attaches 
special importance to the conclusion of effective arrangements that would r e a l l y 
prevent the nuclear-weapon States from carrying the i r m i l i t a r y superiority into the 
p o l i t i c a l f i e l d . 

The p o s s i b i l i t y of progress i n the negotiations on the elaboration of a treaty 
on chemical weapons, developments i n the positions of the States concerned with 
regard to the cessation of nuclear tests, and the defining of assurances a,ccepta,ble 
to non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or the threat of use of such weapons 
i n respect of them — these, i n my delegation's vievr, are the points on which 
genuine negotiations on the cessation of the race to develop nuclear v/eapons or 
other weapons of mass destruction and on general a,nd complete disarmament could 
be based. 

My delegation w i l l adopt & f l e x i b l e attitude, however, as regards the precise 
ordei" of the various stages of the negotiations which should taJce place within the 
Committee on Disarmament, provided there i s evidence of a genuine desire to seek 
to resolve the vast and inmanerable d i f f i c u l t i e s that l i e before us rather than a 
continuing preference f o r s t e r i l e debates and empty oratory. 
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At t h i s stage i n my statement I f e e l that i t might be useful to emphasize once 
again the par t i c u l a r importance \fhich m.y delegation attaches to the preservation 
of the fundamental character of the Committee on Disarmament. The Comm.ittee must 
remain, as i t s terms of reference indicate, a body for genuine negotiations based on 
the equal p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l the States of which i t i o composed. There i s l i t t l e 
need to add that v:e s h a l l applaud any progress that may be made by the great Pov;ers 
towards disarmament i n forums other than, that of our Committee, Nevertheless, we 
thinJc i t would be dangerous for the international i n s t i t u t i o n s created by those saine 
Powers i f t h e i r organs could not f u l f i l the tasks entrusted to them because they wore 
striken by paralysis as a result of the attitude of the Powers- i n question. 

Allow me to expi-ess the fear that the Committee on Disarmament i s threatened 
by yet another danger. Ky delegation refuses to accept the idea of a body ttirned 
i n upon i t s e l f and closed to the outside world. One of the great contradictions of 
our time i s that the population of our planet, while generally aware of the . 
dangers of mass destruction threatening i t , has come to accept not only the present 
sit u a t i o n but also the probability that i t w i l l continue to worsen. I t i s true -
that, beyond a certain l e v e l , the vrorsening of the nuclea.r threat loses p r a c t i c a l 
significance. Nevertheless, voices are raised to reject the in e v i t a , b i l i t y of 
nuclear war. 

The members of the Committee on Disarmament w i l l not succeed i n accomplishing 
the task entrusted to them i f the voices raised against the very idea of a nuclear 
war do not find t h e i r echo i n our deliberations. 

The theme of our discussions covers va.st areas v/hose complexity cuid gravity 
i n part explain the d i f f i c i i l t i e s we are encoimtering. The fact remains, however, 
that the Committee on Disarmament owes i t to i t s e l f to maJce i t s o\m contribution to 
the accomplishment of the tremendous task of achieving general and complete 
disarmament. 

The CI-LVIEI-íñ-N (translated from French); I thanl: the distinguished 
representative of Al g e r i a fox- his statement and a,lso for the kind vrords he 
addressed to the Chair, 

Mr. АШ-'IED (PaJcistan); Mr. Chairman, the mem.bers of the PaJcistan delegation 
and I are very happy to see you preside over the proceedings of the Conmittee 
on Disarmajnent at th i s c r u c i a l phase of i t s vrork. We believe that the high 
q u a l i t i e s of v/isdom and patience vrhich you ha.ve so e f f e c t i v e l y demonstrated during 
the past tvro vreeks v r i l l enable the CI) to i-esume i t s negotiations very quickly 
and create the necessajry conditions for moving tov7axd.s the formula.tion of concrete 
a.greoments on the various items on i t s agenda.' 

I vrould also l i k e to talce t h i s opportunity to express our deep appreciation 
for the constructive efforts of your predecessor, Ambassa-dor Terrefe of Ethiopia, 

I ha.ve been grea.tly touched by the vrarm vrelcome extended to me by you and, m.y 
colleagues ' on the Committee. v/liile reciprocating t h e i r sentiments, may I add 
that I f e e l honoured to be a part of th i s assembly of distinguished diplomats from 
v/hose vast experience and vrisdom I s h a l l seek to benefit i n the course of our 
joint endeavours i n the CD. 
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ïhe f i r s t year i n the decade of the .IS'S'̂ s has v.'itnessed a quantum increase 
-in the l e v e l of international tensions, the outbreak and aggravation of c o n f l i c t s 
i n various areas of the world, the -emergence of a pervasive climate of insecurity 
and an atmosphere of confrontation between Ste„tes and ideologies. 

The continued foreign m i l i t a r y occupation of Afghanistan, a non-aligned and 
Islamic country, i s cause f o r special concern. As the Foreign Minister of 
Pakistan stated on 9 February at the Conference of the non-aligned countries .held 
i n New Delhi, ^'this occupation i s tantamount not only to a v i o l a t i o n of (Afghanistan's) 
p o l i t i c a l independence, sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y but also a threat 
to the s t a b i l i t y of the region. It has heightened international tension; i t has 
damaged dótente and resulted i n the i n t e n s i f i c a t i o n of Superpower rivalrj':. and 
competition i n the region of the Indian Ocean and the Gulf'''. Pakistan favours 
a p o l i t i c a l solution to the situation i n Afghanistan. As a. sponsor of the relevant 
General .Assembly resolution of • 20 November 1980, Pakistan vrill be guided by i t s 
provisions i n the t r i l a t e r a l talks betv/een i t s e l f , Iran and representatives of 
the People's Democratic Party of Afghanistan, to be organized and held by the 
United Nations Secretary-General. 

Mji- delegation sliares the concern which has been expressed i n the Committee 
and elsev/he're about the serious escalation i n the global arms race, especially 
among the major nucleai'-weapon Powers. That i!!500 b i l l i o n are squandered annually 
on v/.eapons of inci-easingly greater destructive capability, vrhile the majority of 
mankind subsists i n conditions of poverty and destitution, i s a sad commentary on 
modem c i v i l i z a t i o n . Even more tragic i s the dangerous p o s s i b i l i t y that the 
perverse lo g i c of a ''balance of ter r o r ' ma,y lead manlcind to commit deliberate or 
accidental suicide. The vrorld cannot but vritness vrith r i s i n g trepidation the 
evolution of stra.tegies envisaging a "limited'' nuclear war, the development of 
nev; vreapons systems, such a.s the cruise and mobile missiles and the neutron bomb, 
and the contemplation of a renewed programme for a n t i - b a l l i s t i c m i s s i l e s . I f 
these projections are translated into actua . l policy, a nev; and complex dimension 
V i i l l be added to the miclear arms race, making the task of future negotiations 
more d i f f i c u l t , i f not impossible. 

Yet, the representatives on this Committee are practitioners of peace and 
we cannot afford to lose hope, despite the sobering r e a l i t i e s , of our world today. 
We can derive some comfort from the- fact ths^t neither of the Superpovrors .has 
ruled out the need for further talks on strategic or medivmi-range nuclear weapons. 
My delegation believes that, vrhatever the judgement's about SALT I I , i t i s 
indispensable for the r e v i v a l of a climate of international s t a b i l i t y that the 
dialogue betvreen the United States of America and the Soviet Union on the 
l i m i t a t i o n and reduction of nuclear 0,rmaments be continued and i n t e n s i f i e d . We 
hope that u n t i l such time as these talks are renevred, both sides v / i l l observe 
the lim i t a t i o n s accepted i n the SALT I I agreements. 

I t i s quite understandable, of course, that the outcome of the negotiations.on 
nuclear v/eapons between the Superpovrers w i l l be largely influenced by a 
demonstration by each of i t s commitment to abide by the accepted norms of 
international conduct enshrined i n the Charter of the United Nations, especially 
i n r e l a t i o n to various situations of tension and c o n f l i c t that exist arovmd the 
vrorld. 
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In the frameviork of current r e a l i t i e s , i t i s indispensa^ble to revive mutual 
trust and confidence, not only hetvrcen the Superpovrers and t h e i r m i l i t a r y a l l i a n c e s , 
hut 3,lso betv/een them and the majority of the small and medium States of the ' 
t h i r d world. A major element of the present international atmosphere of 
confrontation i s the fact that the two Superpowers have much too la,rge a conception 
of t h e i r "legitimate security interests''. The security of the States i n a given 
region, such as the Persian Gulf, i s a matter of concern exclusively of these 
States. The intervention of "limited militar^'' contingents'' or "rapid deplojonent 
forces'' both constitute unv;arranted interference i n the a f f a i r s of these States. 
Pakistan believes that the cause of peace and security i n such regions viould be 
enhanced by the establishment of a military'- equilibrium between the States i n 
the region, including our part of the irorld. Pakistan ha,s offered to enter into 
negotiations \T±th one of i t s neighbours to reach agreement on a mutuavlly acceptable 
and balanced r a t i o of forces between the two countries. Уе are prepared to 
pursue such negotiations together with other States i n the region. 

Despite the self-evident importance of the relations betw^een the two Superpowers 
and t h e i r respective militarj-- a l l i a n c e s , my delegation i s convinced that genuine 
disarmament can only be achieved by a process which takes into account the 
security concerns of a l l States, large and small. Such a process can be evolved 
only i n the Committee on Disarmament. Unfortunately, the former co-Chairmèn of 
the' CCD do not seem to have taken the necessary p o l i t i c a l decisions to repose 
t h e i r f a i t h i n t h i s Committee to undertake substantive disarmament negotiations. 

The p l i g h t of- the nuclear-test-ban treaty i s perhaps the best i l l u s t r a t i o n 
of t h i s approach. Per several years negotiations on t h i s subject, accorded the 
highest p r i o r i t y by the internaticna^l comm.unity, have been removed from the 
m u l t i l a t e r a l framework to r e s t r i c t e d t a l k s between three of the nuclear-weapon 
Stales. The progress i n these t r i l a t e r a l negotiations ha,s been extremely slow 
because of differences i n perceptions beti/een the two Superpoviers regarding the 
impact of a test ban on t h e i r security. From the information ma,àe available 
so f a r about these t a l k s , i t appears that the-treaty being assembled by -fche 
three Powers v / i l l bear l i t t l e or no resemblance to the comprehensive test ban 
which the General Assembly has demanded for so long, nor i s i t l i k e l y to attract 
the viide adherence emphasized by -fche General Assembly a l i t s special session 
devoted to disarmament. In the circumstances, че f e e l that t h i s agreement under 
negotiation should be recognized for what i t i s — a temporary moratoriujn on 
nuclear testing by the United States, the United Kingdom aaid the -USSR, and should 
be implemented by them as an indication of t h e i r commitment to the goal of nuclear 
disairaament. At the same time, the CD should be enabled to i n i t i a t e negotiations 
on a t r u l y comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty. 

The Pakistan delegation expresses the hope that the Coimnittee on Disarmament 
v / i l l also be enabled to -undertake substantive negotiations on the question of 
nuclear disa.rmamcnt during i t s I 5 8 I session. V/e believe that an ad hoc working 
group should be set up for t h i s purpose and charged with the following s p e c i f i c 
tasks: f i r s t , to define with greater c l a r i t y some of the concepts such as -
•'mutual balance''', ''equal security'' and ''strategic equivalence'',-which are so 
frequently u t i l i z e d i n r e l a t i o n to nuclear disarmament; secondly, to elaborate 
the various stages i n the process of nuclear disarmament i d e n t i f i e d i n paragraph.5^ 
of the F i n a l Document and the r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s of each of the nuclear-vreapon Pov^ers 
at each stage i n the process; t h i r d l y , to c l a r i f y the relationship bet\-7een nuclear 
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and conventional disarmament, and fourthly, to id e n t i f y the various kinds of 
me^chiner^/ that v/ould be required to v e r i f y and monitor, i n an effective vray and 
on a non-discriminatory basis, the implementation of va.rious measures of nuclear 
disarmament. It i s our conviction that such a contribution by the CD w i l l , 
among other things, assist i n the further talks on nuclear disarmament which v/e 
hope V i i l l take place betv/een the Superpov/ers. On the other hand, i f the CD viere 
to be prevented from making even such a preliminary e^qoloration of the subject, 
i t w i l l inevitably increase the groviing and widespread scepticism among 
non-nuclear-vieapon States about the si n c e r i t y of the Superpoviers ' commitment to 
pursue i n good f a i t h the goal of nuclear disarmament. 

The Pakistan delegation also attaches considerable importance to the v i t a l 
objective of preventing a nuclea,r v/ar. Vie slmre the vievi that t h i s can be achieved 
through an international agreement for the complete prohibition of the use of 
nuclear vreapons. Of course, we recognize that the current perceptions about 
the need f o r a balance of conventional forces i n Europe impinges on the prospects 
of a nuclear non-use agreement. V/e hope, therefore, that the ongoing talks i n 
Vienna V i i l l lead to mutual understanding about a balance of conventional forces 
i n Europe i n the very near future. V/e have noted vrith interest the proposals 
vihich have been made at the revievr meeting i n Madrid of the Conference on 
Security and Co-operation i n Europe regarding measures to promote confidence and 
security i n that region. 

Mjr delegation continues to believe that there are no insuperable p o l i t i c a l or 
technical obstacles to the nuclear-Vreapon States' assuring the non-nuclear-vieapon 
States, especially the non-aligned countries, that they v r i l l not be threa.tened or 
attacked by nuclear vreapons. Pakistan has sought to evolve an international 
agreement on this proposition f o r nearly a decade and we are g r a t i f i e d that t h i s 
objective was endorsed by the General Assemhly at i t s special session devoted to 
disarmament and by th i s Committee. The proposal to formulate an international 
convention to provide effective assurances to non-nuclear-vreapon States has 
received over-rhelming support from the Non-Aligned Movement and the Islamic 
Conference as vrell as by the united Nations General Assembly. 

Unfortunately, i n the negotiations undertaken under the aegis of the CD, i t 
has not been possible to achieve very substantial progress tovrards t h i s goal, 
although i t has been recognized that renevred efforts ax-e necessaiy ''to i-each 
agreement on a common approach acceptable to a l l vrhich could be included i n an 
international instrument of a l e g a l l y binding character' . The most fundamental 
d i f f i c u l t y i n evolving a common approach i s that some of the nuclear-vreapon Povrers 
do not seem to be prepared to go beyond the i m i l a t e r a l declarations they made at 
the General Assembly's special session on disarmament, even though the F i n a l 
Document adopted at that session, "noted'' these declara.tions and, a f t e r doing so, 
urged the nuclear-weapon Povrers to conclude effective arrangements to assure the 
non-nuclear vreapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear vreapons. 

At the c\irrent session of the CD, the Pakistan delegation w i l l make yet another 
eff o r t to evolve a "common approach" vrhich could be included i n an "international 
instrument of a l e g a l l y binding character". The Search for such a "common approach" 
must start from the fundamental proposition that, u n t i l nuclear disarmament i s 
achieved, the nuclear-vreapon Powers are under an obligation to assu.re a l l 
non-nuclear-vreapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear vreapons. Any 
condition or r e s t r i c t i o n which one or more nuclear-vreapon Powers vrish to attach to 
such assurances must be examined from the standpoint of whether or not such conditions 
negate the effectiveness and c r e d i b i l i t y of th e i r assurances and i f these are 
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acceptable to the other nuclear-weapon Powers and the non-nuclear-v/eapon States. 
Taking into accomit the fact that a l l the l i m i t a t i o n s contained i n the i i n i l a t o r a l 
declarations of some of the nuclear-weapon Pov/ers are related to t h e i r preoccupations 
with t h e i r nuclear security a l l i a n c e s , Pakistan has proposed that еЛ the i n i t i a l 
stage, the assurances of non-use should he provided to.the vast majority of 
non-nuclear-v/eapon countries i/hich are outside these a l l i a n c e systems, i . e . the 
non-aligned and neutral countries of the world. \IQ hope that t h i s proposition wrill 
receive close attention t h i s year as the means to evolve a compromise on a •'common 
apprôâ ch'' . 

Another d i f f i c u l t y encouiitered i n the negotiations i s the ef f o r t of some of the 
nuclea.r-weapon Pov.rers to u t i l i z e t his subject to extract further obligations 3.-egarding 
nuclear non-pi-oliforation from non-nuclear-v;eapon countries. Pakistan i s not 
opposed to giving commitments regarding non-proliferation, i f t h i s can be done on a. 
universal and on a non-discriminatory basis. Me have made several proposals f o r 
t h i s purpose, including the idea of establishing a nuсlear-v/eapon-free zone i n 
South Asia.. But we do not believe that the subject of security assurances i s the 
appropriate modality f o r the extension of such non-proliferation obligations, although 
the elaboration of effective and credible security assurances w i l l have an important 
and positive impact on the prospects f o r non-proliferation. 

While adhering to the position tliat the most appropriate modality f o r such 
assurances i s an international convention, my delegation i s prepared to explore 
other possible alternatives, including the adoption, as an interim measure, of an 
appropriate resolution of the Security Council under Chapter VII of the Charter 
of the United Nations. In our view, the most effective action i.ihich the 
Security Council could take on the issue i s to c a l l on the nuclear-weapon Povrers 
to give categorical and \mconditional assurances to the non-nuclear-weapon States 
not to use or threaten to use nuclear wreapons against them. Any approach based 
on some of the present conditiona.1 and r e s t r i c t e d declarations made by the 
nuclear-weapon Powers would not be productive or acceptable to my delegation.. 

Reports a l l e g i n g that chemical vreapons have been used i n certain current 
c o n f l i c t s , together with the contemplated decisions by some States to refurbish 
t h e i r chemical weapon arsenals, have made th i s Committee's eff o r t s to prohibit 
chemical weapons more urgent but also, I suspect, more d i f f i c u l t . My delegation 
v;as quite encouraged by the progress made last year i n the Ad Hoc Working Group 
on Chemical Weapons i n defining the issues involved i n the negotiation of a 
convention. We f e e l that although, owing to circumstances which are well knoim, 
i t has not been possible as yet to give the 1/orking Group a more precise mandate, 
i t should be able to b u i l d on the v/ork accomplished l a s t year by fiirther elaborating 
the areas of agreement and attempting to narrovr the differences on other points. 
My delegation vill participate to the best of i t s a b i l i t y i n these e f f o r t s and seek 
to explain the siiggestions and ideas which i t advanced i n the Committee l a s t year 
regarding the contents of a niultilatera.l convention banning chemical v/eapons. My 
delegation i s of the vleir that the Ad Hoc Working Group should as soon as possible . 
be entrusted v/ith the s p e c i f i c task of negotiating such a m.ultila.teral convention. 

Pakistan w i l l also support the effort to reach agreement on a convention 
prohibiting r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. However, we do hope that during t h i s session 
the sponsors of the ''main elements" of an RW convention w i l l prove more responsive 
to the concerns and proposals advanced by other States and i n p a r t i c u l a r by.members 
of the Group of 2 1 . We believe that close attention to the elaboration.of an 
RW convention i s necessary not only because of whatever mavy be the i n t r i n s i c value 
of the instrument btit also, and even more importantly, because of i t s inevitable 
influence on the negotiation of other m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament measures on the 
agenda of the CD, such as the test-ban treaty. 
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During i t s I 9 8 I session, the CD w i l l have to intensify i t s negotiations on 
a comprehensive prograimne of disarmament. My delegation believes that by drawing 
upon the various general documents on disarmament elaborated recently viithin the 
United îîations, i t should not prove overly d i f f i c u l t to i d e n t i f y the measures of 
disarmament which should be included i n the comprehensive programme. . Perhaps the 
f i r s t task of the Ad Hoc V/orking Group on the item should be.precisely to prepare 
a, l i s t of such measures. Yet the comprehensive programme _ w i l l be t r u l y meaningful 
i f i t contains two essentia.l feattires. F i r s t , i t should constitute a p o l i t i c a l 
and binding commitment on a l l Otates to implement the measures that are set out 
in the programme. Secondly, the programm.e should include at least an indicative 
target for i t s f i n a l implementation — vrhich Pakistan has suggested should be the 
year 2000 — as .vrell as time-frames f o r the accomplishment of the various stages 
of the process of disarmament envisaged therein. Apart from these tvro fundamental 
issues, negotiations i n the Working Group vrould also need to address such matters 
as the s p e c i f i c i t y vrith \rhich each disarmament measure v r i l l be set out i n the 
comprehensive programme and the linlcages, both p o l i t i c a l and temporal, betvreen 
such disarmament measures. 

The comprehensive programme of disarmament, i f i t i s elaborated as a p o l i t i c a l l y 
meaningful instrument, w i l l constitute the centre-piece of the second speciiil session 
of the United îîations General Assembly devoted to disarmament. The CD vrould make 
a c r u c i a l contribution to the second special session i f i t vrere ,to achieve agreement 
on the comprehensive programme and on the p r i o r i t y items on i t s agenda, p a r t i c u l a r l y 
the comprehensive test-ban treaty, a convention on chemical vreapons and an 
international instrument on security assurances to non-nuclear-weapon States. At 
i t s second special session devoted to disarmament, the General Assembly v r i l l no 
doubt ..pass judgement on this Committee on the basis of the results achieved on these 
matters, especially i n the context of the revievr of i t s membership. 

There are also some other questions regarding the CD vrhich the General Assembly 
ought to consider at i t s forthcoming special session. The most fundamental among 
these i s the spe c i f i c relationship betvreen t h i s body and the United Hâtions 
General Assembly. The insistence by some States on the f i c t i o n that the CD i s an 
organ e n t i r e l y outside the framevrork of the United Nations has created sitviations, 
p a r t i c u l a r l y vrith regard to the p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n i t s vrork of noH-member States, 
vrhich are e n t i r e l y contrary to the consensus reached at the General Assembly's 
f i r s t special session devoted to disarmament that a l l States Members of the 
United Nations should be able to participate f u l l y i n the vrork of the CD, to 
circulate documents a.nd attend i t s meet.ings. 

The 1981 session of the CD i s taking place at a time of grave p e r i l to 
international peace and security. Today, the large and mighty nations of the 
vrorld seem to have reached the judgement that m i l i t a r y force can be successfully 
used to achieve t h e i r national objectives. The v.rorld i s poised f o r á nevr and m.ore 
dangerous s p i r a l i n the arms race. It should be our endeavour i n t h i s Committee 
to reverse such judgements, to u t i l i z e our cc511ective vrisdom to arrest the impulse 
tovrards mutual annihilation, to breathe l i f e into the search fur security through 
disarmament. Let me assure you that the Pakistan delegation v / i l l not lag behind 
i n t h i s noble and yet desperate endeavour vrhich i s i n the fundamental common interest 
of a l l nations. 

The CHAIRÎ IAI? (trazislated from French) г I thank the distinguished representative 
of Pakistan f o r his statement and I should also l i k e to thank him f o r his kind vrords 
addressed to the Chair. 
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Víx. TEPLREFE (Ethiopia); îîr. Chairman, I should l i k e f i r s t of a l l to . 
congratulate you on your assumption of the chairmanship of the Committee on -
Disarmament for the current month. Your diplomatic s k i l l and tact have already 
contributed to a speedy decision on the d i f f i c u l t task of organizing the v;crk 
of the Committee and enabling the four ad hoc working groups established l a s t 
year to continue t h e i r work without delay, Ih/ delegation extends i t s appreciation 
and pledges i t s f u l l co-operation with you i n discharging уогдг r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 
during this c r u c i a l month. 

I would also l i k e to extend a warm welcome to огаг new colleagues and 
distinguished representatiAres i n the Committee on Disarmament, /im.bassador E l Reedj/-
of Egзфt, ilmbassador Ilans^or Ahmad of Pakistan, ionbassador I'bilita of Romiania and 
Ambassador Bagbeni of Zaire. liay I also renew my appreciation to l i r . J a i p a l , 
Secretarj?^ of the Committee and Representative of the Gecretary-General, and to 
his colleagues i n the Secretariat for the i r valuable assistance during my 
chairmanship. F i n a l l y , I would l i k e to express my sincere appreciation for the 
kind words that you Hr. Chairman, and so many other distinguished representatives 
have addressed to me for serving as Chairman of the Committee on Disarmament 
during the month of"August 1960 and the interim period extending to the 
commencement of the I 9 8 I session. I t ŵ as a rewarding experience and a great 
p r i v i l e g e for me to have served as your.Chairman and to jpresent the report of 
the Committee for I98O to the United Nations General Assembly at i t s 
t h i r t y - f i f t h session. 

This year's session of the Coimnittee on Disarmament has started at a time . 
when renewed international tensions have exacerbated the arms race, dangerously 
leading to the reversal of the process of détente and r e v i v a l of the cold \тг, 
while at the same time the r i s k of nuclear confrontation continues to p e r s i s t . 

One cannot f a i l to note the extensive m i l i t a r y build-ups i n the various 
regions of the world. The r a t i f i c a t i o n of SALT I I has been delayed; a 
hard-line policy and higher m i l i t a r y budgets are being aidvocated, and the 
deployment of the neutron bomb i s again being recomm.endeü by a nuclear-weapon 
Povrer, despite the fact that this move \ias condemned by the international 
community when i t wa.s f i r s t announced. My dele.gation i s distressed by the 
deteriorating international scene and the increasing m i l i t a r y a c t i v i t i e s i n 
the regions of the Red Sea, the Persian Gulf and the Indian Ocean. The decisions 
of the Organization of African Unity (OAU), the United Nations and the 
Non-Aligned Movement declaring the Indian Ocean a zone of peace have been 
completely ignored. The so-called "quick intervention force" poses a grave 
concern to the sovereignty, independence and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of certain 
States i n these re.gions and their risO^ts f r e e l y to engage i n peaceful 
development are thus constrained by the current international climate. The 
f r a n t i c efforts i n establishing and expanding a network of m i l i t a r y bases and 
f a c i l i t i e s i n the countries of the Indian Ocean and the Persian Gulf areas 
i s giving r i s e to serious tension. In the l i g h t of such developm^ents, my 
delegation cannot but express i t s deep concern at the deterioration of peace 
and s t a b i l i t y i n the region as v/ell as the po l i c y of increasing interference 
i n the internal a f f a i r s of States. 
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líy delegation w i l l a c t i v e l y participate i n the work on the various items of 
отл? agenda at the appropriate time. But l e t me point out here the importance vre 
attach to the preparations for the second special session of the General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament,, and the items concerned vrith the prohibition of the 
development and manufacture of nevr types of vreapons of mass destruction and 
neviT systems of such vreapons, the conclusion of an international convention on 
the strengthening of the security of non-nuclear-vreapon States against the .use 
or threat of use of nuclear vreapons, and the non-stationing of nuclear vreapons 
on the t e r r i t o r i e s of States v-rhere there are no such vreapons at present. 

üthiopia, together vrith other States, has for a long time called for a 
moratorim on nuclear explosions of a l l types as a majoi- step tovrard h a l t i n g 
the arms race and gradvoally reversing i t s course u n t i l igeneral and complete, 
disarmament can be achieved. 

My delegation has therefore suppoi-ted the id.ea of negotiations on ending 
the production of a l l types of nuclear vreapons and gTadually reducing their 
stockpiles u n t i l they have been completely destroyed. 

The r a t i f i c a t i o n of the SALT I I Treaty and the commencement of negotiations 
for a SALT I I I agreement, as well as early negotiations on the nuclear weapons• 
situation i n general, remain of paxamovmt importance and urgency. 

In numerous resolutions the General Assembly has urged the nuclear-vreapon 
Powers to work tovrards the goal of general and complete disarraamcnt and to 
respond to the pressing need for an end to' the arms race and the prevention of 
nuclear..viar. renewed commitments to implement these resolutions v r i l l , I am 
sure, f a c i l i t a t e the vrork of the Committee on Disarmament. 

In i t s resolution 35/46 e n t i t l e d , "Declaration of the l^OOs as the 
Second Disarmament Decade", the United Nations General Assembly entrusted 
the Committee on Disarmament "urg"ently to negotiate vrith a vievr to reaching 
agreement, and to submit agreed texts vrhere possible before the second 
special session devoted.to disarmament", and l i s t s four p r i o r i t y items on 
three of vrhich, namely, chemical vreapons, ra d i o l o g i c a l vreapons and security 
assurances, ad hoc ^rorking gx-oups had been established, the fourth item being 
that of a comprehensive test-ban treaty. My delegation dravrs attention to this 
resolution i n order to underline the necessity of pressing for sustained efforts 
dviring this year's session and to miderscore the heavy r e s p o n s i b i l i t y that avraits 
the Committee. 

\/hile vre express satisfa,ction at the decision of the Committee that the 
four ad hoc vrorking groups established l a s t year should continue their vrork, 
the Ethiopian delegation vrould l i k e to emphasize the urgent need for the 
establishment of tv-ro further ad hoc v.'orking groups, namely, on a nuclear-test ban 
and on the cessation of the nuclear, arms race and nuclear disarmament, important 
items on vrhich the United Nations General Assembly has entrusted the Committee 
vrith a clear mandate. 
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In considering the question of nuclear disarmament, we cannot ignore the 
frequent number of nuclear false alarms which have been p a i n f u l l y highlighted 
and brought to oux attention by a number of statements made i n this Committee, 
In view of the some 17,000 nuclear warheads possessed by the major nuclear-weapon 
Pov/ers, the magnitude of such reported ají-stem fa i l u r e s i s indeed frightening. 

Authoritative studies have shorn that a comprehensive test-ban treaty can 
be concluded, given genuine v/illin.gness and sincere commitment by a l l the parties 
involved. The creation of ал1 ad hoc working group for this jjurpose can 
f a c i l i t a t e negotiations toward this goal. The working groups established l a s t 
year have already proved useful i n i n i t i a t i n g modest substantive work i n the i r 
respective areas. In the present circumstances, we are convinced of the 
importance of s t a r t i n g serious negotiations and \re feel the establishment of 
these additional working groups viould i n no way hinder or interfere with the 
t r i l a t e r a l negotiations. 

Tlie expeditious manner i n which the Committee has taken a decision on i t s 
agenda and programme of work dinging the past tv7o weeks has resilLted i n a saving 
of a f u l l month as compared with the position of the Committee a year ago at 
this time. Encoirraged by this performance, my delegation would l i k e the 
Committee to gii^e early consideration to the proposals which c a l l for the 
creation of other additional working groups. 

In his message to this Committee, the Seci-etary-General of the United Ilations 
pointed to the preoccupation of a l l of us when he stated: "v/hat we need nov; are 
co-operative endeaA^ours by a l l nations, and i n p a r t i c u l a r the major m i l i t a r y 
Powers, to enter into serious negotiations based upon concrete proposals i n 
order to reach genuine disarmament agreements." Speaking about a nuclear-test 
ban and nuclear disarmament, the Secretary-General said, " I t has often been 
stressed that i n a nuclear war there can be no winners, but only losers. As 
Vie novr enter the Second Disarmament Decade, there is r e a l need to prove that 
we are seriously addressing ourselves to the most pressing problems on the 
disarmajnent agenda." 

I t i s also OUI- viev7 that these issues deserve p r i o r i t y attention by the 
Committee. • 

Such are the preliminary comments we wish to make at this stage. Ily 
delegation accordingly w i l l dv/ell further upon the items of negotiations when 
they are considered i n formal as vrell as informal meetings of the Committee. 

The CHAIEI'KIT (translated from French): I thank the- distinguished 
representative of Ethiopia foi- his statement and I should' also l i k e to express 
щг gratitude to him for the kind vrords he addressed to the Chair. 
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I-ir. iiDEIîIJI (iTigoria): Иг. Chaiman, the f i r s t item on the agenda of 
the Comjnittee • on Disarmament and on oiir work proigramme for this week i s the 
item e n t i t l e d , "ITuclear test ban". This item i s so important that one i s 
tempted, each time i t recurs on our o-gc-nda, to m-ake an elaborate statement. 
However, I s h a l l be b r i e f this morning because I believe that almost everything 
that ought to be said i n support of the urgent conclvision of a nuclear-test-ban 
treaty has been stated at one time or the other diuring the past 25 years of i t s 
consideration by 'the United Iîations GenexD.1 Assembly, by the old Eighteen-Nation 
Disarmament Committee, by the CCD (otu? preó-ocessor), and now by the CD i t s e l f . 
I f a treaty banning a l l nuclear tests has not been concluded up t i l l now, i t 
is solely because of the lack of p o l i t i c a l w i l l on the part of the nuclear-weapon 
States that should taJce the lead i n the negotiation of such a treaty. Technical 
barriers to the conclusion of such a treaty have been f u l l y enqjloredr the 
central importance of such a treaty i n the task of ending the quali t a t i v e 
improvement of nuclear weapons and the development of ne\; types of such weapons 
and i t s central imisortance i n the prevention of the p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear 
weapons have been universally aclcnowledged i n the consensus vievr expressed i n 
paragraph 51 of the F i n a l Doc-oment of the f i r s t special session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disa^rmament. A l l the nuclea.r-weapon States 
subscribed to that consensus view that the t r i p a r t i t e negotiations then i n 
progress ( i n 1970) should be concluded urgently and the resu l t submitted for 
f u l l consideration by the m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating body with a view to submitting 
a draft treaty to the General Assembly at the e a r l i e s t possible date. This was 
the consensus to which a l l the nuclear-vreapon States subscribed i n 197S» 

At the t a i l end of the I98O session of the Conim.ittee on Disarmament, the 
three nuclear-vreapon States vrhich have been conduicting negotiations on a 
comprehensive nuclear-test ban submitted to the Committee a report vrhich for the 
f i r s t time vras quite substantive, Unf or tímate l y , the timing of the report did 
not enable the Committee to discuss i t i n any great d e t a i l . Hovrever, several 
delegations did vrelcome the substantive nature of the report and emphasised 
the need to m.ake rapid progress on the road to the m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiation 
of such a treaty. The delegations of India, Hetherlands, A u s t r a l i a , Hexico 
and indeed my ovm, to mention only a fevr, made some very pertinent comments 
and asked some very relevant questions. Unfortunately, the comments and the 
questions tuxned out to be no more than monologues on the part of those vrho 
made the comments and asked the questions, since the t r i p a r t i t e negotiators 
could not respond. Of course, they had no time. But even i f they had had the 
time, i n the context of the discussions vrhich vre have been conducting i n the 
past on this subject, I doubt i f they vrovild have responded anyhovr. 

0?he objection during the 1980 session of the Committee on Disarmament to 
the commencement of m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on a comprehensive test-ban treaty 
i n the Committee vras svistained throughout the- session by t\ro of the three 
nuclear-vreapon States v-rhich have been conducting the t r i p a r t i t e negotia,tions, 
I t i s vridely Icnovm nevr that during the Pteviev-r Confei-ence of the Parties to the 
non-proliferation Treaty, vrhich took place i n Geneva from 11 August to 
7 September 1980, a l l three nuclear-vreapon-States, indicated informally that 
they vrould support m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiation at this session of the Committee on 
Disarmament. ITothing has happened since the Puevievr Conference to.vrarrant a 
change of position on the part of any of the three nuclear-vreapon States 
concerned. Indeed, i t seems to me that the fact that the second Revievr Conference 
of the Parties to the nuclear non-proliferation Treaty f a i l e d to adopt a 
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f i n a l doc-ument must introduce {p:eater urgency to the conclusion of в. comprehensive 
test-ban treaty. The ЫРТ was conceived as an important measure to be 
complemented by'other measures for an effective regime of non-proliferation. 
I t was not meant to constitute the whole structure. Failure to adopt the 
necessary complementary measures has created a sharp d i v i s i o n among the Parties 
to the iTPT and i s no doubt l i k e l y to reduce i t s effectiveness. 

The requirement of non-proliferation for the 1980s demands the urgent 
conclusion of some of these additional measures, of which a comprehensive test-ban 
treaty i s perhaps the most basic. 

At i t s t h i r t y - f i f t h session, the General Assembly of the United Nations 
adopted two resolutions on the subject of a comprehensive test-ban treaty. In 
these resolutions i t reaffirmed i t s conviction that "a treaty to achieve the 
prohibition of a l l nuclear-test explosions by a l l States for a l l time i s a matter 
of the highest p r i o r i t y and constitutes a v i t a l element for the success of efforts 
to prevent both v e r t i c a l and horizontal p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear v/eapons". The 
General Assembly also affirmed i t s conviction that the conclusion of such a-
treaty would create a favourable international climate for the second 
special session of the General Assembljr devoted to disarmament, to be held i n 
1982. . The General Assembly then requested the Committee on Disarmament to take 
the necessary steps, including the establishment of a vrorking grour), to i n i t i a t e 
substantive negotiations on a comprehensive test-ban treaty as a matter of the 
highest p r i o r i t y at the beginning of i t s session to be held i n 1981. I t urged 
a l l States members of the Committee to support the creation of such an 
ad hoc working group which should begin the m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiation of a treaty 
for the prohibition of a l l nuclear-vreapon tests. One of the t\TO resolutions 
adopted urged members of the Committee to use their best endeavours i n order 
that the Committee miay transmit to the General Assembly at i t s t h i r t y - s i x t h session 
the m u l t i l a t e r a l l y negotiated text of such a treaty. The other resolution called 
upon the Committee on Disarmament to exert a l l efforts i n order that a 
comprehensive nuclear test-ban treaty may be submitted to the General Assembly 
no l a t e r than at i t s second special session devoted to disarmament, to be held 
i n 1982. 

Need I mention another resolution, to i;hich my disting-aished colleague from-
Ethiopia referred just a, short irhile ago, that containing the declaration of the 
1980s as the Second Disarmament Decade, i n which the General Assembly l i s t e d , 
among the measures on which the Committee on Disarmament should submit agreed 
texts by the time of the second special session of the General Assembly devoted 
to disarraament, the subject of "A comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty". 

Thus the General Assembly has set a time-frame of just about 18 months, at 
the most generous, for the Committee on Disarmament to undertake and complete 
negotiations on a comprehensive test-ban trea-ty. I do not believe that this i s 
an u n r e a l i s t i c time-frame, given the enormous ajnount of material with vrtiich 
the Committee can proceed i f i t does decide to discharge this p r i o r i t y 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . I should r e c a l l \jh<xt I said at our plenary meeting on 
10 February, that a comprehensive test-ban treaty \;ould be an indispensable 
contribution of this Committee to the success of the second special session 
of the General Assembljr devoted to disarmament. 
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Л consensus having Ъееп reached i n the.Conimittee on the efficacy.of working 
groups as the best mcthçd of radertaking negotiations and a r r i v i n g at decisions 
on issvies before the- Conimittoe, I believe that wo w i l l be able to take this 
f i r s t step nècessarjr to embark on a r e a l dialo,guc a,nd on negotiation on a CTB, 
Such a working group wall no doubt give us the opport-'onity of exchanging.views 
and obtaining c l a r i f i c a t i o n s from the t r i p a r t i t e negotiators who, my delegation 
appreciates, did submit a somewhat substantive report. I t i s , however, a 
report-that has to be discussed; the negotiators cannot eo^oct us to swallow,' 
"hook, l i n o and s i n k e r " , - a l l that i s contained i n their report. 

For a, s t a r t , and i n the l i g h t of the informail undertaking given by the 
three nuclear-weapon S tastes during the lloviev/' Conference of the Pa^rties to the 
non-proliferation Treaty that they wo-ald support m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiation, 
my delegation 'would hope that the view expressed i n the report of the 
t r i l a t e r a l negotiators submitted to the CD before' the Review Conference, in 
which they indicated their b e l i e f that their separate negotiations or separate 
negotiating forums provided the best way forvrard, has now been discax-dedn i t 
has been overtaken by the informal •undertalcing which they gave d.uring the 
Review Conference of the Parties to the NPT, 

In any case, i f the b r i e f comments made by some members i n the one-day 
debate which we had on the report of the t r i l a t e r a l neg:otiators are accepted 
as an indication, then i t should be clear to the t r i l a t e r a l negotiators that 
the members of the Comm.ittee do hâ ve ideas a.s to the natixre and content of .an 
effective m u l t i l a t e r a l instriment on the cessation of nuclear-weapon testing.' 
The e a r l i e r these views can be discussed, other views exchanged and negotiations 
conducted the better i t seems to me i t w i l l be for a l l concerned. 

I gave an exa^mple during cov l a s t session, and I repeat i t now; the fate of 
the submission made by the nuclear-vreapon States on the subject of rad i o l o g i c a l 
weapons should malee i t clear that the Committee cannot be taken f o r granted and 
that the deT)ositary of ideas i n these matters does not l i e exclusively vrith 
the nuclear-v/eapon States. I t i s щ hope, therefore, that, at tlie conclusion 
of the plenary discussion of this item v;e can, under your vrise guidance, embark 
on infernal consultations to reach quick agreement on the setting un of a vrorking 
group whose objective v r i l l be to as s i s t the Committee to f u l f i l the hope 
reposed i n i t by the General x^ssembly and produce the te^rt of a comprehensive 
test-ban treaty not l a t e r than a/b i t s second special session devoted to 
disarmament. 

Ifc. G/iRCIi\ ROBIUS (ïlexico) (translated from Spanish); The representatives 
of the States members of the Conmii;ttee on Disarmament, l i k e those vrho represented 
their countries i n the multilatei-al negotiating bodies Icnovm by the abbreviations 
ENDC and CCD and a l l vrho have taken part i n discussions i n the F i r s t Committee of 
the United Nations General Assembly on disarmament questions, no doubt Icnovr very 
vrell the pa r t i c u l a r importance Mexico attaches to the l i m i t a t i o n of nuclear 
vreapons, not as an end i n i t s e l f but as a f i r s t step towards vrhat i s described 
i n paragraph 50 of the F i n a l Document of the f i r s t special session of the • 
United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament as the "progressive and 
balanced, reduction of stoclqpiles of nuclear vreapons and their means of delivery, 
leading to their ultimate and complete elimination at the e a r l i e s t possible 
time"; 
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This interest has invariably, been borne out by the actions of the 
representatives of Mexico, i n a l l m u l t i l a t e r a l and regional bodies that are 
concerned with disarmament, vrhether deliberative or negotiating bodies. To 
quote but one example as an i l lustrât i e>n, i t i s only necessary to r e c a l l the 
active p a r t i c i p a t i o n of the delegation of Mexico, ever since vhen the 
United States of America and the Soviet Union began at Helsinki the talks 
on the l i m i t a t i o n of strategic arms Imovm by the abbreviation SALT, i n the 
negotiations conducted anniially i n the United ITations which led to the approval 
of numerous General Assembly resolutions on that subject, the l a s t of which, , 
resolution 35/156 K, was adopted by consensus on 12 December 1980. 

In view of the foregoing and of the obvious impact that the success or 
failinre of the SALT talks w i l l have as reg-ards nuclear disarmament which, 
according to the P i n a l Document, merits the highest p r i o r i t y i n the negotiations 
entrusted to the Committee, the delegation of Mexico feels that the Committee 
sho-uld at a l l times be kept duly informed of any events of any significance which 
may occur at the international l e v e l i n matters r e l a t i n g to those t a l k s . This 
would appear the more advisable i f i t i s borne i n mind that the General Assembly, 
at i t s special session i n 1978, stated imambiguously that i n the task of achieving 
the goals of nuclear disarmament, " a l l the nuclear-weapon States, i n p a r t i c u l a r 
those among them which possess the most important nuclear arsenals, bear a 
special r e s p o n s i b i l i t y " . 

The Mexican delegation accordingly considers i t appropriate to draw the 
a.ttention of the Committee on Disarmament, for i t s information, to the 
Declaration approved by the Independent Commission on Disarmament and Security 
Issues at the conclusion of i t s t h i r d session which vras held recently i n Vienna, 
from б to 8 February 19S1, and vras presided over by l l r . Olof Palme, the former 
Prime Minister of Svreden, and i n vrhich a number of other distinguished statesmen 
from Surope, America, A f r i c a and Asia participated. 

I t i s for this reason that vre have asked the secretariat to reproduce, as a 
vj-orking paper of the Committee — vrhich i t has done i n document CD/143 — the 
text of that declaration preceded by a b r i e f explanatory introduction and with 
an annex containing a complete l i s t of the members of the Commission. 

Since the declaration — vrhich i s e n t i t l e d "The SALT process: the global 
stakes" — i s one of those that i t i s customary r i g h t l y to describe as 
self-explanatory, I s h a l l merely mention, by vray of epilogue, my delegation's 
pleasure i n associating i t s e l f vrith vrhat i s stated i n the f i r s t par-agraph of the 
declaration vrhich reads; 

"The futvire of the strategic arms • limitât i m talks (SALT) i s a global 
issu.e and not simply an issue i n Soviet-American re l a t i o n s . I t i s , 
therefore, the d u t y of peoples everyvfhere to make Imovm th e i r views 
about the v i t a l importance of an early and serious resv^ption'of the 
SALT process." 

The point of view thus expressed by the Independent Commission on Disarmament 
and Security Issues furthermore f a i t h f u l l y r e f l e c t s vrhat the United Nations 
General Assembly stressed i n i t s l a s t resolution on the subject of the SALT 
talks — one to vrhich I have already referred and vrhich I. quoted i n my statement 
at our opening meeting, on 3 February — vrhen i t urged the two States p a r t i c i p a t i n g 
i n the talks always to talce " p a r t i c u l a r l y into account that not only t h e i r national 
interests but also the v i t a l interests of a l l the peeples are at stake" i n these 
negotiations. 
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The СНА1Ш"1/Ш (translated frora French); I thank the distinguished 
representative of Mexico for his statement. The l i s t of speakers I have before 
me for this morning's meeting i s exhausted. I should l i k e to laiow i f any other 
delegation wishes to spea„k, App£irently not, 

I should l i k e now, before adjourning the m.eeting, to revert b r i e f l y to the 
subject of the ad hoc working groups whose Chairm^en we have appointed today. 
These groups are now i n a position to begin thei r work, and I am planning to 
hold a consultation meeting with the Chairm.en this afternoon in order to discuss 
informally with them how the groups should embark on their work. I presume the 
Committee agrees v;ith me tha„t the groups should meet as soon as possible, and 
the Secretariat has prepared the informal document you have before you, dated 
17 February, containing a time-table of meetings for this week. These are, of 
course, purely tentative suggestions on the part of the Secretariat, which can 
be discussed this afternoon at the meeting with the Chairmen of the working groups, 

I should l i k e to state that the meeting I am proposing to hold with the 
Chairmen of the working groups can be held on the si x t h f l o o r of the Secretariat 
building, above 6.oor 9, near the offices of the Disarmament Centre, where we can 
make use of a small conference room. 

The meeting rose at 1 р.ш. 
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Mr. VHIUNEC (Yugoslavia,) s îîr. Chairman, i t i s not necessary to enter, i n t o , a 
d.etailed. analysis of the general debate cond.ucted. i n the Committee, i n order to arrive 
at the conclusion th-Л the comprehensive nuclear test ban i s one of the Icey issues 
of disarmament; nuclear i n pa,rticulo,r. In t h e i r remarks, a l l tho d.olegations present 
liere llave invariably expressed, an unequivocal d.csire and. d.emand. for tho halting of tho 
nuclear arms race and. the cessation of further tests aámed. at achieving a greater 
sophistication of these -weapons. 

\niat i s i t th3,t should, be d.one right away i n ord.or to-move this problem, which 
i s of primary importance f o r the halting of tho nuclear arras ra,ce," 'from i t s d.ead.ldck 
and. to achieve concrete positive results as soon as possible? The f i r s t and. most 
important step i s an urgent opening by the Committee on Disarmament of concrete 
negotiations for the reaching of a corresponding a.greoaent on the ban. This,item has 
been on tho Committee's agenda for quite a while now but without any p a r t i c u l a r 
r e s u l t s , d.espite the fact that i t i s . one of the f i r s t tasks f o r a l l of us present hero, 
and. not only for us but the entire international commiinity. United. ITations 
General .i^sscmbly resolutions clearly ind.icate t h i s and. there i s much reason f o r 
discussing t h i s i n the Committee: where correspond.ing proposals d.o e x i s t . 

We aro witnessing the. negotia-tions und.er between tho United. States of America, 
the USSR and. tho United. ICingdera and. from ticie to time also have the p o s s i b i l i t y of 
obtaining reports on the d.evelopment of t h e i r negotiations. What we have heard, so f a r 
may sound, encouraging but d.oos not mean too much i n p r a c t i c a l terms. 'Mo progress 
has been made and. the r e c o n c i l i a t i o n of the positions of the thjree nuclear-weapon 
Powers i s extremely slow. In our opinion the t r i p a r t i t e negotiations should, not be 
an obstacle f o r p a r a l l e l work both here and. there with regard, to an international, 
convention on a comprehensive nuclear test ban. These a,re two complementary actions 
which must take place simultaneously and. f o r which tho only important thing i s that 
they ajTQ both cond.ucted. toward.s a successful solution. I t i s our assessment that the 
stand.still i n the negotiations and. tho unresolved, problems between the nuclear-weapon 
Powers primarily rest váth the problem of v e r i f i c a t i o n . However, i n several reports 
of the Ad. Hoc Expert Group on Seismic Events i t i s c l e a r l y ind.icated. that verifica.tion 
problems can be overcom.e successfully i f there i s a d.osire to d.o so. That i s wliy wo 
tMnk that we should, embark upon the road, of a more comprehensive considoration of the 
nuclear test ban, for which tho Committee, apart from tho t r i l a t e r a l negotiations, i s 
both competent and. responsible. P u l l use should be made of the fact that we are 
prepared., as members of the Committee, to give our f u l l contribution to the settlement 
of t h i s issue. According to our statements, wo a l l .aim to achieve the same goal and. 
t h i s i s the h a l t i n g of tho nuclear a.rms race. We' should., therefore, a l l give an 
ad.equato contribution to this end. 

The Yugoslav d.olegation consid.ers as fmid.anental the question of a corresponding 
p o l i t i c a l w i l l to arrive as soon as possible and. comprehensively at a consensus 
regarding tho ad.option of an international agreement on a. nuclear tost ban. I f such 
p o l i t i c a l w i l l i s not shown immediately, i n both options of tho negotiations, one can 
r i g h t f u l l y cast doubt upon statements to tliat effect or remarks of tho nuclear-weapon 
Powers i n which these countries expressed, the w i l l to end.eavour for the cessation of 
the nuclear arms race. The expressed, d.esire does not raean much by i t s e l f i f i t i s 
not r e a l l y implemented, and. i f i t i s not avcoompanied. by ad.equâ te behaviour that w i l l 
assure a l l of us that there i s road.iness f o r the und.crtaking of corresponding action. 
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On tho basis of what I have already said., иу d.elogation most resolutely strives 
for an urgent-init.iatio.n--of negotiations on tho comprehensive nuclear test han within 
the framework of the Committee now, at t h i s spring session. ¥e propose tha.t the 
Committee consid.or tho p o s s i b i l i t y o f introd.ucing, i n tho meantime, while 
negotiations are und.er way, a moratorium on a l l nuclear-weapon tests. In view of 
th i s , wo consid.er that there i s a most urgent need, for tho creation of a .working.group 
within tho Committee aimed, at opening negotia,tions on the international instrurient 
that vjould. prohibit a l l nuclear-xveapon tests, i n a l l environments алд. unconditionally, 
x^fhich, i n fact, was a proposal ta.bled by the Group of 21 non-aligned, and neutral 
countries both last year as well as th i s year. 

I4r. SbMlERH/lYES (United Kingd.om) i Ыг. Chairaan, i t i s a very sincere pleasure 
for mo to ad.d. iay voice to those wlxLch havo greeted, your assumption of the Chair of 
the Committee. Your chairnansliip sets the seal, on tho most welcome p a r t i c i p a t i o n 
of France i n the vjork of th i s Cojnnittee following the d.ecision taJcen at tho time of 
the General Assom.bly's f i r s t special session on disarmament. Your country's 
contribution to our work has ind.oed. been of growing sigirLficance and. iiaportance. l l a j 
I a^ssuro you personally of the continued, support of myself and. ray d.elogation i n 
f u l f i l l i n g your present r o l e . 

I should, also l i k e to express to ilmbassad.or Terrofe of Ethiopia ray delegation' s .. 
appreciation f o r his stalwart work la s t summer, when he chaired, the Committee through • 
the d.ifficult task of • d..ra,wing up i t s annual report. And. I jo i n most warmly i n the 
welcome already given by many colloa^gues' to the distinguished, iimbassad.ors of Egypt, 
Pakistan, Romania and. Zaire. As a depositary of tho treaty we'were p a r t i c u l a r l y 
glad, to hear that our new Egyptian colleague has taken his place among us at a time 
when his country i s completing the process of r a t i f i c a t i o n of the nuclear non-
pr o l i f e r a t i o n Treaty. 

Turning to the work of the Committee i n our now session of 1981, i t i s very 
satisfactory to note that within two weeks of reassembling we have approved, our 
agend.a and. our prograjame of work and. have also reached, agreement on the tasks for 
the Committee's immediate attention wliich w i l l be taken up i n our four e x i s t i n g 
working groups. I give d.uo credit to you, № . Chairman, for this result and. I would, 
l i k e to comment generally on some of the items of the business now before us. 

In a statement v;Moh I na.d.e a t t h e beginning of our I 9 8 O s e s s i o n , I affirmed, 
my Government's comJTi i tment t o the search for balanced, and. vorifia^ble .m.ea.sures of 
arms control. I v / i l l start tod.â y by reaffinning 'that conîmitment. As the B r i t i s h 
Foreign Secretary, Lord. Carrington, said, i n a speech on United. Wallons Bay, arms 
control i s an i n t e g r a l part o f . B r i t a i n ' s national security policy. We pursue 
negotiations because vio believe they can onha,nce our security. However, wo d.o not 
favour high-sqund.ing d.oclarations which a.d.d. l i t t l e , i f anything, to the commitments 
already included, i n the Charter of tho United. Ifetions. Nor do v;e favour the 
negotiation of agreements vjliich would, leave one side v l t h an ad.vantage over tho other 
or which, through the a„bsence o f appropriate raethod.s of v e r i f i c a t i o n , would, lead, to 
suspicion and. uncertainty. In the coning year, therefore, my delegation w i l l play a 
f u l l and constructive part i n the search for r e a l i s t i c and. v e r i f i a b l e agreements wliich 
v / i l l enhance the security of a l l members of t h i s Coramittoo, and. of the wider world, 
community. 

My Government also attaches, great iiaportance to the relationship between.arms 
control and international security. Arms control cannot be iso l a t e d from i t s wider 
international context. Those who wish us to proceed, as i f our work here was i n some 
sense autonomous are being disingenuous. For the fact i s , and here I quote the F i n a l • 
Document of the united Nations General Assembly's f i r s t special session devoted, to 
disarmament, that ; 
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"Disarmament, relaxation of international tension, respect for the right to 
self-determination and national ind-pendonce, tho peaceful settlement of disputes 
i n accord.ance vjith the Charter of the United. Nations and. the strengthening of 
international peace and security are d i r e c t l y related to each other. Progress 
i n any one of these spheres has a b e n e f i c i a l effect on a l l of them...." 

\Ic therefore f i r m l y believe that prospects for arms control i n the coning yea-r 
v / i l l be closely related, to progress tov/ajrd.s restoring internationa.,1 confid.ence. ¥o 
cannot escape t h i s . We have seen the rolationsbáp d.emonstrated. d i r e c t l y i n the 
events of the past year. None of us can ignore the effects on international , 
confid.ence of tho Soviet invasion of Afghanistan and. the implications f o r the arms ' 
control process. -Its shadow continues to f a l l on tho work of t h i s Committee. I t 
is,- alas, not tho only such shad.ow. For us i n Europe, a b i l i t y to make progress i n 
arms control w i l l i nevitably tend, to r e f l e c t the state of East^/est r e l a t i o n s . We 
hope that a l l States w i l l r e f r a i n from anj'' action that could, further d.amage those 
relations and. inevitably und.ermine the prospects for arms control. 

For many people the turn of world, a f f a i r s i n the last year has reav/akened. fears 
of war. There has been anxiety that tho d.eterioration i n East/West relations to which 
I have referred may have dragged, us a l l a l i t t l e closer to the nuclear abyss. Some 
of my d.istinguished. colleagues have already at t h i s session coranented. on the 
p o s s i b i l i t y of nuclear war breaicing out by accid.ent,' others have expressed fears 
about a d.octrinc of limited nuclear v/ar. 

% Government shares the d.eep sense of horror at the d.cvastating potential of 
nuclear weapons. But we are also a l l too conscious of the a.ppalling loss of l i f e 
that a conventional war can cause. I t i s precisely to prevent the outbrealc i n 
Europe- of any v/ar — conventional or nuclear — that the United. Klngd.on belongs to the 
Ni'iTG a l l i a n c e and ad .herGs to the alliance strategy of d.ctorrcnce. î-ly Government Irnve 
considered a l l the issues very f u l l y i n the l i g h t of the pa r t i c u l a r threat — both 
conventional and. nuclear — to o u r security and that of o u r a l l i e s . Our o-in i s 
to convince any ad.versary v/ho might hope to ad.vanco a p o l i t i c a l objective by 
launching- a conventional o r nuclear attack against us that the r i s k s would, f a r 
outweigh any potential benefits. I t i s i n ord.er that we may be able to f u l f i l tliat 
broad, aim that v/c maintain nuclear and. conventional forces. I would, stress that our 
aim i s to prevent war b y being seen to b e ablo to d.efend. ourselves. No one need fear 
that wo v/ould seek to inposo our p o l i t i c a l objectives on another country through the 
use of those weapons. My country i s a member of a purely defensive a l l i a n c e . We 
f u l l y r e a l i z e that i f nuclear exchanges began there v-iould. be an appalling r i s k of 
escalation into all-out nuclear war — i n which there would be no v/inners. I t i s , 
of course,, inconceiva.ble that anyone could, win even a limited, nuclear war." Ve need, 
no convincing of t h i s . I t i s the logic on v/hich nuclear d.eterrence has always been 
based. The policy of deterrence has kept the peace i n Europe for 35 years and i t 
remains valid tod.ay. 

Several of i:y distinguished colleagues have d.ravm attention i n v i v i d terms to 
the d.angers of accidental nuclear war. By way of comment on th i s I want to point 
out tha,t any decision to use nuclear v/eapons v/ould. only be taken at tho highest 
p o l i t i c a l l e v e l . Nuclear weapons would, never be used automatically i n response to an 
alarm from an early warning system on i t s ov/n. Furthermore, there are agreements, 
including the use of "hot'lines", between France, the United. Kingdom and the 
United. States of America on the one hand. and. the Soviet Union on- the other 
s p e c i f i c a l l y to prevent tho outbrealc of accidental nuclear v/ar. ¥e believe these 
agreements are an important factor i n preventing possible misund.erstandings and. 
maintaining confid.ence. 
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I s h a l l be returning again to these points i n a l a t e r intervention and: I s h a l l then 

э.1зо comment i n more d e t a i l on some of tho issues raised, by the statement of the 
distinguished. ropresenta,tivc of India on 5 February. I have mentioned, them now because 
they ford an important part of tho background. ageJ-nst which our discussions i n t h i s 
Committee are held.. Nuclear weapons, whether wo l i k e i t or not, are inextricably bound, 
"dp with the security relations.Mp between" East and. West. Those who ad.vocate tho 
alternative, a Europe free of nuclear weapons, must ualce an absolutely convincing case 
that their alternative vrould bring loss uncertainty and greater s t a b i l i t y and. would, 
enhance secuiuty i n Europe. That has not been d.one ; and. v/hen proposals f o r negotiations 
on sv;oeping measiores of nuclear disarmament are advanced by a country wlrLch enjoys, with 
i t s a l l i e s , superiority i n central Europe over the NATO alliance of J s l in. tanks and. 
a-rtillery and. some 1 5 0 , 0 0 0 i n ground-force manpower i t i s right that wo should, be d.eeply 
sceptical. I t should, be no surprise that wo i n tho western alliance should, argue that 
nuclear arms control cannot be pursued, without regard, to the conventiona,l imbalance i n 
central Europe. 

% Government believes that the only secure route to nuclear arms control l i e s 
tlirough negotiations between the nuclear-weapon Powers, and. i n pa.rticular between the 
united. States and. the Soviet Union. This i s wliy we attach great im.portance to a 
continuation of the SALT process. ¥o welcome tho recent statements of Presid.ent Reagan 
i n this respect. The relationship between the United. States and. Soviet Union is- c l e a r l y 
central to our ond.eavours i n the f i e l d , of nuclear arms control. We recognize that there 
i s bound, to be a pause wliile the new United. States Administration reviews i t s v i t a l 
security interests. Wo must be r e a l i s t i c about t l i i s . TMs i s nowhere more true than f o r 
the question of a comprehensive nuclear test-ban. My country has played, a f u l l and. 
active part i n these negotiations i n the past. We continue to believe that a comprehensive 
test-ban i s a worthwhile objective. We ha.ve maintained, that the confid.ential t r i p a r t i t e 
negotiations are the best way fon-jard. on an issue which i s v i t a l to the security of the 
negotiating pa,rties. I t follows that we do not support tho sotting up of a working group 
i n the CD at tho present time. 

I liavo spoken at some length on nuclear questions partly i n response to other 
comments by distinguished, colleagues. But we should, not give und.uo prominence to nuclear 
weapons , After a l l , f o u r - f i f t h s of world, m i l i t a r y expenditure i s on conventional arms 
and. armed, forces. I therefore want to conclud.e with some conmcnt on the non-nuclear 
items on our agend.a. Since those are to bo the subject of our vJork i n the a.d. hoc 
groups, I sh^all not go into d e t a i l s now a.nd. we s h a l l m.alce our main contribution i n the 
groups themselves. Foremost among these items i s that of chenical we-apons. The 
United. Kingd.om neither possesses the means to cond.uct offensive chemical warfare at any-
le v e l nor d.oes i t have plans to acquire such a capability. I wish to naice this 
absolutely clear. Furthermore, m.y Governiaent remains firmly comitted. to seeking a 
ve r i f i a b l e arms control agreement banning chenical weapons. We welcomed, the establishment 
of an Ad. Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons d.uring the l a s t session of the Comittee 
und.er the very able chairmansïiip of ^ilmbassad.or Okawa of Japan, and. we played an a.ctive 
part i n i t s â.iscussions. ¥e are pleased, that t h i s Group has been re-established, and. 
held, i t s f i r s t meeting of the now session yesterd.ay. 

¥iy d.elogation w i l l also 'play an active .role i n other areas of this Committee's work. 
Wo do not wish to overstate the importance of aai agreement Ьeлning the d.evolopment, . 
prod.uction, stockpiling and use of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. But such an agreement would, be 
a useful achievement. We intend, to offer d.etailed. connents on language i n the texts 
which ha-ve been submitted.. Likewise, we attach importance to the negotiations on e„ 
comprehensive programme of disarmaaaent. Agreement on this subject i n the Conmittee 
would, be a valuable step i n preparing for the General Assembly' s second, special session 
on disarmament. V/e intend, to play a f u l l part i n the â.iscussions on this question. 

A l l i n a l l , i t seems to me tliat the agenda we have adopted, provid.es us with plenty 
of useful work to undertake. We may find, that the time available w i l l be barely enough 
to complete a l l that we have to do. 
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Mr. YEHKATESi/ÍARAl'I (india) г Mr. Chairman, today we are considering the very 
f i r s t substantive item on our agenda, e n t i t l e d , "Nuclear test ban". The views 
of my delegation on this subject are well known and accordingly I s h a l l be brief 
i n s e t t i n g forth v;hat we see as the role of the Coimnittee i n the negotiation of 
a comprehensive test-ban treaty, during the current session. 

We recognize that the prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests would not i n 
i t s e l f result i n a reduction of the e x i s t i n g nuclear arsenals of the nuclear-
vreapon States. Hovrever, such a pi-ohibition applicable to a l l States on a 
non-discriminatory basis vrould f i r s t l y result i n som.e restraint on the 
qualit a t i v e improvement of nuclear vreapons, and secondly, create a more conducive 
climate f o r the determined pursuit of the goal of the t o t a l elimination of 
nuclear vreapons. We f u l l y agree with the distinguished Ambassador of B r a z i l 
vrho, i n his statement on 12 February 1981 stressed that a treaty p r o h i b i t i n g 
the further testing of nuclear weapons would be a meaningful step on the path 
of nuclear disarmament. Vie also agree vrith him that m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations 
i n this Committee on a comprehensive test ban treaty cannot be vievred as a 
hindrance to the ongoing negotiations among three nuclear-weapon Powers. 
As he r i g h t l y pointed out, and I quote, "a condition of success for a measure 
of this kind vTOuld be precisely i t s universal character, that i s , the achievement 
of a treaty which would contain provisions designed to attract the widest 
possible adherence". 

During our l a s t plenary meeting held, on Tuesday, 1? February, the 
distinguished Ambassador of Nigeria made some pertinent observations. Several 
delegations, including my ovm, welcomed the submission by the United States of 
America, the USSR and the United Kingdom of a jo i n t report on the progress of 
t h e i r negotiations on a comprehensive test-ban treaty, submitted towards the 
end of the зглшег session of the Committee on Disarmament l a s t year. During 
the preliminary discussion that was held, several important questions vrere 
put to the t r i l a t e r a l negotiators concerning certain aspects of t h e i r report. 
V/e f u l l y agree with the Ambassador of Nigeria that these questions must find ^ 
an adequate response from the delegations concerned. V/e would therefore 
j o i n him i n requesting the parties engaged i n the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations to 
make available to this Committee, as soon as possible, a vrell-considered 
response, either j o i n t l y or separately, to the questions raised by several 
delegations including mine. Of pa r t i c u l a r relevance to my delegation would 
be a clear and forthright presentation and elaboration of the "important areas 
where substantial vrork i s s t i l l to be done", referred to i n the report of the 
t r i l a t e r a l negotiators. 

I t i s our vievr that the negotiation of a treaty prohibiting nuclear-weapon 
tes t i n g i s today e s s e n t i a l l y a p o l i t i c a l problem. Adequate technical means of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n already exist to ensure compliance vrith the provisions of the 
treaty. This has been stressed once again i n the report on the subject by 
the united Nations Secretary-General vrhich stated, i n t e r a l i a ; "Vérification 
•of compliance no longer seems to be an obstacle to reaching agreement". The 
ri s k s involved i n the p o s s i b i l i t y of surreptitious t e s t i n g of nuclear warheads 
of less than 2 to'3 kilotonnes vrould be f a r outweighed by the increased security 
that would result f o r a l l States due to a qualitative restraint on the nuclear 
arms race and the increased sense of confidence and mutual trust that such a 
prohibition vrould bring about i n relations among States. V/e must not forget 
thai any further delay i n "the conclusion of such a treaty may vrell make our 
efforts i n that d i r e c t i o n ir r e l e v a n t . As i n other areas of vreapons technology. 
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the.regrettably, slow расе oí disarmament negotiations i s always- i n danger of 
being outstripped by the speed of technological' change." .One. niust'reflect -
over the very, real p o s s i b i l i t y that the v e r i f i c a t i o n system available to us 
today to, enforce com.pliance with a prohibition of nuclear-weapon testing at the . 
present level,of technology may be the best we may ever get. Further advance 
i n such technclog^r may soon make satisfactory v e r i f i c a t i o n technically 
impossible, i f we continue to drag our feet. \/e therefore appeal to the 
countries which continue to i n s i s t on a foolproof v e r i f i c a t i o n system, to 
display a- sense of pragmatism and p o l i t i c a l wisdom i n dealing with this issue 
of concern to a l l of ..us. If,, hovrever, the parties enga.ged i n t r i l a t e r a l . -
negotiations féel that there i s inadequate appreciation of the problems 
involved i n this respect, surely the blame must.lie vrith them for not providing 
this Committee with adequate information i n order to enable i t to form a proper 
judgement. 

During the 19S0 session of the Committee on Disarmament, the Group of 21 
strongly urged th.e s e t t i n g up v/ithout delay of an ad hoc vrorking group to 
vmd.ertak'e' m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on the complete cessation of nuclear weapons 
testing i n a l l environments. We regret that i t was.not possible, to achieve 
a consensus on this proposal l a s t year. I t i s our earnest hope that those 
delegations which e a r l i e r expressed reservations about this proposal w i l l 
heed the c a l l of the international commimity and j o i n the'mainstream of opinion 
i n this Committee i n agreeing to the immediate setting up of such a working group 
during.this present phase of the Committee's deliberations. 

A suggestion has been made that such an ad hoc working group should begin 
i t s work with a limited mandate which would focus on the i n s t i t u t i o n a l and 
administrative steps necessary for establishing, testing and operating.an 
international ' seismic monitoring network and effective verificrxtion system. 
My delegation cannot agree to such a limited and narrow approach, for the 
following reasons. F i r s t l y , the v e r i f i c a t i o n system that would be adopted i n 
rel a t i o n to a comprehensive, test-ban treaty cannot be predetermined. The 
nature of the v e r i f i c a t i o n system vrould depend upon the kind of treaty which 
vre are able to negotiate i n a m u l t i l a t e r a l context vrithin this Committee. 
Secondly, the details of an international seismic monitoring network which 
vrould form part of the v e r i f i c a t i o n system of a future comprehensive test-ban 
treaty .is'- already the .subject of intensive discussion vrithin the Ad Hoc Group 
of S c i e n t i f i c Experts on Seismic Events set up under the aegis of this Committee. 
The Committee on Disarmament, on the other hand, i s a p o l i t i c a l body, and 
must function and. be seen to function as such,, although i t m.ay be assisted i n 
i t s work by technical experts. As i n the case of our negotiations on chemical 
vreapons or radiological vreapons, we should get down to concrete vrork on a 
comprehensive test-ban treaty, bringing i n experts whenever vre f e e l i t necessary 
to advise .vis on various aspects or elements of the treaty, including those 
r e l a t i n g to v e r i f i c a t i o n . 

In conclusion, I vrould once again reiterate a suggestion that has been 
made by my delegation several times i n the past. We have recommended that 
.pending the conclusion of a t r u l y universal and comprehensive treaty prohibiting 
nuclear weapons testing, nuclear-weapon States should immediately agree to an 
ind e f i n i t e moratorium on t h e i r nuclear weapons tests. Such a moratorium would 
help to convince the international comm.unity that nuclear-weapon States" are 
indeed serious i n th e i r commitment to the eventual goal of nuclear disarmament. 
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Mr. DABIRI (Iran) (translated from French); Mr. Chairman, allow me f i r s t 
of a l l to j o i n my voice to the voices of a l l those speakers who have already 
congratulated you on your accession to ĥe Chairmanship of the Committee on 
Disarmament at the opening of the present session. Your competence and the 
exemplary ч&у i n vihich you are conducting oux deliberations o f f e r the best 
guarantees for the success of the work of the Committee. 

I should also l i k e to' congratulate Ambassador Terrefe of Ethiopia who 
presided over the work of the Committee during a p a r t i c u l a r l y d i f f i c u l t period, 
and whose sense of r e s p o n s i b i l i t y enabled us to complete, our vrork. 

I should also l i k e to vrelcome the presence at our meetings of the nevi heads 
of delegations v/hose p a r t i c i p a t i o n w i l l , vre are sure, enrich our debates and 
f a c i l i t a t e our task. 

Lastly, I cannot end this part of my statement without expressing our 
gratitude to Mr. J a i p a l , Secretary of the Committee, and Mr.. Berasategui, 
Deputy Secretary, and a l l the members of t h e i r team, for helping us to шгк 
i n the best possible conditions. 

(continuing i n English) 
At the very m.oment when the negotiations on disarmament are taking place 

i n the Committee on Disarmament my covmtry, as a victim of a blatant aggression, 
i s engaged i n a war which was i n i t i a t e d by the cruel and despotic regime of Iraq. 

The Iraqi regime, using ridiculous pretexts, has abrogated u n i l a t e r a l l y a 
v a l i d treaty and committed an act of aggression against my country, v i o l a t i n g 
the fundamental principles of international law, the Charter of the United Nations 
and the s p i r i t of non-alignment.. 

This devastating war imposed on us, has destroyed parts of c i t i e s and many 
centres of economy as well as hospitals and schools. A great number of oux 
compatriots have been victims of the savagery and the v i o l a t i o n of basic 
principles of international humanitarian lg.\r practised, d a i l y by the Iraqi regime. 
The launching of a series of ground-to-ground missiles against the r e s i d e n t i a l 
areas of c i t i e s i s only one example of such inhuman pra-ctices. This cruel 
regime i s today s t i l l continuing i t s inhuman deeds vnthout mercy and p i t y . 

It. i s therefore surprising that m.embers of the international community v/ho 
profess b e l i e f i n justice and dignity have remained aloof and have not condemned 
the open aggression and savage and criminal acts of the I r a q i regimio. Instead, 
many countries secretly and some, l i k e France, openly, i n flagrant v i o l a t i o n 
of international moral pr i n c i p l e s , are pouring armaments and sophisticated, v/ar 
material into Iraq. These actions w i l l c e r t a i n l y contribute to the r e a l i z a t i o n 
of the e v i l intentions of this cruel regime i n k i l l i n g innocent people through 
continued aggression and occupation of our t e r r i t o r i e s . 

France, i n order to assist the obvious aggressor more e f f e c t i v e l y , has not 
only provided the Iraqi regime with the most devastating arms i n advance of the 
time, but has also refused, to deliver Iranian patrol boats under different 
pretexts which they change according to circumstances. As a result of t h i s 
p o l i c y the mortal capacity of the aggressor's army i s being increased to the 
detriment of the Iranian nation, a victim of aggression, which i s only f i g h t i n g 
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to liberante- i t s t e r r i t o r i e s from foreign occupation and exercises i t s legitimate 
right of self-defence i n accordance with a r t i c l e 51 of the Charter of the 
United Nations; Whatever the French pretexts might be, this h o s t i l e act of-
the French Government can by no m.eans be j u s t i f i e d because i t permits an 
obvious aggressor.to i n t e n s i f y i t s aggression. In this context we believe 
that the war cannot be won only by sophisticated arms and m-unitions such as 
French Щга§ее and Soviet T-55 tanlcs but by the f a i t h and morale of the nation. 
An army that does not draw i t s moral'strength from, popular support i s an army 
that does not have real strength. Such an army even with the l a t e s t innovations 
i n weapon gadgetry i s doomed to f a i l u r e . Our nation i s resolute and determined, 
to continue the fight u n t i l the l a s t Iraqi soldier i s expelled from our holy 
t e r r i t o r y . 

I t i s against this background that we have resumed our seat i n t h i s 
f a m i l i a r chamber. For the past several days this august body has been .once 
again the forum for one of the most v i t a l negotiations. The h i s t o r i c challenge 
to mankind inlierent i.n the issue of war and. peace makes disarmament an important 
objective i n the present grave international s i t u a t i o n . 

Iran, being involved, .against, i t s w i l l , i n a v/ar of aggression and paying 
dearly f o r the maintenance of i t s t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y and sovereignty i s 
deeply aware of the f u l l meaning of the search for peace and the ways of 
promoting i t . i n a l l possible areas, i n particular' through s t r i v i n g for 
disarmament.- Experiencing at present the ravages of a'war. of aggression, 
the debate on disarmament conveys to us a particular' sense of realism and 
urgency. 

The. immutable objective of the United..Nations as defined by i t s Charter i s : 
to save succeeding generations from the scourge of war. But i n this respect 
the system of renuncia.tion of force and of peaceful settlement of. disputes 
embodied"in the Charter of the United Nations has not proved effective. New 
tensions and new c o n f l i c t s have led to an arms race unprecedented i n human 
history. Nuclear deterrence and the balance of power and terror, based on 
unimaginable destructive power of thermonuclear weapons, are now the main 
elements of the precarious s t a b i l i t y between the two major milita,r5'- blocs. 
This precarious s t a b i l i t y i s constantly jeopardized, by d e s t a b i l i z i n g elements 
inherent i n an arms, race characterized by continuous com.petitive accumulation 
of sophisticated arsenals and t h e i r constant refinement. . With the growing 
importance of the problem of economic development, increasing .attention i s being 
paid to the unjustifiable'waste of f i n a n c i a l resources, research capacity 
and raw material devoted to the arms race. I t i s therefore necessary'to ,. 
int e n s i f y our efforts \íith a view to strengthening the basic principles of the 
Charter of the United Nations, especially those of thé renunciation of force 
and of peaceful settlement of disputes and thereby increase the mutual 
confidence and release the necessary resources f o r a more rapid economic 
development leading to an international order based on'greater security, 
justice and prosperitjr. * • 

Today at the beginning of the 1981 session of the Committee on Disarmament 
we have to look back on our efforts during the f i r s t two years of existence of 
the CD. During the past *tvro" years we have absorbed the'literature put out by 
the international arms control élite and applied our mind's to i t . New 
procedures and guidelines were devised to create new momentum. And f i n a l l y 
l a s t year vre were able to reach consensus on the question of the establishment 
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of ad hoc working groups i n four areas of the a c t i v i t i e s of the CD. These 
meagre achievements were only made possible due to greater efforts made by 
peace-loving members of the Committee or Disarmament, Th'-̂  agreement on the 
establishment of the working groups was even hailed as a h i s t o r i c event. 
Yet the balance-sheet of our cumulative efforts on the substance of disarmament 
has remained a record of consistent f a i l u r e s . 

This, needless to say, has been due to no lack of enthusiasm, dearth of 
talent or absence of an abundance of ideas, proposals or solutions. The 
sim.ple truth i s that we have been operating i n an international enclave with 
l i t t l e or no input into the mainstream of p o l i t i c a l decisions. The voices 
which echo i n this room vanish into stacks of documents, never allowed to 
bother the conscience of those whose judgements and decisions matter i n shaping 
world events. 

To be sure, disarmament as a goal has been given support by the great 
Powers at a high l e v e l of r h e t o r i c a l consistency. But the p o l i t i c a l v r i l l to 
act has failed, to emerge through t h e i r powerful m i l i t a r y bureaucracies, 
i n f l u e n t i a l vreapon industries, lobbies and. captive l e g i s l a t o r s . 

Thisba-sic truism remains central to the evaluation of the performance of 
the great Powers, whose representatives here-often t r y to infuse the i l l u s i o n 
of a forward movement into a process that i s e s s e n t i a l l y retreating. 

This i s best i l l u s t r a t e d i n the balance-sheet of the results of the 
immense efforts of the international commimity during the f i r s t Disarmament 
Decade. Those results, although combined with -a favourable international 
climate, were not encouraging. But vre did not submit to despair and 
disillusionment because the process of disarmament did continue due. to the 
existence of a favourable international climate. 

As a result' of the continued militai-y -occupation and. repression of 
Afghanistan by the Soviet Union, the Second Disarmament Decade has started i n 
an atmosphere marked by serious deterioration of the international climate. 

In t h is connection vre believe that the implementation of resolution 55/57 
of the General Assembly of'the United Na-tions and the recent decision of the 
Conference of Foreign Ministers of the non-aligned countries i n New Delhi on 
the vrithdravral of Soviet armed, forces from. Afghanistan i s an important step 
for the improvement of the international clim.ate enabling the international 
community to pursue r e a l i s t i c disarmament measures. 

Another source of constant tension and concern has' been the continued 
occupation of Arab t e r r i t o r i e s by I s r a e l and denial of the inalienable national 
rights of Palestinians. The United Nations General A&sembly, vrhile condemning 
I s r a e l , has, i n i t s resolution 55/20?, c l e a r l y set the basis for a just and 
durable solution of the Mddle East and Palestinian problem, c a l l i n g f o r the 
immediate, unconditional and t o t a l víithdrawal of I s r a e l from the Ax-ab and 
Palestinian t e r r i t o r i e s occupied since 196?, including Jerusalem, and affirming 
the right of the Palestinian people to self-determination, national independence 
and the establishment of i t s independent State i n Palestine. Obviously the 
r e a l i z a t i o n of the above-mentioned resolution v r i l l also red.uce tensions and 
enhance mutual security, f a c i l i t a t i n g the d i f f i c u l t task of disarmament 
negotiations. 
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In our statement to the Committee on Disarmament on 19 Pebruar^/ 1980 (CD/PV . 6 1 , 
dated 19 February 1980), we emphasized the interlocking relationship between the 
international climate and disarmament and expressed, our deep concern about the 
increasing deterioration of the international s i t u a t i o n . I t i s obvious that the 
aggravation or improvement of the international climate depends above a l l on the 
behaviour of the tv.ro Superpowers end t h e i r unique roles and r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s i n 
the maintenance of international peace and securityoannot be overemphasized. 

The two Superpov^rers, instead of acknowledging t h e i r r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s by 
engaging i n a f r u i t f u l dialogu.e, have in t e n s i f i e d t h e i r x i v a l x j and competition. 
As one of the consequences of this r i v a l r y the United Sta,tes, by resorting to a l l 
kinds of pretexts i s increasing i t s m i l i t a r y presence i n a l l possible parts of the 
vrorld and especially in-the Persian Gulf and the Indian Ocean. Ominous statements 
and indications point to the r e v i v a l of a psychologj' reminiscent of the cold war 
era. Absurd theories that nuclear w&s i s wageable and even v/innable are being-
aired and p u b l i c l y advocated. In the same vein the p o s s i b i l i t y of the deployment 
of neutron-warheads i n JUurope i s being once again discussed. There i s also no 
i n h i b i t i o n on the part of responsible o f f i c i a l s to show off c a p a b i l i t i e s for the 
deployment of brute force under the heading of "rapid deployment force". In 
short, the propensity for adventurism seems more pronounced than at any time i n the 
past. I t i s clear that such actions do not contribute to the creation of a climate' 
of peace, s t a b i l i t y and understanding. I t heightens only mutual suspicions and 
leads to further aggravation of the arms race at both the global and regional l e v e l s . 
A very sad feature of this power play i s -the part imposed on the t h i r l d vrorld 
countries that often unvj-illingly are dragged into s i m i l a r arms race patterns. 

Turning to the items..on the agenda of the Committee on Disarmament, the question 
of nuclear disarmament has undoubtedly the highest p r i o r i t y . Paragraph 45 of the 
Fin a l Document of the f i r s t special session of the General Assembly of the 
united Nations devoted to disarmament malees this abundantly clear. The p r i o r i t y i s 
not new. I t started vrith the beginning of the nuclear age. But as time passes 
the vñdening gap betvreen ever more sophisticated weapons and the f a i l u r e of efforts 
to control or eliminate them becomes m-ore and more alarming and important. The 
Fin a l Document of the f i r s t special session states, i n t e r a l i a , that "nuclear 
vreapons pose the greatest danger to mankind and to the survival of c i v i l i z a t i o n " 
(para. 4 7 ) , and that- " i n the task of achieving the goals of nuclear disarmament, 
a l l the nuclear-vreapon Sta.tes, i n p a r t i c u l a r 'bhose- among them vrMch possess the most 
important nuclear arsenals, bear a special r e s p o n s i b i l i t y " (para. 4 В ) . 

In this connection, i t i s disturbing to note that SALT I I has not yet been 
r a t i f i e d , notvrithstanding the fact that i t vras signed on 18 June 1 9 7 9 . Ománous 
voices are being raised to destroy the results of eight years of hard bargaining i n 
a vain and adventurous eff o r t aimed at obtaining a so-called, nuclear superiority. 
The General Assembly of the United Nations, i n resolution 5 5 / l 5 6 К dated 
16 January 1981, deplores the present si-bu.ation of SALT I I and urges "the two 
signatory States not to delay any further the implementation of the procedure 
provided f o r i n a r t i c l e XIX of the Treaty taking p a r t i c u l a r l y into account 
that not only t h e i r national interests but also the v i t a l interests of a l l the 
peoples are at stake i n this question". 

http://tv.ro
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In the important f i e l d of nuclear disarmament, only the Treaty on the 
Noñ-Proliforation of Nuclear Vieapons stands out as a r e a l l y , s i g n i f i c a n t m u l t i l a t e r a l 
arms control measure. The f a i l u r e of the second Eeview Conference of the Parties 
to the NPT to adopt a f i n a l declaration i s s t i l l fresh i n our mem.ories. Although 
the importance of the NPT was not called into question and the NPT Parties expressed 
t h e i r continued s ..apport for the Treaty, f a i l u r e - to adopt a f i n a l declaration, • 
mainly due to dissatisfactions with the im.plementation of A r t i c l e VI, c l e a r l y shows 
that substantial progress on nuclear disarmament i s of c r i t i c a l importance to the 
future and survival of the NPT regim.e. I t i s therefore necessary that the 
Committee on Disarmament i n discharging i t s r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s as the single 
m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament negotiating body should sta,rt negotiations on nuclear 
disarmament immediately. In the same vein, a. comiprehensive test-ban trea^ty should 
remain the primary objective of the Committee on Disarmament. Agreement to halt 
a l l nuclear explosions i s an essential step i n the f i e l d of nuclear disarmament. 
I t i s also an important element i n the non-proliferation regime. Above a l l , the 
СТБТ has become a symbol of a negotiation breakthrough. Faalure to reach agreement 
on t h i s issue would seriously und.ermine the prospects of further arms l i m i t a t i o n s . 
The Group of 21 has repeatedly stated i t s view that working groups are the most 
suitable machinery for conducting negotiations i n the Committee on Disamament. 
Taking into 'consideration the extraordinary importance and urgency of the questions 
of nuclear disarmament and a comprehensive test-ban treaty and the positive 
experience of the Committee on the u t i l i t y of the establishment of ad. hoc working 
groups from, l a s t year we hope that ad hoc working groups on these tvo items of the 
Committee's agenda w i l l be established soon. 

At' i t s t h i r t y - f i f t h session the General Assembly, i n resolutions 35/145 A and 
35/152 Б, expressed, i t s support for the setting up of ad hoc working groups on the 
prohibition of a l l nuclear-weapon tests and on the cessation of the nuclear arms 
race and, nuclear disarmament. 

As a result of the business-like approach of the Committee on Disarmament we 
succeeded i n deciding expeditiously on the re-establishment of the four ad hoc 
working groups which were set up l a s t year. . ¥e consider t n i s d,ecision as ' the 
expression of the w i l l of a l l members of the Committee to enter into substantive 
negotiations and to contribute more d i r e c t l y ,to the accomplishment of the mandate 
entrusted to us by the international comm.imity. In the same vein, we hope that 
decision on the establishment of ad hoc working groups on nuclear disarmament and 
a CTBT w i l l follow soon. .Agreement on the establishment of the working groups i n 
question w i l l c ertainly strengthen the business-like atmosphere of the Committee. 

At the beginning of the Second Disarmament Decade and with the second special 
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament already i n sight fo r next 
year i t i s imperative to use our l a s t session of the CD before the special session 
for constructive negotiations and to concentrate on substantive issues rather 
than procedural rhapsody. 

Throughout our disarmament debate there i s a great lack of sense of. r e a l i t y . 
One feels that even the b i t t e r e s t and hardest r e a l i t i e s such as war, destruction 
and bloodshed are a l l being reduced to s t a t i s t i c a l abstractions. One tends to 
forget that while we are dealing i n t e l l e c t u a l l y and without m.uch sense of realism 
viith those abstractions, the dynamics of war and amament continue t h e i r 
accelerating course. Our sense of these negotiations i s different because we 
are experiencing the ravages of a war of aggression. ¥e are therefore prepared 
to contribute e f f e c t i v e l y to disarmament negotiations with a special sense of 
realism and. urgency. 



CD/PV.IOS 
17 

The СНАДиУШТ (translated from French); 1 .should l i k e to speaic for a moment.. 
as the representative of France. The statement made by the representative- of Iran', 
j u s t i f i e s the exercise of the righ t of reply by the French delegation. This i t ' 
w i l l dp- at the end of the meeting. 

Mr. SKIMMER (Canada)3 I would l i k e to put before the Committee this morning 
some thoughts on the Canadian position on the f i r s t item on our agenda, the 
comprehensive test-ban. ' The fact that i t i s the f i r s t substantive item of our work 
programme c l e a r l y r e f l e c t s the consideration that i t i s one of our highest p r i o r i t i e s . 
In deciding on our work programme we agreed that .the Committee w i l l conduct i t s work 
bearing i n mind the contribution that i t should make to the success of -fche 
United liaticns General Assembly's second special session on disarmament. One of the 
two comprehensive test-ban resolutions adopted by the General Assembly at i t s 
t h i r t y - f i f t h session recognized that the conclusion of such a treaty)- would create.-a 
favourable international climate for the second special session: .we could also . 
envisage the second special session as confirming the universal importance of thé 
treaty. ' . . ' ' 

I t i s sobering to r e c a l l that none of the five nuclear-weapon States was able 
to endorse f u l l y the recommendations of the F i r s t Committee l a s t year on a nuclear 
test-ban, one of the few sp e c i f i c measures of a. m u l t i l a t e r a l nature which-could, 
hold the promise of successful negotiation. The r e a l i z a t i o n of a comprehensive 
test-ban treaty would be the most s i g n i f i c a n t development i n the f i e l d ' of nuclear 
weapons non-proliferation since the conclusion of the non-proliferation' treaty: i n • 
1968: i t i s essential to slow., halt-and begin to reverse the momentum of nuclear 
weapons develcpment. The urgency-of the early r e a l i z a t i o n of a n -effective, 
m u l t i l a t e r a l comprehensive test-ban treaty continues to be underlined by the ongoing-
rapid pace of nuclear-weapons testing, about 40 such tests having'been conducted 
during I98O, including one i n the atrosphere. 

Some States have suggested,' partly, no doubt, due to the apparent deadlock i n 
the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations, that a moratorium on testing may be the answer i n the 
interim period before a comprehensive test ban. Indeed,, this was alluded to this 
morning by an e a r l i e r speaker, V/e do not think so. In r e i t e r a t i n g Canadian policy,' 
the Canadian representative on the F i r s t Committee of the. General Assembly said ' ' 
that we should not settle f o r a moratorium on nuclear testing,•which would not be ' 
v e r i f i a b l e and which could.delay the negotiations, and consequently the conclusion 
of such a treaty. 

Canada-welcomed.the; t r i p a r t i t e report contained i n document CD/I50 of 
50 July I98O as an important step toward the elaboration of an effective m u l t i l a t e r a l 
comprehensive test-ban treaty. Such a treaty w i l l become' a permanent r e s t r i c t i o n ' 
on the development of nuclear weapons only i f an agreement among three of the 
nuclear-weapon States, which we are now urging, rapidly results i n the ending of a l l 
testing. Recognizing-that several p o l i t i c a l as well as technical problems are s t i l l : 
at issue — and these problems have been discussed i n . t h i s Committee.— i n the '• 
t r i l a t e r a l negotiations which w i l l have to be resolved before the -three negotiators • 
table the key elements,of a treaty to this Committee on Disarmament, we urge the 
United States of America, the USSR and the united Kingdom to re sume--the i r -
negotiations i n the immediate future. Not only must the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations-
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continue, but i t i s important that t h i s Committee begin, novj, to talce a substantive 
part i n the elaboration of a comprehensive test-ban treaty. Work by the•Committee 
on Disarmament could be both useful and Jielpful i n accelerating the conclusion of 
the m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiation of a treaty when the basic elements of that treaty are 
tabled i n the Committee on Disarmamient by the three negotiating States. 1-ily delegation 
w i l l be glad to contribute to discussions leading to the d e f i n i t i o n of the 
Committee's substantive role i n the r e a l i z a t i o n of a nuclear test-ban treaty i n time 
for the second United Nations special session on disarmament. 

Mr. SOSPRAPTO (Indonesia); Mr. Chairman, talcing the f l o o r f o r the f i r s t time 
at a formal meeting of the current session of the Committee, may I a v a i l myself of 
t h i s opportunity to j o i n previous speaicers i n expressing the great pleasure of the 
Indonesian delegation to see you preside over t h i s Committee at t h i s veiy important 
stage o f i t s work. During these l a s t two weeks you have demonstrated your great 
a b i l i t y , f l e x i b i l i t y and patience i n conducting the deliberations of this Committee. 
May I also extend the appreciation and gratitude of my delegation to 
Ambassador Terrefe of Ethiopia, your predecessor, who presided over the Committee 
during the month of August l a s t year, for his valuable contribution to the viork of 
the Committee. My delegation also wishes to associate i t s e l f with the other 
delegations i n welcoming to t h i s Committee this year the new heads of delegations 
of Egypt, Pakistan, Romania and Zaire. 

As has been stated by other delegations, the 1981 session of the Committee has 
a p a r t i c u l a r importance because i t i s the l a s t f u l l session before the second special 
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, to which the Committee has 
to submit a report on the progress of i t s work since i t s establishment. I t i s also 
s i g n i f i c a n t because i t coincides with the beginning of the Second Disarmament Decade. 
When the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to_̂  disarmament meets 
next year, i f would not only consider the report to be submitted by the Committee but. 
would also assess whether the Committee has successfully discharged i t s function as 
the single m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating body on disarmament. 

.Thanks to your wise chairmanship and the s p i r i t of co-operation prevailing i n 
t h i s Committee, we have made a sound start to our work by solving problenis of a 
procedural nature and by the reactivation or re-establishment of the working groups 
that existed l a s t year. My delegation wishes to congratulate the Chairmen of these 
working groups and to assure them of i t s f u l l co-operation. 

The question no\j under consideration by this Committee as the f i r s t item on i t s 
agenda, a nuclear test ban, has been the subject of examination by the international 
community, the United Nations and other international forums, for more than a quarter 
of a century. P a r t i a l solutions to the problem have indeed been arrived at by, 
i n t e r a l i a , the conclusion of the Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests i n the' 
Atmosphere, i n Outer Space and Under V/ater i n 19бЗ and of the Treaty on the 
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons i n I9Ó8. In spite of these t r e a t i e s , the 
objectives of which include, i n t e r a l i a , the reduction of the number of nuclear-weapon 
tests, such tests have nevertheless continued unabated. I t i s an irony that the 
number of nuclear explosions that have talcen place since the conclusion of the 
1963 test-ban Treaty i s much higher than the number.that took, place-before-the 
conclusion of the Treaty. Whereas betirê'en 1945 and 1963, or i n 18 years, there were 
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only 488. explosions, i n the l6.-years since-the conclusion of the test-ban'Treaty i n 
1965,. 75.5. explosions have heen registered (С1)/8б, p. 57) . Needless t C a f f i r m that 
the. carrying out of ̂ -such explosions runs counter to thé -efforts made by .the 
international community to -prevent-vertical and horizontal p r o l i f e r a t i o n s of-nuclear 
weapons,-the cessation of the nuclear arms-race and the attainment .of nuclear 
disarmament. 

One may argue that banning nuclear-weapon tests i s not an effective dsisarmament 
•measure because i t does not lead to a reduction i n the volume of ex i s t i n g nuclear 
.weapons or prevent the v e r t i c a l and horizontal p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear weapons. 
Indonesia, which i s a..party to both the I963 p a r t i a l test-ban Treaty and the 
1968 non-proliferation Treaty, believes that .the cessation of a l l nuclear-weapon tests 
constitutes an"important step towards the prevention of v e r t i c a l and horizontal 
pr o l i f e r a t i o n s of nuclear weapons, the cessation of the nuclear arras race'-.-and the 
attainment of nuclear disarmament. I t i s a matter of disappointment that',-. 
IB years after the 'conclusion, of the I963 par'tial test-ban-Treaty whe.rebj- the Parties 
to -the Treaty, the nuclea3>-weapon States i n particular, expressed their' determination 
to achieve the discontinuapce of a l l test explosions of nuclear weapons for 'a l l time-, 
the negotiations am<ong the nuclear-weapon States Parties to that Treaty have not 
produced concrete results. Secretary-General Kurt Ualdheim stated i n .1972-.before 
the Conference of the Committee on disarmament- that all--the- technical-'and"scientific 
aspects of the problem of a nuclear test ban had been f u l l y explored and that only 
a p o l i t i c a l decision was necessary to achieve agreement, V/here do we stand now i n 
I 9 8 I , nine years after that statement, I3 years after the conclusion of the 
1968 non-proliferation Treaty and IS years after the signing of the 1963 p a r t i a l -
tes-fc-ban Treaty? 

During the Committee's session of l a s t year, nuclear test ban was included i n 
the agenda as i t s f i r s t item. The proposal for the creation of an ad hoc working 
group, on.-whiph very,much depends the-progress of the substantive negoiiations on 
:{;he. matter^ did not.,-unfortunately materialize. The report submitted by the three 
nuclear-weapon States;involved i n the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations on the prohibition 
of nuclear-weapon ,• tes.t. explosions to the Conimittee i n I98O contains very useful 
information..pn,,the status of the negotiations. In spite of the fact that the 
Committee stated i n i t s report to the General Assembly that i t would'continue to • 
treat the question as a matter of the highest p r i o r i t y during i t s I96I session 
(CD/139> para. 3 6 ) , and although the General Assembly, i n i t s resolution 35/145 D, 
requested the Committee to tal<:e the necessary steps, including the establishiiient of 
a working group, to i n i t i a t e substantive negotiations on a comprehensive test-ban 
treaty as a matter of the higliest p r i o r i t y at the beginning of i t s I98I seásion, 
and that, following that resolution, proposals were made accordingly i n this 
Committee to establish such a working-group, i t i s a matter of regret that the 
imimediate creation of the proposed working .group was not agreed upon by the- Committee 
during the early stages of our w.o.ik t h i s year. Given the importance of the 
establishment-of such a working group .in order that we can r e a l l y engage i n 
business-like and substantive negotiations on"the matter, i t i s the hope of ray 
delegation that,, .pursuant to the - fourth paragraph of the decision taken by the 
Committee on 12 February I98I.(document CD/15I) , and following consultations to be 
held i n thé Committee, the two working groups r e l a t i n g to items 1 and 2 of the 
agenda w i l l f i n a l l y be created during .the current session. 
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-A0-I-3tated--©arlier, i t was as early as 1972 that the Secretary-General of the 
United Nations stated that a l l the technical and s c i e n t i f i c aspects of the problem 
of a nuclear test ban had been f u l l y explored and that only a p o l i t i c a l decision 
was necessary.in order to achieve agreement on the subject. During our l a s t year's 
session, not less than eight documents r e l a t i n g to the matter were submitted to. the 
Committee. As was reiterated b y the Group of. 21 i n i t s statement at the conclusion 
of the 1980 session of the Committee, i t i s also the position of my delegation that 
this Committee provides the best framework for negotiations on the matter which has 
been the subject of consideration by the united Nations and other international 
forums for more than 25 years and of more than 40 resolutions of the General Assembly 
of the United Nations. Considering that the current session-is the l a s t f u l l session 
of the Committee prior to the conv'ening of the second special session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament, and that the Committee has.been called upon 
by the General Assembly to exert a l l e f f o r t s urgently to negotiate with a view to 
reaching agreement and submitting .agreed texts where possible to the General Assembly 
at i t s special session on questions o f . p r i o r i t y including, i n t e r a l i a , a 
comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty (resolution 55/4б> annex, para. 12 (a)), my 
delegation thinks that we should spare no,efforts i n taking a l l possible steps which 
would lead to the commencement of substantive negotiations.. 

. The CHAIEMAW (translated from French); I thank the distinguished'representative 
of Indonesia f o r his statement and also f o r his kind words regarding myself. 

Mr. HERDER (German Democratic Republic); Today my .statement i s devoted to one 
sp e c i f i c problem inscribed i n our programme of work for this week, the complete and 
general prohibition of a l l nuclear-weapon tests. 

The delegation of the German Democratic Republic welcomes the consideration of 
the question of the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests already 
at the very -beginning of our negotiations on the main agenda items within the 
Committee on Disarmament. The importance of reaching an agreement on the prohibition 
of a l l nuclear^weapon tests.becomes ever more evident. I t would without s n y doubt 
contribute to curbing the nuclear arms race and to making headway i n the 
non-proliferation of nuclear weapons. S t r i c t l y speaking, this would be an important 
measure i n the f i e l d of nuclear disarmament. 

Therefore i t i s not surprising that at present especially those forces s t r i v i n g for 
the continuation of the arms race and m i l i t a i y superiority are attacking such an 
agreement, putting new obstacles on..the road to an effective ban of a l l nuclear-
weapon tests. 

% delegation would l i k e to express i t s concern over the fact that r e s u l t i n g 
from the policy of confrontation pursued hy i m p e r i a l i s t and hegemonistic forces 
the conditions f o r the cessation of a l l nuclear-weapon tests have become more 
complicated. Seeking to obtain the material basis f o r a "counter-force" strategy 
or a strategy of a "limited nuclear war", the promoters of this policy, .are 
i n t e n s i f y i n g the arms race, especially i n the nuclear f i e l d . This includes such 
well-known programmes — to mention only some of them — as MX, Trident I I , cruise 
missiles, Pershing I I and others. 
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At the same time the forces interested i n those programmes are trying, against 
thei r better judgement, to j u s t i f y the continuation of nuclear-weapon testing with 
the pretence that tests are needed to maintain confidence i n the r e l i a b i l i t y of 
thei r stockpiled weapons. The Secretaiy-General of the united Hâtions, however, 
i n his report on a comprehensive nuclear test ban (CD/86) j u s t l y points out.that 
the state, of stockpiled nuclear weapons can be checked without nuclear testing. 
One also has to approve the view expressed i n this report that the less confidence . 
there i s i n nuclear x^feapons, the less would be the temptation to r e l y on them. I t 
i s only a l l too obvious that the forces interested i n " r e l i a b l e " nuclear weapons 
need tests i n order to be able to wage a nuclear war e f f e c t i v e l y . 

In the process of e f f o r t s to stop a l l nuclear-weapon tests great importance 
should be attached to the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations. Ue hope they w i l l be resumed 
soon and w i l l be brought to a rapid and successful conclusion. . The t r i p a r t i t e 
report presented l a s t year shows that considerable progress has been achieved i n 
the course of the negotiations. But at the same time there- are a number of 
undoubtedly complicated issues ' s t i l l to be solved. We share the view that these 
primarily technical problems should not be used as a pretext f o r a further delay 
i n achieving' an urgently needed agreement on the complete and general prohibition 
of nuclear-weapon tests. There must be p o l i t i c a l w i l l on a l l sides. We state . 
with s a t i s f a c t i o n that the USSR has manifested this w i l l with quite a number of 
constructive steps'with regard to v e r i f i c a t i o n , peaceful nuclear explosions and 
participation. I f a l l the' parties concerned had this p o l i t i c a l w i l l , an 
agreement on the prohibition of a l l nuclear-weapon tests could be achieved s t i l l 
i n the immediate'future.-

My delegation shares the repeatedly expressed view that the Committee on 
Disarmament should play a more active part i n the solution of tasks of complete 
and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests. This could be done i n our view 
i n p a r t i c u l a r througli the creation of a corresponding ad hoc working group. V/e 
are g r a t i f i e d to note that at the outset of this year's session not only the 
Group of s o c i a l i s t countries and the Group of 21 but also a number of other CD 
member States expressed t h e i r interest i n such a step. We refer i n this regard .to 
the recent statements of Canada, Japan, Australia, Belgium and I t a l y . The 
delegation of the German Democratic Republic expresses i t s hope that the other 
States, too, w i l l j o i n this -promising trend. In the course of our debate numerous 
valuable suggestions have been made concerning the mandate of the ad hoc working 
group to be set up. There i s obviously general agreement on i t s objective, i . e . , . 
to reach a long-lasting agreement on the complete and general prohibition of 
nuclear-weapon tests with the pa r t i c i p a t i o n o f ' a l l nuclear-weapon States. In 
part i c u l a r , I should' l i k e -to stress the folloxving points expressed i n our debate 
concerning the ad hoc working group on a comprehensive nuclear-weappn test ban 
to be set up; 

The ad hoc working group should be established immediately, as was' said, 
on the basis of a r e a l i s t i c mandate; 

A l l nuclear-weapçn States should be members of that group: this v^iould 
open up favourable opportunities f o r a l l of them to take.a more precise 
position on their approach to the question of the cessation of a l l 
nuclear-weapon tests; 
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The group should not interfere i n the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations but complement 
them. e f f e c t ! vely.-

.Some delegations have expressed the view that the Committee should concentrate 
on the i n s t i t u t i o n a l and administrative measures which are necessary f o r an 
international seismic monitoring network and for an effective v e r i f i c a t i o n system. 
These questions are no doubt of great im¡portance. However, they cannot be 
discussed- separately from the basic question, namely, the. scope of the treaty. As . 
to the scope, the German Democratic Republic holds the view that a l l nuclear-v;eapon 
tests of a l l nuclear-weapon States have to be prohibited. V/e would be interested 
i n l i s t e n i n g to the views of a l l the nuclear-weapon States on t h i s idea. 

Like other delegations, we attach great importance to effective measures of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n of compliance with a future CTBT. But under no circumstances should 
the v e r i f i c a t i o n issue serve as a pretext for delaying the conclusion of such a 
treaty. V/e reject any attempt to look endlessly f o r new v e r i f i c a t i o n "shortcomings" 
i n order to block the way to a comprehensive test ban. Of course, as was already • 
said, v e r i f i c a t i o n cannot be foolproof. However, the national technical means' of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n e x i s t i n g nov/adays, a system of international exchange of seismic data -' 
to be established, and certain procedures .of international co-operation, including 
on-site v e r i f i c a t i o n on a voluntary basis, would ensure to a s u f f i c i e n t extent 
compliance with a corresponding treaty. . Yïy delegation f u l l y shares the view 
expressed on 3 February i n t h i s Committee by Mrs. Thorsson, the distinguished 
representative of Sweden, that the l i k e l i h o o d of the detection of clandestine 
nuclear-weapon tests i s very high, and that the e x i s t i n g v e r i f i c a t i o n means are 
adequate. Vi/e must ask the opponents of a nuclear-weapon test bans i s not the 
r i s k of a v i o l a t i o n of the treaty much less than the threat caused by the absence 
of such a treaty? 

Concluding my statement, I should l i k e to malee some b r i e f remarks on the 
a c t i v i t i e s of the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts to Consider International 
Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events. I t s progress report, • 
(CD/150) presented l a s t -week shows that the Group has worked intensively. • Valuable 
findings have been made as to a number of detailed problems, which eventually w i l l 
be auspicious f o r establishing an international monitoring network within the 
framework of a treaty on the complete and. general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests. 
In p a r t i c u l a r we support the demand expressed i n the report f o r the incl u s i o n of 
additional, seismic stations located i n the • southern, hemis.phere i n the global network. 
This would increase considerably the effectiveness of :such a-system* I t goes 
without saying that a global system for international co-operative measures-to 
detect and i d e n t i f y seismic events could be established only after the- conclusion 
of a CTBT. In our view -fche seismic Group constitutes the appropriate framework f o r 
a more comprehensive consideration of the administrative and i n s t i t u t i o n a l aspects 
of a global data exchange. Progress towards the solution of the essential questions 
of a treaty on the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests would 
malee i t possible to specify the mandate i n this respect and to enhance -further the 
role of the Group. 

V/e hope that the Committee will l i v e up to i t s r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s and undertake 
the necessary efforts.with a view to achieving — already during t h i s session — 
concrete results on the way to the effective prohibition of a l l nuclear-weapon 
tests. 
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of the German Democratic Reptiblic for his statement and I should l i k e now to 
apologise to His Excellency Ambassador Vgutov, the distinguished representative of 
Bulgaria, for not giving him the f l o o r vrhen his turn came according to the l i s t of 
speakers. I hope that he v / i l l he good enough to forgive me. 

I4r. VOUTOV (Bulgaria): I thinlc that i t i s not necessary f o r you to apologise, 
Mr. Chainnan,since toda-y v/e ai-e discussing the question v/hich has the highest p r i o r i t y 
i n the v/ork of the Comraittee and I l i s t e n with great interest to a l l the statements 
made. Hov/evei", at this stage, i t i s not my intention to discuss this question. In 
my statement of 12 Fehrua.r;/-, I dealt with the problem of a nuclear test ban and I 
reserve the right of my delegation to deal v/ith this question again. Today I v/culd 
l i k e to present the document v/hich was circul-ated.' this morning i n the Commi'ttee, 
document CD/153« 

With reference to my statement on 12 February may I draw the attention of the 
Committee to t h i s document, CD/153, submitted by the BiiLgarian delegation vmder 
item 3 of our agenda, namely, "Effective international arrangements to assure 
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use лг threat of use of nuclear v/eapons'". 
I do not intend nov/ to repeat v/hat I said i n my previous statement on the substance 
of that document, as v/ell as on the v/ay we see the work of the Ad Hoc Working Group 
on Security Assurances this year. At this juncture, I only wish to express our 
b e l i e f that the' Working Group w i l l soon embark on substantive negx)tiatiens v/ith a 
viev/ to making, i n the l a s t year before the General Assembly's second special session 
devoted to disarmament, s i g n i f i c a n t progress to\«/ards further strengthening the 
security'- guarantees for the non-nuclear-wea.pon States. 'To this end, the Bulgarian 
delegation w i l l be happy to co-operate v/ith other interested delegations i n the 
search for a common a-pproach to agreeing on a meaningful solution. 

Mr. GARCIA BOBIES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish); This statement v / i l l 
probably be one of the shortest I have evex' made i n the Committee on Disarmament, 
This i s for various reasons, one of the main ones being that I do not vfish to waste 
my time or, even less,.the time.of. the Committee. . In fact, the question of the 
cessation of a l l nuclear-v/eapon test explosions v^fhich, according to the time-table 
we approved, vre are to consider at today's meeting, has been considered exhaustively 
i n a l l i t s aspects for more -than a quartei- of a century. Since my delegation has had 
the opportunity to contribute i t s grain of sand to the consideration of t h i s question 
i n many international forums, including the F i r s t Committee of the General Assembly, 
the Eighteen-Hation Disarmament Committee, the Conference of the Committee on 
Disarmament and this Committee, I v/ish to confine my^self today simply to mentioning 
the statements on this matter that we have made i n this Committee during the b.-ro 
years of i t s existence. These statements can be readily referred to i n the verbatim 
records of the meetings vrhose nmbers I s h a l l now l i s t , together vrith the dates on 
vrhich they took place: 

Ш 1 

1. Second meeting, held on 24 January: 

2. . 3 4 t h meeting, held on 21 June; 
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1980 

3 . 6 l s t meeting, held • on 19 February; 

4 . 69th meeting, held on 17 March; 

5. 80th meeting. held on 22 A p r i l ; 

6. 81st meeting, held on 24 A p r i l ; 

7. 87th meeting, held on 26 June ; 

8. 94"bh meeting. held on 24 July; 

9. 97th meeting. held on 5 August; 

1981 

10.. 101st meeting, held on 3 February. 

In these 10 statements you w i l l f i n d f u l l y set forth the reasons which 
undoubtedly prompted the United Nations General Assembly, in* i t s resolution 35/ l45 -̂
of 12 December 1980, to urge a l l States members of the Committee on Disarmament "to 
support the creation by the Committee, upon i n i t i a t i o n of i t s session to be held 
i n 1981, of an ad hoc working group which shotild begin the m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiation 
of a treaty f o r the prohibition of a l l nucleax'-weapon tests". 

My delegation dares to hope that t h i s appeal, i n the same vein as that launched 
by the Group of 21 and supported by the Group of s o c i a l i s t States and by various 
members of the V/estem group of States and others, w i l l now at l a s t be heeded by a l l 
the States that are represented i n this Commi.ttee. 

Mr. TAYLHARDAT (Venezuela) (translated from Spanish); Mr. Chairman, is^r 
statement t h i s morning consists of tw^ parts, two different sections; f i r s t , a, 
statement I sh a l l maJce on behalf of the members of the Group of 21, and then a 
statement I s h a l l make a.s the representative of Venezuela. 

As co-ordinator of the Group of 21, I shoild l i k e to reitera-te today most 
emphatically the firm conviction of a l l the members of that Group that the Committee 
should proceed withovit delay to the establishment of tvro ad hoc vrorking groups to 
concern themselves vrith items 1 and 2. of the Committee's agenda, e n t i t l e d , 
respectively, "Nuclear test ban" and "Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear 
disarmament". Tiiat i s the statement I vrished to malee on behalf of the members of 
the Group of 21. 

I s h a l l now proceed to make a statement on behalf of Venezuela. Today, when the 
Committee i s to consider the item on a nuclear test ban and intends to exajnine 
additional proposals concerning working groups, I must express the anxietj,' and . 
impatience of my delegation at the fact thai i t has not yet proved possible to 
adopt decisions for the setting up of working groups on agenda items 1 and 2. 

My delegation hoped that, i n accordance vrith the decision adopted at the 
105th plenary meeting held on 12 February, the Committee vrould proceed as soon as 
possible to the urgent consideration, as the decision puts i t , of the proposals for 
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the establishment of those working groups, and that such consideration vrould give 
a l l States members of the Committee the opportunity to show the necessary-political 
v / i l l to proceed to the establishment'üf''theee'"'groüps'"whi-oh are so necessary'for the 
substantive consideration of those tv>/o most urgent and p r i o r i t y items on our agenda. 

My delegation, heard v/ith genuine sorrow the categorical statement made this 
morning by one of the nuclear-v/eapon Pov/ers p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n the t r i p a r t i t e 
negotiations -on the prohibition of nuclear-v/eapon tests that his country v/a,-s not i n 
favour of the establisment of a working group on tho subject of a nuclear test ban. 
I. cannot but a-dmit that this statem.ent i s a source of deep disappoin-fcraent to my 
delegation. • , , 

My delegation,, together v/ith those of the other countries members of the 
Group of 2 1 , has consistently advocated the setting up of v/orking groups i n -
connection with items 1 and 2 of the Committee|s agenda. I t feels that i t might 
be useful at this time b r i e f l y to r e c a l l the various statements made on this subject 
by the Group, of . 2 1 , statements to which my delegation, as a mem.ber of that Group 
gave i t s f u l l support. 

, F i r s t , i n document CD/64 of.27 February 1980, the Group of 2 1 expressed i t s 
conviction that v/orking groups represented the best available machinery for the 
conduct of concrete negotiations v/ithin the Committee on Disarmament, Although the 
Committee has set .up four vrorking groups on fovir agenda items, nevertheless, despite 
the repeated urgings not only of the Group of 2 1 but also of other sectors of the-
Committee, i t havS, as you knov/, not so f a r been possible to achieve a consensus- for 
the establishment of similar machinery v/ith respect to the two other p r i o r i t y items 
on the Committee's agenda. , I should also l i k e to r e c a l l the ,statement contained i n 
document CD/72, of 4 March 1980, i n v/hich the Group of 2 1 urged the establisllment of 
a working group to undertake the negotiation of a treaty f o r the complete .prohibition 
of nuclear-v/eapon tests. Subsequently, i n document CD/134 of 6 Aug'jst 1980, i n vfhich 
i t gave i t s assessment of the v/ork of the Committee's 1980 session, the Group of 2 1 
expressed i t s regret that i t had not been possible t o - i n i t i a t e m u l t i l a t e r a l 
negotiations on that svibject v/ithin the Committee on Disarmament, aaid i t expressed 
the hope that г. v/orking group v/oifLd be set up at the opening of this cvirrent spring 
session i n order to umdertalte v/ithout delay substantive negotiations on the complete 
cessation of nuclea.r-v/eapon testing i n a l l environments, 

. Furthermore, i n doc-ument CD/116 of 9 J'Jly 1 9 Q G — said I an here r e f e r r i n g to 
the proposals made i n that document on 'the establishment of a working groxvp on 
agenda item 2 — the Group of 2 1 proposed that the Committee on Disarmasvent should 
set up an acl hoc vrorking group to begin negotiations with a viev/. to reaching agreement 
on. various issues V'/hich v/ould contribute to progress tov/ards achievement of the 
disarmament measures envisaged i n the F i n a l Docviment of the f i r s t special session 
of the General Assembly devoted to disa,rmament. S i m i l a r l y , i n document CD/134, to 
v/hich I have already referred, containing an evaluation .of the Committee's 1 9 8 0 session, 
the-Group of 2 1 stressed the urgent need to i n i t i a t e ' negotiations on nuclear 
disarmament and on measures to h a l t and reverse the nuclear arms race, and.it recalled 
i t s proposal, v/hich I have already mentioned, far the setting up of a v/orking group 
for that рштрозе. 

I wanted to r e c a l l these background facts at this stage because i n the document 
circiü.ated by the Chairman containing the programme of v/ork provision v/as made after 
t h i s meeting —and I imagine that i t v/ould be i n the verj'- near future — for an 
informal meeting of the Committee to consider the question of the establislime'nt of 
nev/ v-zorlcing groups or the proposals f o r new v/orking groups that have been submitted. 
I t was v/ith t h i s circvmistance i n mind that I v/anted to go over the background to t h i s 
matter and reiterate the position of ray delegation. 

http://mem.be
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Mr. VALDIVIESO (Peru) (translated from Spanish); Mr. Chairman, I intend to 
he extremely h r i e f . In the statements we have heard during the general debate, 
the delegations from a l l the groups have a l l declared that i n order to make our 
work more effective we must be pragmatic and f l e x i b l e and act l i k e business men — 
"in a business-like гаагшег", as i t i s said. I think that up to now we have a J l done 
t h i s , and especially the countries of. the Group of 21. EowevsT, the f l e x i b i l i t ; ; - w'e 
have shown should not be confused with d o c i l i t y . And i n this connection my 
delegation believes that the countries which do not possess nuclear weapons ought to . 
act as permanent judges of the behaviour of the nuclear-vreapon Povrers and also that 
they are under an obligation to i n s i s t on the fulfilment of undertakings v/ith. respect 
to the attainment of f u l l and complete disarmament and to ensure the carrying out of 
the mandate given to the Committee on Disa,rmament, as the sole m u l t i l a t e r a l 
negotiating body, to promote the achievement of general and complete disarmament 
under effective international control. ¥e therefore believe that vrorking groups on 
a nuclear test-ban treaty and on nuclear disarmament should quickly be set up and 
to t h i s end we urge the distinguished representatives of the nuclear-vreapon Povrers 
to inform the authorities of their respective countries of the airxietj'' expressed by 
the Group of 21 through i t s Chairman, so that, paying heed to this eirpression of 
concern, t h e i r Governments may give them the instructions they need for the setting 
up of the vrorking groups i n question. 

We make this appeal because we are sure that the establisliment of these vrorking 
groups w i l l s a t i s f y , at le a s t i n part, the expectations vrhich the Committee on 
Disarmament and the General Assembly have helped rouse i n world public opinion 
through the convening of special sessions devoted to disarmament and the naming of 
decades to the same end. ¥e believe that f a i l u r e to do this will increase the 
scepticism vrith which the vrorld at large views the vrork of the Committee on 
Disarmament and the General Assembly i n th i s matter. 

The CKAIKi&N (translated from French); I should l i k e for a moment to talce the 
fl o o r as the representative of Prance. The French delegation wishes to express i t s 
regret concerning certain remarks made during this meeting by the distinguished 
representative of Iran, and i t obviously cannot accept them. The distinguished 
representative of Iran has questioned the attitude of the French Cíovemment i n 
matters f a l l i n g exclusively vrithin i t s ' sovereignty. The French delegation reserves 
i t s r i g i i t to revert to th i s point i f i t s national 8,uthorities consider that necessary. 

I should l i k e novr to pass on to the matter we considered a,t an informal meeting 
a short while ago, namely, the request submitted by the Government of Svritzerland 
regarding i t s p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n the discussions of the Committee. Working Paper No. 29, 
which has been distributed to you, contains a draft decision with respect to this 
request. I c a l l your attention to the fact that the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of States 
non-members of the Committee i n the working groups i s to be considered l a t e r . 
The draft decision contained i n Working Paper No. 29 must, i n accordance vrith our 
practice, be read out bj the Chairman before being adopted. The wrorking paper reads 
as follows; 

"In response to the request of Svritzerland [CD/154] and i n accordance 
with rules 33 to 35 of i t s rules of procedure, the Committee deci5.es to i n v i t e 
the representative of Svritzerland to participate during 1981 i n the discussions 
on the items r e l a t i n g to effective'international arrangements to assure 
non-nuclear vreapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear vreapons 
and chemical vreapons, at plenary and inform.al meetings of the Committee. 
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"The decision i n regard to p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n the meetings of the two 
ad hoc working groups dealing with those items w i l l he communicated l a t e r . " 

In the absence of objections or observations I s h a l l take i t that there i s a 
consensus i n the Committee on this decision. 

I t was so decided. 

The СЫА1ЖА1Т (tragislated from French); We had planned to hold an informal 
meeting today to consider the proposals submitted for the establisliment of other 
ad hoc working groups on items 1 and 2 of the Committee's agenda and also to consider 
the possible need for the setting up of other subsidiar^^^ bodies. I t i s too late nov; 
to embark on a discussion of this matter. Tlie Chair vrould therefore suggest — and 
you w i l l f i n d this suggestion i n the informal document distributed to you today — 
that the Committee should hold an informal meeting to consider this matter next 
Monday at p.m. The time-table distributed, and to v^.ich I am ref e r r i n g , i s , 
r f course, merely for guidance, and vro can adjust i t i n accordance v;ith the progress 
of our work. I should l i k e to know i f the Committee agrees to mjr suggestion regarding 
an informal meeting for an exchange of vievrs on certain proposals that v/e Icnov/ about, 
a consideration of those proposals — something we have not yet undertaken. 

I t was so decided. 

The СНАТЙШТ (translated from French); The next plenary meeting of the 
Committee w i l l therefore be held on Tuesday, 24 February, at 10.30 a.m.. 

The meeting rose at 12.40 p.m. 





CD/PV.109 
24 Feljnaaiy 1981 
ENGLISH 

FINAL RECOilD OF THE ONS НШ'ГОШЮ AND НП1ТН ÏIESTIIIG 

held at the Palais des Nations, Geneva, 
on Tuesday, 24 February 1981, at 10,30 a.m. 

Chairman : I-Î1'. P. de l a Gorce (France) 



CD/PV.109 
2 

PRE3EIÍT AT THE TABLE 

Algeria ; 

Argentinas 

A u s t r a l i a : 

Belgium; 

B r a z i l ; 

Bulgaria : 

Burma; 

Canada; 

China ; 

Cuba; 

Czechoslovalcia: 

Mr. M. MAT I 
I'Ir. M. DJABALLilH 

Mr. P. JBIEWEZ DAVILA 
Miss N. PRETRE PENABAD 

Mr. R.A. WALKER 
I'h:. R. ST12ELE 
l b . T. PnroiAY 

I'Ir. A. ОШСЕЕШХ 
Mr. J.M. NOIRFALISSE 

I'br. C.A. DE SOUZA E SILVA 
l b . S. DE QUEIROZ DUARTE 

Mr. I. SOTIROV 

и SAW Ш А Ш С 
и Ъ10\'ПИ WIN 
и ТЬШТ HTÜIí 

I f r . G. S imf lER 

Ib. YU Peiwen 
Ib. LIAITG Yufan 
Mr. PAN Jusheng 
I'b. SA Benv/ang 

Mrs. V. BOROTOOSICY JACKra«CH 

Mr. M. RUZEK 
Mr. P. LUIŒS 
Ib. A. c m 
l'b. L. STAVmOHA 



CD/PV.109 

Ethiopia ; 

Prance : 

German Democratic Republic; 

Germany, Federal Republic of; 

Ilungar?/- ; 

India ; 

Indonesia; 

Iran : 

I t a l y ; 

Ilr. Е.Л. EL PL-HUT 
l l r . I.A. HASSA1Í 
Ih-. II. ÏÏ. FAinir 

Hiss IT. BASSIM 

Mr. P. YOIIMHIES 

Mr. P. DE M GORGE 
Mr. J. DE BE/iTJSGE 
I'h:. II. COOTI-rORES 

Ih-. G. IIERDER 
Ih.-. H. THIELICIŒ 
Ih-. H. laULFUSS 
Mr. P. BTOITIG 

Mr. G. PPEIPPER 
l l r . F. ICLIFGLER 
Mr. 1/. ROHR 

Mr. I. KOMIVES 
Ih". C. GYORFPY 

Mr. A.P. VEIÎia.TES\/ARAIÎ 
Mr. S. SilRAN 

l l r . E. SOEPRAPTO 
I'h?. IblRYOMiT/lPAM 
Mr. F. ̂ X¿Ti\ 
Ib?. îvARYONO 

I"h?. D. A№RI 

Mr. V. CORDERO DI MOITTEZEMOLO 
lír. B. CABPAS 
Mr. E. DI GIOVAffiíI 



CD/PV.109 
4 

Japan : 

Kenya; 

I léxico ; 

I longo l i a : 

líorocco ; 

Netherlands : 

Nigeria: 

Palcistan : 

Peru: 

Poland : 

Remanias 

S r i Lanka; 

îîr. Y . 01Ш/А 
Ih: lî. TAKAI-I/vSHI 
îlr. R. ISHIl 
I'h?. К. ЗЕЛ'МА 

Иг. S. SÎÎIÎU'II 
îîr. G. ïiranu 

Ih?. A. GARCL/V ROBLES 
Ib. Ы.А. CACEPdJS 

Iîr. D. ERDHIBILEG 

îtr. IL CIIRAIBI 

Ilr- R.H. РЕШ 
Iîr. H. l/AGEIfl'illŒRS 

Iîr. 0. ADEITIJI 
îbr. V/.O. AiaîTS.1NYA 
Iîr. T. AGHIYl-IRONSI 

I-Ir. T. ALTAP 

Mr. Б. SUJKA 
Mr. J . CIALOUICZ 
Mr. T. STROJVaS 

Mr. M. ÎIALITA 
Mr. T. MELESCAîiU 

Mr. H . I L G . S . PALIHAïaaRA 



CD/PV.109 

5 

Stfeden ; 

Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Reioublics; 

United IZini^ylom; 

United States of America; 

Venezuela; 

Yugoslavia; 

Zaire: 

Secretary of the Conmittee 
and Personal Representative 
of the Secretarse-General; 

Ilr. С LIDGARD 
¥\x. S. STROI-ffiACH 
lh\ J. LUirDBT 
I-Ir. G. EKHOLII 

Ilr. V.L, ISSRAELYAN 
Ilr. B.P. PROKOFIEV 
Ih-. V.A. PEPJi'ILIEV 
Ihr. L.S. MOSIEOV 
Ihr. V.n. GAIiJi 
Ш. A.G. DOULYAN 
rir. S.H. RIUKHnqE 

I-Ir. D.M. SUI^ERIbVYES 
Mrs. J . I . ШШ 

Mr. C.C. l^OV/ERREE 
l b . L.R. ELEISCET. 
Ils. К. CRITTEIPBERGER 
Mr. J.A. IILSISL 
Mr. II. l/ILSON 
Mr. P.P. DeoJiiOFxi 

Mr. A.R. 'fAYLIililDAT 
Ih-, O.A. AGUILi\R 

l l r . i i . T-illUlICC 
iJr. B. BPuuIKOVIC 

Mr. LOITGO Б. FDAGA 

Ih:. R. J A I P i i 

Deputy Secretary of tho Committee; Mr. V. BERilSAïEGUI 



CD/PV.109 
о 

The CHAIRMAN (treaislated from French); I declare open the 109th plenary 
r.ceting of the Cornnitteo on Disarmament. According to oux programme of work, as 
contained i n document CD/144> the Committee should today begin considering item 2 
of i t s agenda, Cessation of the nuclear arms rexe and nuclear disarmament. 

Mr. OKAWA. (Japan); Mr. Chairman, so much has been said, i n t h i s room and 
elsewhere, about the urgency of achieving a comprehensive test ban tha,t there i s 
r e a l l y l i t t l e m.ore to say. Nevertheless, my delega.tion does not f e e l i t should 
remain silent on t h i s p a r t i c u l a r subject. I knov/ that under our programme of v/ork 
I should have taken the f l o o r l a s t v/eek, but I ask your indulgence for my addressing 
i t today. 

In the f i r s t place, my delegation v/ishes to express the hope of the Japanese 
Government that the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations on a comprehensive test ban v r i l l be 
resumed i n the very near future. ¥e very much appreciated the presentation l a s t 
summer of the f a i r l y detailed progress report on those negotiations, and vre think 
vre can understand the d i f f i c u l t and delicate na.tvire of the problems that remain to 
be solved. We are also f u l l y av-rare that one of the t r i l a t e r a l negotiators i s yet 
i n the process of revievíing i t s p o l i c y i n the whole f i e l d of aims control and 
disarmament. As an outsider to these t r i l a t e r a l negotiations, ve may not be i n a 
position to set the pace or to propose dates for the negotiators, but as the 
representative of one non-nucleax-weapon State which places the highest p r i o r i t y on 
the conclusion of a comprehensive test ban, I sincerely hope — and I airi.sure I am 
en t i t l e d to hope — that the three Governments concerned v r i l l be able to agree on 
the eajrly restimption of t h e i r negotiations. 

In the statement I made to the Committee on 10 February, I urged that, the 
Committee on Disarmament take up the question of a comprehensive test ban at i t s 
present session as the agenda item of the highest p r i o r i t y . And I suggested that 
vre might study the p o s s i b i l i t y of establishing a working group to deal with the 
matter, i f a consensus could be reached on t h i s point. Suggestions have been put 
forvvard as to vrhat kind of work the working group could u s e f u l l y undertake. May I 
repeat a sentence that vras contained i n my statement of the other day; " I t goes 
without saying that the work on the CTE to be undcrtaJcen i n th i s Committee should be 
conducted i n a manner and to the extent that would be complementary to and not 
pr e j u d i c i a l to the ongoing t r i l a t e r a l negotiations". My delegation would be very 
much interested i n l i s t e n i n g to the vievrs of the t r i p a r t i t e negotiators themselves 
regarding the issues vrhich they would think could be us e f u l l y taken up i n the 
Committee or a subsidiary organ such аз a vrorking group. In particula,r, vre vrould 
be pleased to hear the views of the party which has expressed e x p l i c i t support f o r 
the creation of the vrorking group. In any case the mandate vrould be of c r u c i a l 
importance and vre should take into account the vievrs of the t r i p a r t i t e negotiators. 
My delegation vrould be v r i l l i n g to put forward i t s ovm ideas regarding the language. 
We already have four precedents, the mandates of the four e x i s t i n g working groups, 
and perhaps the language of the mandate of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical 
Weapons may be of some use to us v-rhen we t r y to elaborate a text that could be 
acceptable to the Committee as a vrhole. My delegation hopes that, i f and when a 
consensus could be reached on the establishment of a vrorking group, the tvro other 
nuclear-weapon States, China and France, v-rhich are not p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n the 
t r i p a r t i t e negotiations, vrotud not only j o i n i n such a consensus but wovild also 
take part i n and contribute to the vrork of the vrorking group. 

One of the b e n e f i c i a l effects of discussions on a comprehensive test ban 
talcing place i n a vrorking group vrould be to give the 37 other members of t h i s 
Committee vrho do not s i t i n on the t r i p a r t i t e t a l k s a certain sense of p a r t i c i p a t i o n , 
hovrever l i m i t e d i t might be, i n the efforts to produce something that i s af t e r a l l 
of v i t a l interest to a l l of us. 

Tho f i n a l product of the negotiations must be a m u l t i l a t e r a l l y negotiated 
treaty, a multila,toral treaty i n the true sense of the vrord. 
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The distinguishocL Ambassadors of Nigeria and India, among others, ha.ve urged 
the delegations of the three countries p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n tho t r i p o r t i t c negotia,tions 
to respond to the questions wliich \-:CXQ put to them by many delegations towards " 
the end of the session l a s t year i n connection vrith the t r i p a r t i t e report contained 
i n document CD/13O. I associate m.yself with that request and hope that the early 
resumption of the t r i p a r t i t e talks v r i l l f a c i l i t a t e t h e i r responding to that request. 
My ovm delegation raised a nujiber of points i n the statement I m̂ ade i n the Committee 
on 7,August la.st, among vrliich vra-S my delegation's concern that the international' 
exchange of seismic data w i l l not be put into operation for quite some time oven 
after the entry into force of the treaty. This concern was revived the other day. 
vrhen I heard the distinguished ^Imbassador of the Gorman Democratic Republic say 
that "It goes vrithout saying that a global system for intor'national co-operetive 
measures to detect and i d e n t i f y seismic events could be established only a,fter the 
conclusion of a CTBT". My delegation continues to f o o l that, the detailed 
arrangements for tho international exchange should be elaborated before the entry 
into force of the treaty. We also maintain that a global experimental exercise 
of the exchange system should be implomo.ntGd i n advance of the entry into force 
of the treaty so that wo can be certain that i t v r i l l work e f f e c t i v e l y and that i t 
can be put into operation immediately after the treaty enters into force. We f i n d 
i t d i f f i c u l t to understand vrhy one of the t r i p a r t i t e negotiators which has expressed 
i t s support for the establishment of the CTB vrorking group i s reluctant to take 
part i n such a global experimental exercise, and did not f i n d i t possible to 
participate even i n the recent t r i a l exchange that vras conducted on a regional 
ba,sis i n October and November I98O. I r e i t e r a t e my delegation's hope that a l l 
countries represented i n the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts m i l be able t o " 
participate i n future t r i a l exchanges and also i n an experimental exorcise on a 
global scale that vrould greatly contribute to the smooth and imm.ediate implementation 
of the excliange system upon the entry into force of the treaty. 

F i n a l l y , I am instructed to r e i t e r a t e my Government's interest i n seeing a l l 
States v o l u n t a r i l y r e f r a i n i n g from a l l nucloa.r-test explosions, including a l l 
nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes, during the period p r i o r to the conclusion 
of a comprehensive test-ban treaty. 

Let me conclude these b r i e f remarks by saying that a. comprehensive nuclear 
test ban i s not an end i n i t s e l f . I t has been so long delayed that i t s a.chievement 
ha-s indeed come to be of special importance and significance. But i t should be 
seen i n the vrider and longer perspective: i t i s an essential ingredient i n the 
NPT framevTOrk, and i f v/o v/ish to preserve and strengthen the non-proliferation 
régime vre must have a com.prehensive test-ban treaty, and i t vrould constitute the 
f i r s t s p e c i f i c , concrete stop on the long road Ica^ding us to the ultimate goal — 
nuclear disa2лnament. 

l'Ir. SHITEM (Ке.пуа): Mr. Chairman, i t i s a matter of 6.eep sa t i s f a c t i o n to my 
delegation to see you i n tho Chair of t h i s Committee. You bring to your a,ssignmc.nt 
very wide and relevant experience vrhich you have applied competently i n the course 
of your chairmanship. I also vrisli to express our gratitude to His Excellency 
Ambassador Tadesse Terrofe of Ethiopia, a neighbour and a close friend of Kenya, 
for a job vrell done during his tenure of o f f i c e as Chairman of t l i i s Committee. 

On behalf of the Kenyan delegation, I welcome i n our midst the four Ambassadors 
of Egypt, Pakistan, Romania and Zaire. 'V/o are confident.that t h e i r presence i n 
t h i s Conmittee w i l l add to the voice of reason and understanding vrithout vrhich the 
work of the Committee would f a l t e r . 

A l l that needs to be said about s t a r t i n g negotiations i n t h i s Coimnittee towards 
3. comprehensive nuclear test-ban treaty and the cessation of the nuclea^r arm.s race 
and nuclear disarmament has been said, ilnbassador Okawa of Ja.pan put i t appropriately 
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for us when he soád: "Japan has pleaded time and agaJLn that the task of the greatest 
urgency i n the f i e l d of disarmament i s the achievement of nuclear disarma:3cnt" (irLs 
speech at the plenary meeting of 10 Pehrua.ry I 9 8 I ) . 

This point was brought up at tho t h i r t y - f i f t h session of the General Assembly 
which, i n resolution 35/152 Б, called upon the Comriáttee on Disarmament, "as a 
matter of p r i o r i t y and f o r tho purpose of an early coimnoncencnt of the negotiations 
on the substance of the problem, to undertal:e consultations i n v/hich to consider, 
i n t e r a l i a , the establishment of an ad hoc working group on the cessation of the 
nuclear arms race and of nuclear disarmament, v/ith a, c l e a r l y d.ofined mandate". 
The mandate to establish ал ad hoc v/orking group v/ithin the Ccmmittco on Disarma^mcnt 
on CTBT has already been given by the General Assembly i n i t s resolution 35/145 A 
i n v-/hich i t reaffirmed i t s "conviction that a treaty to achieve the prohibition of 
a l l nuclear-tost explosions by a l l States for a l l tine i s a m^atter of the highest 
p r i o r i t y " . 

This Committee ha.s not acted on these urgent requests from the United Nations 
Geneiial Assembly. The reasons for'the deliiy are becoming a l i t t l e clearer now; . 
these are due to mounting feaxs and suspicions a„mong the nations of the two i a i l i t a r y 
alliances — tho NATO and 1'/arsa.v«/ all i a n c e s . A distinguished ilmbassador from one 
of the a l l i a n c e s , quoting his ov-m Minister for Foreign A f f a i r s , put his finger on 
the problem when he said; "Nor do v/e favour the negotiation of e.greoments v/hich would 
leave one side v/ith an advantage over the other or, tlirough the absence of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n , v/ould lead to suspicion and uaicertainty". And so, ou.t of ignorance 
of v/hat the other party i s up to, tho best p o l i c y v/ould seem to be, at least from 
the vievфoint of one of the parties, to increase your v/oaponry of a l l typos "ontil 
the other side i s outpaced (this i s of course not possible, neither i s a position 
of p a r i t y or balance possible). The position of o v e r k i l l reached a. thousand times 
over by both sides makes the two positions i l l o g i c a l and indefensible. I t i s f o r 
t h i s very reason that v/e should get started and discuss hov/ to end the t e s t i n g and 
manufacture of nuclear v/eapons, even i f i t talces ten years. Such discussions, 
involving a l l of us i n t h i s Connittee, v / i l l help to focus the attention of the v/hole 
world on the pligh t of humariity tra.pped by i t s ov/n fears and suspicions of i t s 
neighbours, trapped by the erroneous b e l i e f that arms offer the only r e a l i s t i c 
deterrent to would-be enemies. In 1975, гп arms salesman. S i r Ra^ynond Smth, 
confirmed t h i s erroneous position i n a BBC intervic-v/ i n Venezuela, v/hen he said: 
"\'/e recognize a.rms not as a. meavns to sta-rting a, v/a.r, but as a means to stopping a 
viar." The question raised by His Excellency /imbassador Adeniji of Nigeria cannot 
be avoided. He a„sked: "Hov/ much further destriactive capacity i s required on either 
side of the nuclear divide before i t i s considered s u f f i c i e n t to deter?" This 
question v/as ansv/ered by the Secretary-General of the Coniraonv/ealth; "Yet the t r u t h 
i s that even more sophisticated terror weapons, once explained av/ay as intended 
to deter, are becoming, through t h e i r cycles of developm.ent, d e s t a b i l i z i n g elements 
that make nuclear holocaust more, rather than less l i k e l y . The t r u t h i s that the 
nuclear arms ra.ce has l o s t i t s r a t i o n a l i t y and become a monstrous menace." The 
M n i s t e r of State of Sv/eden, Mrs. Inga Thorsson, a r t i c u l a t e and clear as usual, 
provided an answer to t h i s question also: " I t must be demonstrated that the nuclear-
v/capons mystique, the'notion that a nuclear vvcapon i n any v/ay can increase the 
national security of any State i s a fraud, v/hat I have e a r l i e r called the greatest 
f a l l a c y of our time, which, f a r from increasing anybody's security, i s certain to 
reduce i t for a l l . ^ ' Mrs. Thorsson i s right and we should support that position; 
she ha.s already become the conscience of t h i s Committee and v/e v/ant her to knov/- she 
i s not alone i n her campaign to see a, more secure and safer v/orld rea l i z e d . 
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We are not oblivious of the fe.ct that there i s i n j u s t i c e i n the viorld. V/e ask 
for a sober assessnent and not panic i n the face of the ams .race. Tho present . 
international economic system i s not v/orking for the benefit of a l l .nations. 
Repeated c a l l s for a nev/ international economic order have f a l l e n o.n deaf oars. 
Those v/ho have economic advantages derived from the pa,st v/ant to retain these .at 
a l l costs. We aj?c not oblivious of the s i t u a t i o n brought out i n a statement by 
His Excellency /mbassador Summerhayes vrhen he said: "None of us can ignore the effects 
on international confidence of tho Soviet invasion of Afghanistan and the im.plicatio.ns 
for the arms cantrol process. I t s shadovr continues to f a l l on the v/ork of t h i s 
Committee." i'lmbassador Siuimierhayes aclcnovrledged the fact thai i t i s not tho only 
such shadovr; he did i n d i r e c t l y im.ply too that that shâ dow continues to f a l l on 
bilc-teral and SiiLT .negotiaticns. There i s therefore very l i t t l e to be expected out of 
t r i l a t e r a l negotiations. A l l the more rea.son for the vrorld community to continue to 
press for negotiations to begin i n t h i s Committee. 

The other shadow that threatens world peace and s t a b i l i t y i s that cast by the . 
ra c i s t régime of South A f r i c a . V/e w i l l not l e t anybody forget the fact that 
South A f r i c a i s the m i l i t a r y and economic power she i s because of the support she 
continues to receive from certain western States. She now sends troops to Angola, 
Mozambique and Zambia to k i l l and destroy at v / i l l while within her ovm borders one of 
the most violent r a c i s t police States has made the l i v e s of the majority of blacks 
miserable and short-lived. The idea that the Cape sea route i s of strategic value 
to vrestern defence systems and must be protected i s a myth: there i s no such thing-
as the Cape sea route; there i s only a va,st sea between South Africa, and the 
Antarctic, and to c a l l that a sea. route i s l i k e c a l l i n g the A t l a n t i c a sea route. 
V/e ask the friends of South A f r i c a to knov/ that the tine f o r hypocrisy i s running out. 
South Africa, i s the main cause of the r i v a l r y botv«/een the Su".>orpov.rcr3 i n Africas 
i t i s l i k e l y to become the reason for nuclear p r o l i f e r a t i o n i n that continent, i f 
i t i s confirmed that South A f r i c a has nuclear v/eai-pons. The recent report of the 
Secretary-General on t h i s subject makes very disturbing reading. 

One of the most worrying problemas of a runa.way arms race i s , of course, i t s 
economic and soc i a l consequences, A United Nations study of 1978 v/hich examined 
the relationship. betv/ce.n m i l i t a r y expenditure and current economic problems of 
i n f l a t i o n , recession and lev/ grovth, regards high m i l i t a r y expenditure as a 
contributory factor to tho depletion of natural resources. I n f l a t i o n i s a by-product 
of m i l i t a r i z a t i o n , v/hich overheats the economy. In a statement to the non-govcrni:iGntal 
organizations gathering at the United Nations i n New York on 23 October 1980, 
Mr. S.S. Ramphal, the Comnionwealth Secretary-General, said: "Unem.ploynent i n the 
i n d u s t r i a l i z e d countries i n 1980 i s tvrice víhat i t v/as at the end of the 19áOs vrith 
20 m i l l i o n jobless axcording to OECD figures. Four hundred and f i f t y m i l l i o n 
unemployed i s the ILO figure for developing countries excluding China .,. The arms 
ra,ce does not provide more jobs, i t prevents more jobs being provided." A prominent 
former President of the United States of ioiierica., Dv/ight D. Eisenhower, a m i l i t a r y 
man, put i t well: "Ever;/ &%w. -'chat i s -made, evoxy vrarship laiinched, every rocket 
f i r e d sigirLfies i n .a f i n a l sense a theft from tliose vrho hmiger end are not fed,, from 
those vrho arc cold and are not clothed.'' 

We ask for one thing: that we should start meaningful negotiations i n víhatevcr 
groups v/e form i n t h i s Committee to seek v/a,ys and means of ending the .mad rush to the 
abyss of destruction which i s quite a.pparcnt i n the runav/ay nuclear ams race; tho 
accumulation of huge stoclcpiles of various types of v/oapons heightens, not minimizes, 
our insecurity, and v / i l l never be a permanent and r e l i a b l e deterrent. 

http://Unem.pl
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The CHAIRI'IAJ'f (translated from French); .1 thanlc the distinguished representative 
of Kenya for his stateraent and f o r the kind words he addressed to the Chair. 

I'-lr. FEBT (Netherlands): I s h a l l not hide from you the fact that my speaking 
todaj/, before the month runs out, i s not divorced from my wish to address some words 
to you, vfhilo you are s t i l l holding the high o f f i c e of the chairmanship of t h i s 
Comraittee. 

The other day one ox our colleagues very aptly mentioned that your chairraanship 
sets the seal on the most welcome par t i c i p a t i o n of France i n the work of t h i s 
Committee following the decision talcon at the time of the f i r s t special session of 
the Croneral Assembly devoted to disarmament. • Spealcing i n that same s p i r i t and 
r e l a t i n g your chairmanship to tho p a r t i c i p a t i o n of your country, France, i n t h i s 
negotiating body, I am very much aware that I must choose ray words with care. For 
France holds i t s ovm, rather p u r i t a n i c a l views of the origins of t h i s body; how did 
i t come into existence? i s i t or i s i t not the result of• what went befor-e? This 
question, as you know, i s sometimes referred to as "the theological question". • 

I personally, when contemplating the French vievrs on the origins of t h i s 
Committee, am reminded of the more orthodox theories of the immaculate conception. 
In that s p i r i t , your ascent to the chairmanship does indeed acquire a special 
significance. And i t i s i n that same s p i r i t that I salute you as a vrise leader; 
your chairmanship i n t h i s month of February, vrhich re£;;rottably has only 28 days, 
augurs vrell for t h i s year's vrork of the CD. ' • 

Allow me now to descend to the more mundane business of the order of tho day 
and say a vrord or tvro on behalf of. my Government about CTB and Gif. 

But f i r s t I vrish to welcome i n our midst our nevr colleagues i n tho quest for 
disarmament, the distinguished Ambassadors of Egypt, Palcistan, Romania and Zaire. 

Today I vrish to place on record, onco again, tho urgent: desire of my Government 
that a CTBT be concluded as soon as possible — i n tho near future. On more than 
one occasion, here i n Geneva and elsevrhcre, Netherlands representatives have-expressed 
the disappointment of the Netherlands Government that such a treaty has not. yet been 
concluded. Today the conclusion of a CTBT seems as remote as ever, notvrithstanding 
the fact that the main teclinical problems are apparently ripe f o r solution. ¥e 
regret t h i s as much as vre regret that the CD has remained v i r t u a l l y passive vrith • 
regard to- such an important issue. 

Ifnile stressing the importance of tho t r i l a t e r a l negotiations, vre believe at 
the same time that i t i s equally necossarj'- for the CD to translate that t r i l a t e r a l 
agreement into a m u l t i l a t e r a l CTB treaty. Only genuine m u l t i l a t e r a l parameters 
can malee a CTBT s u f f i c i e n t l y s i g n i f i c a n t to other States f o r them to adhere to the 
treaty. I f not, tho CTB might lose part of i t s value as an arms control measure. 
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As wo hold tliat the CD sliould build upon tlie results of the t r i l a t e r a l taUcs, 
we c a l l u.pon the three negotiatine: Powers to bring t h e i r negotiations to a speedy • 
and positive conclusion. hlien I mention tlirce negotiating Powers, I should add 
tliat we would expect tlie two other nuclear-weapon Powers to follovr s u i t , soon 
after the CTBT has been submitted to the CD. 

Alrcadjr too mucli time has been wasted i n aimless discussions. Me would want 
t l i i s Committee to start talcing positive action this year. Tliat the Committee need 
not remain completely passive has been proven Ьз̂  the successful discussions and 
preparatory work imdertalcen by the seismic exports g-roup, i n whicli also ray country 
participates. 

VJe believe that the best method of undertaking positive action would be by 
establishing a working {̂ roup on the CTB as asked for by many other members of the 
negotiating body. • At the t h i r t y - f i f t h • s e s s i o n of tlie United Hâtions General Assembly, 
the Hetherlands delegation already indicated that we are i n favour of such a step. ' 

I should l i k e to point out, as did tlio distinguished Ambassador from Nigeria 
the otlier'day, tliat the pa r t i c i p a t i o n of members of t l i i s Comraittee i n tlie discussions 
on a CTBT could bo helpful. I believe this lias already been proven to be the caae, 
for exaraple i n the negotiations'on chemical weapons. We believe, therefore, that, 
any fears of undue interference are unfounded. 

Perhaps tlie l i o s i t a t i o n to accept a worlcing group i s also based on uncertainty 
with regard to the mandate of a CTB worlcing group. I f such were the case then t h i s 
d i f f i c u l t y could best be solved by informal discussions of the terms of such a 
mandate. ' 

I would therefore suggest to you, Ilr. Chairman, and to the other members of 
this Cora4ittee, that we set up some kind of informal consultation raachinery to 
explore the possible terms of a mandate acceptable to tlie nuclear-weapon Powers. 

Such an informal contact group, possibly consisting of a few interested 
representatives frora each of the three groups and of course the representatives of 
the nuclear-weapon Powers, could discuss the.proposals already aade so far concerning 
irorking groups to deal with (certain aspects of) a CTB and could possibly also draw 
upon the experience of the exi s t i n g working ¿proups, such as tho Ad Hoc Working Group 
on Chemical Weapons. 

We are confident, or at least hopeful, that such informal discussions could lead 
to agreeraent on the terms of reference of a CTB worlcing group. The Netherlands 
would be w i l l i n g to participate i n and contribute i t s best efforts i n such inforraal 
discussions. 

I now also wish to say a few words on CW. I do not at th i s stage intend to 
enter into the substance, but ratlier to make a suggestion of an organizational 
character. 
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This Committee has already decided to reserve the period of 25 I'iarch - 5 A p r i l 
for debate on CW. •• \Jc have chosen that period i n order to make i t possible f o r us 
to p r o f i t from the presence i n Geneva of a s i g n i f i c a n t nurif.;>or of C\i exports, ifno 
w i l l attend a meeting'of the Pugv/ash movement during the weel: following that period, 

I would l i k e to make sure, however, that a l l the CVJ experts from States members 
of the CI) who are interested, as well as those of non-member States interested i n 
CIJ, are ac'bually informed as soon as possible of ofîr wish to see them participate 
i n our work during t h i s period. It i s my hope that the Secretariat, possibly 
i n consultation with the Chairman of the CW Working Group, w i l l take the necessary 
stops to ensure that a l l parties concerned are informed through the proper channels 
of the correct dates and of our intentions. 

The CH/ilRIlAJT (translated from French) ; I thanl: the distinguished Ambassador 
of the Netherlands f o r his statement and I thanlc him also for his friondlj'- remarks 
aboiit myself and ny country. 

и SA\/ HLAH'TG (Burma): I-ir, Chairman, allow me f i r s t to j o i n those speakers before 
me, who have welcomed j o x i to the Chair of the Committee on Disarmament. Having 
had the p r i v i l e g e of following your discreet and effective work i n t h i s Committee 
over tho past tvro years, my delegation has great satisfaction, i n seeing you presiding 
over the proceedings of the Committee at the beginning of i t s 1931 session. Уе 
are convinced that the q u a l i t i e s of tact and vrisdom vrhich you have amply demonstrated 
during the past vreeks promise a very effective result of our start for the year. 

May Г talce t h i s opportunity to express our deep appreciation and gratitude to 
Ambassador Terrefe of Ethiopia who chaired the Committee since l a s t Augu.st f o r his 
f r u i t f u l e f f o r t s during the f i n a l stages of our vrork l a s t year. 

Иау I also take t h i s opportunity to extend our vrarm greetings and best vrishes 
to the distingu.ished heads of the 'delega"J.ions of Egypt, PaJcistan, Promania and Zaire 
vrho have recently joined us i n t h i s Comm.ittee. 

We arc at the beginning of our third year since t h i s negotiating body vras 
restructured i n accordance vrith the P i n a l Document of the f i r s t special session of 
the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. Wliat vro have aciiieved so f a r i n the 
vrork of the Committee i s s t i l l far from the goal set out i n the F i n a l Document vrith 
regard to f i n a l objectives and p r i o r i t i e s of general and complete disarmament, 
vrhat vre have reached -- agreements on the rules of procedure, the agenda and the 
programme of vrork — are only the basic elements vrith vrhich the Commitoe has to 
start t h e i r negotiation. Wo one can deny that oiir progress lias been very slovr 
and the r e s u l t s , vrhatever vre have at present, do not meet the expectations of the 
vrorld community. 
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Hovjever, ray delegation has deep s a t i s i a c t i o n to see that at the l a t e r part of 
our l a s t session, we were a.hle to achieve progress which previous àisa,rmaraent 
negotiating bodies had f a i l e d to reach, especially on the establishment of four 
ad hoc vjorlcing groups which we believe are the best possible mechanism to advance 
effective and substantive negotiations. As a result of substantive negotiations i n 
the four vjorking groups, the Coraraittee has been a.ble i n i t i a l l y to ide n t i f y issues, 
t h e i r scopes and nature, raotboda and forms of negotiation and various negotiating 
positions. These are the bases we have now for further negotiations on the îovxr 
p r i o r i t y items without constiming ranch of оггг time on procedural matters. 

These modest results \-iere achieved l a s t year despite a l l the talk of 
deterioration i n the international climate. ¥e have no doubt that turns of 
international p o l i t i c s and vjorld events have a direct bes^ring a.nd irapaxt on any 
disarmament negotiations. The events of l a s t yeavr showed us hov delica.te and 
fr a g i l e are dótente and the structure of pea.ce. In spite of these, with a sense of 
compromise and c o n c i l i a t i o n , the Committee on Disarmament was able to achieve some 
measvires of progress. 

Again a,t the beginning of this year, the international climate needed to help -
foCTard speedy negotiations i n t h e Committee i s not much nearer existing than i t 
was l a s t year. There i s no doubt that world events w i l l influence the work of 
the Comraittee, but i n no way should they be allowed to hamper the work of this 
Committee. On the contrary, oil these events ha.ve shown us that our work i s more 
than ever necessary and the needs f o r disa,rmament agreements are more urgent now. 
They once again emphasize the urgency of- concluding ejTfective disarmament measures 
and the necessary and indispensable role of the Coraraittee on Disarmament. No doubt, 
these irapacts w i l l maire our negotiations harder. I/o should continue our e f f o r t vlth 
perseverance to achieve our objectives under the nandate assigned to this Committee. 

National security i s of primary importance to a l l nations as much as 
disarraamçnt, p a r t i c u l a r l y nuclear disarmament, i s to the world community. I t i s 
with t h i s i n mind that we have pleaded time and ag'ain to look for alternative 
measures in building up national security by developing co-operation and understanding 
between States. My delegation i s convinced tha.t genuine ' disarmament can only be 
achieved by these measures. I believe there i s no short cut to disarraament, 
p a r t i c u l a r l y to nuclear disarmament. 

An examination of the disarmament proposals, reports, negotiation proceedings 
i n the past and at present reveals that the d i f f i c u l t i e s which stand in the way 
of a dis3,rmaraent agreement are not s c i e n t i f i c o.nà technical any more, but p o l i t i c a l 
and psychological. \ftat we are lacking i s a p o l i t i c a l climate derived from 
harmonious international relations fi-ee of fear and suspicions among States. It 
i s therefore necessary f o r a l l nations s t r i c t l y to r e f r a i n from actions that would 
aggravate international tension and undermine harmony among nations. 
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In the fulfilment of the goals of general and complete disarmament, my 
country's basic approach to disarmament remains that we should proceed through the 
method of seeking gradual and phased ag:'.eem:ents and by an aggregation of limited 
gains reach t o t a l i t y of achievement. But we must also bear i n mind that to keep 
i n pace with arms race, research and the qua l i t a t i v e improvement of a wide range 
of weapons, a l l disarmament negotiations need to keep abreast of the new developments 
and they must be pursued i n a r e a l i s t i c manner. 

I. congratulate you f o r your a b i l i t y and leadership, i'ir. Chairman, as a result 
of V i h i c h the Committee has been able i n a very short time to re-establish and 
to resume the ad hoc vrorking ¡groups v/hich vrore i n operation l a s t year. U i t l i i n 
t h i s short time yre were able to establish an agenda and programme of vrork f o r 
t h i s year. I believe the need for urgency i s - f e l t among a l l of us around t h i s 
table i n the l i g h t of the unpredictable nature- of the international climate and 
the approaching special session which i s only a year away from us now. I f vre 
are to f u l f i l the tasks assigned to us and, meet some of our obligations, vre v r i l l 
have to achieve them viithin the next fevrmonths. 

There are tvro items on the Committee's agenda v/hich i n our consideration 
have been accorded highest p r i o r i t y . Regrettably, vre have not yet succeeded i n 
reacliing consensus on establishing subsrdiary .bodies for these highest p r i o r i t y 
items. I wish to express the hope of the delegiition of Burma that, the proposal of 
the Group of 21 for the establishment of ao' hQ.o vrorking groups on these tvro items 
v r i l l be successfully materialized t h i s ya^sri 

l u c l e a r weapons are the most destructive of a l l vreapons novr i n existence 
and a nu.clear war vrith the e x i s t i n g accumulated explosive povrer could annihilate 
a l l forms of l i f e on earth. In t o t a l disregard of t h i s destructive povrer, 
nuclear-weapon States continue to commit themselves to a further and more dangerous 
escalation i n the quantity and quality of nuclear vreapons i n t h e i r arsenals. It 
v r i l l be sheer insanity i f these vreapons of mass destruction are deployed either 
by accident or by intention. For, i n .he f i n a l reckoning, as the Secretary-General 
has said, there w i l l be no vrimers, only human c i v i l i z a t i o n v r i l l be wiped off 
t h i s planet. It i s f o r this reason that the further escalation of nuclear 
armament and further steps tovrards self-destructiOn should be stopped. 

My delegation attaches importance to an early achievement of progress i n 
the area of nuclear disarmament. This i s the most dangerous area for manl-cind 
and the area vrhere progress i s most urgently needed. In our vievr t h i s item 
deserves the urgent attention of the Committee during t h i s session. At i t s 
t h i r t y - f i f t h session the United Nations General Assembly i n i t s resolution 35/152 C, 
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urged the Committee on Disarmament to establish an ad -hoc working group 'on 
t h i s subject upon the i n i t i a t i o n of i t s present session, and advised that i t 
should begin i t s negotiations'on t h i s v i t a l question affecting the security 
of a l l nations of the world. I f t h i s Committee i s to discharge the mandate 
assigned to i t hy the international community, i t i s necessary for us to 
undertake negotiations using the best ax'-ailable machinery and methods i f i t h i n 
t h i s Committee. In t h i s regard the Group of 21 submitted i n 1930 a working 
paper (CD/116), i n vihich substantive issues were outlined for our negotiations. 
My delegation i s of the view that the Committee on Disarmament should reach an 
early consensus on the setting up of the ad hoc working group and embark upon 
negotiations i n accordance with paragraph 50 of the Pinal Document of the f i r s t 
special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. 

l'îy delegation also attaches importance to the question of the r e a l i z a t i o n 
of a comprehensive test-han treaty, which i s an essential measure to halt the 
momentum of nuclear-weapons development. During the last session of the 
Committee on Disarmament the Group of 21 submitted several working papers, 
including document CD/64, i n which i t proposed the establishment of an ad hoc 
working group on t h i s item. At i t s t h i r t y - f i f t h session the United Nations 
General Assembly, i n i t s resolution 55/145 Б requested the Committee on • 
Disarmament to take the necessary steps, including the establishment of a 
vrorking group, to i n i t i a t e substantive negotiations on a comprehensive test-ban 
treaty at the beginning of i t s I 9 8 I session and to submit a draft treaty to 
the General Assembly not l a t e r than at i t s second special session devoted to. 
disarmament. It i s the hope of my delegation that the Committee v r i l l reach 
consensus vrithout further delay on the establishment of an ad hoc vrorking group 
on the subject of a comprehensive test-ban treaty. ' : 

last year vre vrere somevrhat heartened hy the strong p o l i t i c a l commitment 
of the tliree negotiating Powers to completion of a CTBT. ¥e are avrare of 
the ongoing nature of t h e i r negotiations on t h i s subject. 

In our opinion the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations should not stand i n the vray of 
positive developments i n the vrork of t h i s Committee. It i s the considered 
view of my delegation that the negotiation processes i n t h i s m u l t i l a t e r a l 
forum i n no vray detract from the vrork of other disarmament negotiating bodies 
outside i t s framevrork.- • On .the contrarj^, à complementarity of basic objectives 
exists, and the vrork of the CD could he much enhanced hy positive contributions 
from them. ' ' ' 



The СНАШ'^ьН (translated from French); I thank the àistingu.ished Ambassador 
of Burma for his statement and also f o r his kind words regarding myself. Do any 
other delegations wish to take the f l o o r in this debate? I t seems not. 

In that case I should l i k e to say a few vrords as the representative of France. 
I should l i k e to give a brief explanation in reply to a statement made a.t our l a s t 
plenary meeting by the distiiiguished representative of Iran. I hope the-t this 
explanation v ; i l l be considered as being non-polemical. The remarks made by the 
distinguished representative of Iran contained accusations against the French 
Government v/hich the l a t t e r , as I have said, regrets, and v/hich i t can ne.turally 
not accept. I v/ould add that the Committee on Disa,rm.ament does not seem to us to 
be the place f o r bringing up problems of a b i l a t e r a l cha.racter. I should l i k e to 
say that the remarks to v/hich I am r e f e r r i n g , vrith respect to the relations betv/een 
France and Iran as regards certain deliveries about which the tv/o countries had 
reached an agreement, do not correspond to the facts as v/e Icnow them, and as the 
Iranian Government too, of course, khov/s them.. The French authorities f u l f i l 
contracts they have signed, but the Iranian representative declared that they had 
refused, under various pretexts, to d e l i v e r a number of patrol boats to his covintxy. 
I should l i k e to state that e.fter the l i f t i n g of the embargo consequent to certain 
events about which you a l l knovr, the French authorities immediately informed the 
Iranian authorities tliat they v/ere prepared to hand over to them, the three naval 
vessels the construction and delivery of which liad formed the subject of à contract, 
as soon as certain f i n a n c i a l and technical problems r e l a t i n g to the contract had 
been set t l e d . The French authorities have no intention v/hatever of delaying t h i s 
delivery. That i s a l l I v/anted to say. 

l l r . AI''ERI (Iran); I v/ould l i k e to reseirve the right of my delegation to 
respond to the statement of the distinguished representative of France v/hen v/e have 
received the text of his statement, studied i t and consulted our Government. 

The С М Ш Ш Т (translated from French);- I take note of the statement of the 
representative of Iran. I f there are no other speakers, I v/ould suggest that we 
hold an informal meeting for just a very few minutes to consider questions 
concerning the pa r t i c i p a t i o n of States not members of the Committee. 

The m-oeting v/as suspended at 11.40 a.m. and resumed зЛ 11.45 a.m. 

The CHAIEMAI>f (translated from French) : We have just considered in informal 
meeting the requests submitted on behalf of three States not members of the Committe 
regarding t h e i r p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n meetings of some of the Cora.mittee's ad hoc 
v/orking groups. In accordance with our prarotice I propose to take up these request 
one after the other in chronological order. The relevant draft decisions appear 
in vrorking papers Nos. yO, 5I and 52. 
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The f i r s t request comes from Switzerland-. - The corresponding draft decision 
i s in v;orking paper No. '^0. ly' I f there e,re no obser'/ations I s h a l l consider that 
the draft'.decision i s adopted. There are no observations. 

It was so decided. 

The СаИЩуЩ-Т (translated from French); The second request is tliat of Finland, 
and the corresponding draft decision i s in v.-orhing Paper Ho. '^1.2/' I f there are 
no objections I s l i a l l consider that the dra,ft decision i s adopted. 

It -vras so decided. 

The CHiHRÎ TiN (translated from French) ; The t h i r d request i s on behalf of 
Denmark, and the corresponding draft decision i s in Working Pa,per No. 32. ¿/ I f 
there a,re no objections I s h a l l consider that the draft decision i s adopted. 

It was so decided. 

The CHiJIEI-IilN (translated from French); The next plenary meeting of the 
Committee w i l l be held, as planned, on Thursday, 26 February, at 10.30 a.m.. 

№ . ilDENIJI (Nigeria); Mr. Chairman, following the .informal meeting v/hich v/as 
held yesterday in v/hich v/e took decisions v/hich ha.ve novv been confirmed, i t a,ppears 
to me that i t v/ould be useful to request the Secretariat to prepare a transcript 
of the useful discussions which we had on the question of the tv/o additional 
working groups that v/ere proposed. I v/ould, therefore, v/ish to ask i f you v/ould 
consider the p o s s i b i l i t y of the Coimnittee requesting the Secreta-riat to make the 
transcript for d i s t r i b u t i o n , on a,n informal basis, of course. 

1/' "In response to the request of Sv/itzerla.nd /CD/1547 and in accordance v/ith 
rules 33 to 35 of i t s rules of procedure, the Committee decides to i n v i t e the 
representative of Sv/itserland to participate during 1 9 8 1 in tho meetings of the 
ad hoc vrorking groups on chem.ical weapons and on offectivre international arrangements 
to assure ncn-nuclear-v/eapon States against the use or threct of use of nuclear 
v/eapons. " 

2/ "In response to the request of Finla,nd /CD/145 and CJ)/l<^£J and i n 
accordance v/ith rules 33 to 55 of i t s rales of procedure, the Committee decides to 
i n v i t e the representative of Finland to participate during 1 9 8 1 in the meetings 
of the ad hoc v/orking groups on chemical v/eapons and on effective international 
arrangements to assure non-nuclear-vreapon Stales aga,inst the use or threat of use 
of nuclear v/eapons . " 

¿/ "In response to the request of Denmark /GD/146 and СЪ/l^'JJ and in 
accordance v/ith rules 33 to 35 of i t s rules of procedure, the Committee decides 
to i n v i t e the representative of Denmark to participate during I 9 6 I i n the meetings 
of the ad hoc v/orking group on chemical v/eapons." 
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The СНЛ.]тШ (translated from French); 1 thank the distinguished 
fimbassador of Nigeria. I presume tha,t this reciuest v.'ould not present the 
Secretariat with any p r a c t i c a l or material d i f f i c u l t i e s a,nd i t i s one, moreover, 
for which there are certain precedents vrith vrhich vre are &11 familia,r i n the 
Committee. ¥o can therefore decide that a transcript of that meeting should be 
distributed informally. 

It vras so decided. 

The CHillEl'LlN (translated from French); Are there any other comments or 
questions? It vTOuld seem not. 

The meeting rose еЛ 11.50 a,.m. 
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Г-lx. EFüJEIffilLEG (ifongolia) (translated from Rassian); Tlie I9OI session of the 
Committee on Disarmament has got o f f to a good s t a r t and, most important, i t seems 
at f i r s t glance to have struck out on a husiness-like course. In your capacity as 
Qiairman of the Committee for the month of Pehruaiy, you have m̂ ade an undeniable 
contribution tovrards achieving this state of a f f a i r s . In sincerely welcoming you as 
the distinguished representative of France, a country;- with irhich ríongolia maintains 
f r i e n d l y relations, we share j o u r concern that the Committee-should .start serious 
negotiations on the substance of the items '>n i t s agenda. 

Allovr me to express the Mongolian delegation's warm, thanics to 
Ambassador Ï. Terrefe, the distingu.ished representative of Ethiopia, under whose 
guidance the Committee successfully completed i t s l a s t year's session. 

The Mongolian delegation would l i k e to talce the opportunity to vrelcome the new 
representatives of a number of co"antries and to a,ssure them of our readiness to 
co-operate v/ith them i n accomplishing-our common tasks. 

The Mongolian People's Piepublic has alv/ays pinned ,great hopes upon the 
a c t i v i t i e s of the Committee on Disaxmamerit, and continues to do so today.''-In doing 
so i t proceeds from the consideration .that v i t a l l y important questions v/hich disturb 
the v/hole of manlcind must f i n d urgent solution v/ithin this for^jm, this m u l t i l a t e r a l 
negotiating body unique of i t s kind. The îlongolian delegation, a^/are of i t s 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y to a s s i s t i n the achievement of tangible results tov/ards the h a l t i n g 
of the arms race and the adoption of effective measures in.the sphere of ;disarmament, 
has once more embarked upon i t s continuing efforts v/ithin the framev/ork of this 
important body. 

At i t s present session, the Committee, as many spealcers have r i g h t l y pointed 
out i n the course of the general debate, i s charged v/ith special r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . 
The secondL special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament scheduled 
for 1982 imposes on a l l States, and especially on members of the Committee, a 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y to work out solutions to p r i o r i t y problems v/hich should help achieve 
progress tov/ards the curbing of the arms race. 

At the same time vre ask ourselves v/hether the Committee on Disarmament will be 
able to come to the forthcoming second special session of the General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament with concrete agreements and understandings i n the sphere 
of the l i m i t a t i o n of the arms race and disarmament, or whether i t v / i l l be obliged 
to aclcnov/ledge the absence of any r e a l advance i n the consideration of i t s agenda. 

I t i s our viev/ that the effectiveness and e f f i c i e n c y of t h i s m u l t i l a t e r a l 
negotiating bod;>'- on disarmament questions should be measured by the existence of 
positive decisions on the substance of these questions. The Committee should not 
be s a t i s f i e d with measures of a procedural and orga-nizational nature. The S ta tes 
members of the Committee v/hich are s t i l l not ready to shovr t h e i r vrillingness to 
j o i n i n the common e f f o r t should become avrare of t h e i r ¿reat.-responsibility and', 
display a ma>lmimi of p o l i t i c a l v r i l l and determination to conduct constructive 
negotiations so as to enable a positive contribution to be made tovrards '.the 
achievement of p r a c t i c a l steps i n the disarmament f i e l d . 

Together vrith the delegations of other s o c i a l i s t countries, the Mongolian 
delegation i s prepared to maice every e f f o r t to continue, to the best of i t s a b i l i t y , 
to contribute tovrards progress i n t h i s d i r e c t i o n . 
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• /л important aspect of the Committee's 1981 session f o r the iiong-olian delegation 
i s the fact that i t coincides with s i g n i f i c a n t events i n the history of present-day 
Mongolia..' Tile s i x t i e t h anniversary/ of the esta^hlislimont of the people's power i n 
Mongolia w i l l he commemorated next July.. • In the l a s t part of May w i l l be held the 
18th Congress of the Mongolian People's Sevolutiona-ry Party, which, l i k e the 
congresses of other Communist and Vfcrkers' parties of tho s o c i a l i s t countries, w i l l 
lay dovm the tasks ahead i n the spheres-of'domestic and,foreign policy for the 
purposes of strengthening the positions of socialism, preserving international peace 
and détente, developing peaceful co-operation am.ong States, h a l t i n g the arms race and 
achieving disarmament. 

The Soviet Union and other s o c i a l i s t countries, the p r i n c i p a l feature- of whose 
foreign policy a c t i v i t i e s i s t h e i r consistent and active championing of effective 
measures tov/ards the attainment of détente and genuine disavrmament, have made and 
are continuing to maJce constructive and o r i g i n a l proposals. 

I t i s already widely known to a l l that at the 2 6 t h Congress of the Communist 
Party of- the Soviet- Union nov/ taking place. Comrade L.I. Brezlmev has made a number 
of important nev/ proposals v/hich represent a further creativo development and 
expansion of the p r i n c i p a l ideas of the vfell-known Peace Programme being successfully 
implemented by the Soviet -Union together v/ith other fraternal countries of the 
s o c i a l i s t community. The new Soviet i n i t i a t i v e s are aimed at the relaxation of the 
current international tension, the removal of the threat of v/ar and the strengthening 
of v/orld peace and the security of nations. 

The measures proposed by the Soviet Union for increasing confidence be-tv/een, the 
States of the Ltircpean continent, betv/een interested coimtrics of the Par East and i n 
other regions of the world are exceptionally im.portant and timely. Their object i s 
the creation of favourable preconditions f o r progress i n the cause of disarmament. 

P i d e l i t y and consistency i n pursuit of the l i m i t a t i o n and reduction of strategic 
weapons are v i v i d l y reflected i n the Soviet union's nev/ proposals for the l i m i t a t i o n 
of the deployment of new submarines and the prohibition of the' production of nev/ 
b a l l i s t i c missiles fur such submarines and the modernization of ejdisting ones. 

We-are convinced tha.t the Soviet proposal for moratoria on tho deployment i n 
Europe of nev/ medium-range nuclear missiles by the NATO co-ontries and the Soviet Union 
i s of greal immediate significance.' The implementation of this proposal v/ould 
represent a concrete step towards curbing the nuclear arms race and the bringing 
about of m i l i t a r y detente i n Europe, 

In referring to this f a r from complete l i s t of nev/ constructive proposals by 
the Soviet Union, the i'bngolian delegation would l i k e to emphasize the importance and 
urgency of putting into effect these and many other proposals by the s o c i a l i s t 
countries, v/hich v/ould f u l l y coincide v/ith the long-term interests of a l l peoples. 

Attempts have been made in- the statements of certain delegations i n the 
general debate i n our Committee to connect the causes for the deterioration of the 
present intema-tional s i t u a t i o n with the Afghanistan and other questions, as v/as 
done at the l a s t session of the General Assembly and i n tho foiums of other 
international organizations. 
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WG are convinced that the prime cause 'for the worsening of the international 
s i t u a t i o n resides, above a l l , i n the attempt of certain ITAïO c i r c l e s to dismipt the 
e x i s t i n g m i l i t a r y and strategic balance i n favour of th e i r "position of strength", 
policy, to seek m i l i t a r y superiority by giving a new, dangerous t-wist to the arms 
race s p i r a l , stepping up m i l i t a r y preparations i n the Indian Ocean, the Persian Gulf 
and other areas of the world, sharply increasing aj^ns eirpendituro and deploying 
q u a l i t a t i v e l y new•medium-range nuclear m i s s i l e weapons on the t e r r i t o r i e s of a 
number of west European countries. 

The opponents of peace and international détente have gone so f a r as to make 
extremely dangerous plans concerned with tho " p o s s i b i l i t y " and " a d m i s s i b i l i t y " of 
waging a "limited" nuclear war and the resimiption of the production of neutron 
weapons and t h e i r deployment i n western E'-arope. 

Ihe actions of certain c i r c l e s i n the V/est aimed at creating obstacles to the 
entry into force of the new Soviet-United States strategic arms l i m i t a t i o n treaty 
are causing deep concern to world public opinion. ïhe same c i r c l e s are to blame f o r 
the marked stagnation i n a number of b i l a t e r a l and m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations. 

In the present complex international si t u a t i o n which has restai ted among other 
things i n certain d i f f i c u l t i e s i n disarmament negotiations, the Mongolian 
delegation believes that maximiom efforts should be made to achieve a l l the more 
continuity i n serious negotiations i n the disarmament f i e l d and to see to i t that 
these negotiations are constructive and e f f e c t i v e , v/e are convinced that the 
Committee on Disarmament has a special part to play, and t h a i , with this important 
aim i n mind, i t should proceed immediately to a business-like and concrete 
consideration of the items on i t s agenda. 

. The conduct of business-like negotiations undLOubtedly rea^uires a l l participants 
to display p o l i t i c a l v r i l l and determination. The Mongolian delegation's position 
on that score i s c l e a r l y and f u l l y r eflected i n document CD/'l41j j o i n t l y submitted 
at the present session of the Committee on Disarmament by the delegations of a group 
of s o c i a l i s t countries. 

I should l i k e to note that the Committee succeeded this year vrithin a r e l a t i v e l y 
short time i n adopting decisions on a mraiber of complex organisational issues, despite 
the blatant attempts made by some delegations to involve i t i n f u t i l e discussions on 
questions having no direct r e l a t i o n to the agenda. 

The problem of the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament i s 
regarded as an urgent task and deserves p r i o r i t y attention i n the vrork of our 
Committee. Prom th i s point of vievr, the Mongolian delegation continues to regard 
the s o c i a l i s t countries' proposal submitted to the Committee i n February 1979 on 
ending the production of nuclear vreapons and gradually reducing th e i r stockpiles 
u n t i l they have been completely destroyed (document CD/4) as a good basis f o r the 
conduct of m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations. 

Tlie sponsors of thai proposal have repeatedly come forvrard with explanations of 
the i r position i n response to the desire of i n d i v i d u a l members of the,Committee for 
additional information. The delegations of the s o c i a l i s t countries, i n turn, of 
course, e:•фressed t h e i r vrillingness to hear s p e c i f i c comments from thei r negotiating 
partners. I t seems to us essential that the Committee should turn from a rather 
protracted discussion of a general character to a detailed consideration of the 
substance of questions. According to i t s programme of vrork the Committee has embarked 
upon the consideration of questions r e l a t i n g to nuclear disaoiaament. However,,- at 
the present stage of our vrork vre f a i l to see any substantial s h i f t i n that d i r e c t i o n . 
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In that connection we are r e g r e t f u l l y obliged to note that there i s at the 
present stage i n the Committee's v/orky no consensus as regards tho adoption of a 
decision to sot up ad hoc working groups for the examination of items 1 and'2 of 
the agenda of the Conmiittec's present session. 

Talcing into account the important recommendations, especially ir
resolutions 3 5 A 5 2 Б and 35/152 C, made by the United Nations General Assembly at i t s 
t M r t y - f i f t h session, the Mongolian delegation i s f u l l y i n favour of s t a r t i n g real 
negotiations on nuclear disarinament. ¥e continue to support the establisllment of an 
ad_ho_c group on that problem i n application of the provisions of paragraph 50 of the 
Final Document of the f i r s t special session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament. I t i s extremely important, i n our view, tha,t e,ll the nuclear-weapon 
Powers should p a r t i c i p a t e • i n such negotiations. In that connection I should l i k e 
once again t r express our disagreement with the vieii- that craestions of nuclear 
disarmament should form the subject of negotiations solely among the nuclear-weapon 
Powers, and that i t should be l e f t to the States which are dominant i n the nuclear-
weapons sphere to talce the i n i t i a t i v e i n the reduction of t h e i r nuclear arsenals, 
while others should adopt a v/ait-and-see attitude. Such an approach to nuclear 
disarmament problems i s hardly l i k e l y to serve as a real basis f o r reaching a mutually 
acceptable solution of t h i s v e r y d i f f i c u l t problam, since i t r a d i c a l l y contravenes 
the s p i r i t and p r i n c i p l e of guaranteeing equal and i d e n t i c a l security to a l l coimtries. 

\-Is also consider i t important that the Committee should at the present stage 
consider the question of the non-stationing of nuclear weapons on the t e r r i t o r i e s of 
States where there are no such wea.pons at present.- Hie group of s o c i a l i s t countries 
has proposed that an appropriate item should be included i n the prosent session's 
agenda i n accordance with resolution 35/156 of the United ITations General Assembly 
and that consideration should be given to the setting up of ar-. ad hoc vrorking group 
on this question. In malcing this proposal v̂ e v/ere guided by tho fact that the 
Committee on Disarmament i s called upon to elabórale effective measures for the 
prevention of the further p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclea,r v/ea.pons i n any cUrection and 
the strengthening of the non-p)roliferation régime. 

As you ]niovi, the United Nations General Assembly at i t s t h i r t y - f i f t h session 
adopted a resolution recommending that the Committee on Disaamament should actively 
continue the negotiations aimed at achieving agreement and concluding effective 
international arrangements on security g'aarantees for поп-пис1эагГ-̂ !'еароп States. 
The Mongolian delegation's position on this issue v/as stated during l a s t year's 
session, u'e are i n favour of the conclusion of a m u l t i l a t e r a l convention the object 
of v/hich v/ould be to provide non-nuclear-v/eas-pon States v/ith effective assurances 
against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons, h'c do not consider individual 
declarations by nuclear-v/eapon States concerning the non-use of nuclear v/eapons 
to be a s u f f i c i e n t l y effective or v/holly r e l i a b l e means that could be q u a l i f i e d as 
"interim measures". Taking into a.cGount the proposals m.ade concerning the need for 
the adoption of interim measures, v/e sup-port tho idea that an appropriate agreement 
should bo formulated i n the form of a Security Council resolution. The ifongolian 
delegation intends to spealc on this point at a l a t e r sta^go of our v/ork. 

Tlie Mongolian People's Rep-ablic i s no less interested than others i n finding an 
immediate sol-ation to the question of the complete and general prohibition of 
nuclear-weapon tests. China's persistence i n conducting niiclear-v/eapon tests i n 
the atmosiliere i n the immediate v i c i n i t y of Mongolia's southern frontiers continues 
to arouse the profound indignation and concern of the Mongolian people and other 
peace-loving peoples. We resolutely demand from tho Gninese People's Republic 
that i t should immediately cease nucleajr-v/oapon tests i n the a,tmosphere, respect 
the rules of international lav/ nov/ i n force and constmctivoly j o i n i n the 
m u l t i l a t e r a l efforts to achieve a comprehensive nuclear-test ban. 
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¥e believe i n general that the non-partiOipation of otates, p a r t i c u l a r l y 
nuclear-weapon States, i n negotiations on questions of nuclear-disarmajnent to 
j u s t i f y t h e i r negativist attitade towards a p a r t i c u l a r intcmation£uI instrument 
i n the disarmament f i e l d does not give them the right to a:;t with impunity with 
the aim of gaining u n i l a t e r a l advantage or obtaining an individual benefit. ¥e 
thinlc that the achievement of an' effective international agreement on a comprehensive 
nuclear-test ban w i l l be d i f f i c u l t , i f not iinpossible, . i f one or t\vO nuclear-vreapon 
Povrers persistently s t r i v e to preserve outsider status. 

Ihc interests of the common cause dcanand that a l l nucloar-vrea,pon Stales should 
r e f r a i n from conducting nuclear explosions for a, specified period and should maleo 
appropriate declarations to thai effect, as the Soviet delegation proposed at tho 
la.st session of the United Nations General Assembly, ilie proposed moraitorium, vrhose 
time-frame should be agreed from the outset, should apply to a l l nuclear-vreapon 
States vrithout exception. 

'The Mongolian delegation considers i t essential thai the Committee on 
Disarmament, talcing into account the relevant General Assembly i-esolution, should 
malee the necessary efforts to establish an ad hoc vrorking group for the thorough 
consideration of the question of a comprehensive nuclear-test ban and the drafting 
of an a.ppropriate treaty, viith the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l the nuclear-weapon Pov-rers. 
I t seems to us that the consideration of this matter vrithin tho framevrork of the 
Committee should not complicate the process of the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations i n 
progress betvrecn tho Soviet Union, the United States of /jnorica and the 
United liingdom but should a s s i s t and promote t h e i r successful completion in- every 
possible vray. 

Hie' Committee on Disarmament i s the m.ost suitable body for negotiations i n 
v.rhich i t could not only ascertain vrhat further progress had been made i n tho 
t r i l a t e r a l efforts i n t h i s f i e l d but also confirm i t s a b i l i t y to adopt a decision 
mutually acceptable to a l l parties', vrith the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of the other tvro 
nuclear-vreapon Pov^rers vrhich f o r one reason or another liave not up to novr shown a 
desire to partici'pate i n "fcho negotiations i n progi-oss botvrecn nuclear-vreapon States. 

Hiere i s no doubt that i f the Committeo on Disa-rmamont as э1 present 
constituted achieves consensus i n the preparation of an international agreement 
on a comprehensive nuclear-vreapon test ban, t h i s v r i l l not only represent a l i i s t o r i c 
event i n the sense that the draft of the f i r s t international instrum.ent vrith the 
p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l the nuclear-vreapon, Povrers and other, non-nuclear-vreapon States 
w i l l have been agreed on vrithin this bod;̂ ,̂ but v r i l l also serve to create fa.vourable 
precondl'tions for the achievanent of positive decisions on other important issues 
on the'Committee's agenda, and i n p a r t i c u l a r c^uestions rela'ting to the l i m i t a t i o n 
of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. 

The I'bngolian delegation attaches great importance to 'the constructive 
examination of the question of the prohibition of the development and production 
of new types of vreapons of mass destruction and of nevr sj^stems of such vreapons. 
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The s o c i a l i s t countries have already mac,.e a. proposal for the establishment of an 
ad. hoc, group of experts on this problem and. have expressed, the i r rea,diness to 
discuss the question of the group's mandate. 

With regard to radiological weapons, one of the nevj tyi-)es of weapons of mass 
destruction, we consider that the requisite conditions now exist f o r . p r a c t i c a l work 
.to be done to reach d e f i n i t i v e agreement on a draft convention on the prohibition of 
the development, production, stockpiling and use of radiological v/eapons. .The 
Committee could, i n our viev/, direct the vrork of the ad hoc g-roup on radiological • 
v/eapons i n such a. v/ay that i t might successfully complete i t s vrork by the conclusion 
of the cu?crent session. • . 

In this context I should l i k e to r e c a l l that i n llarch 1970 the s o c i a l i s t 
countries submitted a proposal for the prohibition of neutron weapons, llie-proposal 
for the conclusion of an appropriate convention i s of consid.era.ble-importance toda;̂ '", 
as I have already pointed out, i n the l i g h t , of nev-/ attempts to revive plans, for the 
production of this l e t h a l v/eapon and i t s deployment i n a number of v/est European 
States. 

Assessing the present position i n the Ad Hoc Viorking Croup on Chemical Weapons, 
v/e share the viev/ that a certain amount of progress has been made. The pririçipal 
taslc at the present stage i s to concentrate attention on those provisions i n respect 
of v/hich a general convergence of viev/s has become apparent, and so to mo.ve forv/ard 
gradually tov/ards p r a c t i c a l agreement on s p e c i f i c formulations for- the draft .of a -
future international convention on the prohibition of,the-development, production and 
stockpiling of chemical vreapons and on t h e i r destruction. 

The I-Iongolian delegation hopes that i n the discussion of the question of. the 
elaboration of a comprehensive disarmament programme accovmt \ / i l l be talcen of the 
appeal made by the united Nations General Assembly at i t s t h i r t y - f i f t h session that • 
such a programme should be drafted v/ith a viev/ to i t s adoption not l a t e r than at 
the second, special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. 

The Mongolian delegation i s v/i.lling to continue actively co-operating with 
the delegations of other countries v/ith a viev/ to f i n d i n g constractive solutions to 
the urg.ent problems before the Committee, . 

The -СПМПШТ (translated from. French): I thanlc the distinguished'Ambassador 
of I'-fongolia for his statement and fo r the kind v/ords he v/as good enough to address 
to the Chair. 
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Ifr. ЫЕЕБЕЕ (German Democratic Eepublic): l'îr. Chairman, the delegation of the 
German Democratic Repuhlic i s g r a t i f i e d to note that the overvrhelming majority of the 
States momhors of the Committee on Disarr.ment attach foremost importance to the 
p r i o r i t y question of disarmament negotiations — the question of the cessation of tho 
nuclear arm.s race and nuclear disarmament. The peoples of the world r i g h t f u l l y 
expect tho Committee to decide urgently upon measuires which would contribute to. 
t r a n s l a t i n g into concrete agreements the provisions on nuclear disarmament contained 
i n the F i n a l Document of the f i r s t special session of the United Hâtions 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. This objective i s , as i s vrell knovm, 
also reflected i n important resolutions adopted by the United Hâtions General Assembly 
at i t s t M r t y - f i f t h session. 

The urgent necessity f o r concreto measvrres i s a,ccentuated by tho actions of 
certain c i r c l e s that have l a t e l y vrhrpped up the nuclear arms race i n order to 
develop nevr "invulnerable"• and precise vreapons. Expenditures f o r new systems of 
nuclear vreapons are soaring inmieasurably. As a consequence of t h i s , the r i s k of 
the outbreak of a nuclear vrar i s steadily increasing. The declaration of tho 
so-called Palme Commission (CD/143) introduced some days ago by the distinguished 
representative of Mejcico, Ambassa.dor Garcia Puobles, convincingly points out the 
serious consequences of the i n t e n s i f i e d nuclear arms race and, thus, deserves our 
attention. 

The German Democratic Republic, situated i n the centre of Europe at the d i v i d i n g 
l i n e between the tv̂ ro most powerful m i l i t a r y a l l i a n c e s , has been vrorking very 
a c t i v e l y f o r the safeguarding of peace i n Svirope. We are vratching vrith p a r t i c u l a r 
attention the development of events i n t b i s part of tho world. The implementation of 
NATO's decision to manufacture and deploy medium-range nuclear-missile weapons i n 
vrestern Eiu-ope vrould considerably raise the danger of a nviclear vrar on the European 
continent. Recent reports a l l e g i n g that the vrorld's biggest concentration of nuclear 
vreapons exists already novr on the t e r r i t o r y of tho vrestern neighbour of the 
German Democratic Republic have become a m.atter of great concern. Tliis deadly 
record vrould eveii bo surpassed i f the above-mentioned NATO decision vrere to be 
r e a l i z e d . I t i s obvious that such a concentration of nuclear vreapons poses a serious 
threat to a l l countries i n this region, including the Gorman Democratic Republic, 
I t cannot leave my country i n d i f f e r e n t . This tlireat i s recognized by тюге and more 
people i n Europe, and not only there. We are also concerned about c a l l s made by 
certain c i r c l e s i n the United States to declare obsolete such an important agreement 
as the Soviet-American Treaty on the Limitation of A n t i - B a l l i s t i c l l i s s i l e Systems of 
1972, or to circumvent i t by developing new vreapons. I believe' that vre a l l here are 
conscious of the im.porta.nt role t h i s Treaty plays i n assuring strategic s t a b i l i t y . 

In vievr of these alarming signs, vre f e l t p a r t i c u l a r satisfa,ction over the 
fact that one of the nuclear-vreapon States, namely, the USSR, reiterated early this 
vreek i t s v i i l l to do everything i n i t s povier to bring about nuclear disarmament. The 
German Democratic Republic vrolcomes and supports the declaration made by the 
General Secretary of the Central Committee of tho Communist Party of the Soviet Union 
and President of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR, L.I. Brezhnev, 
at the 26th Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union that the 
Soviet Union intends to continue the p o l i c y of dótente. Tliis readiness has been 
borne out by nevr concrete proposals, i n pa r t i c u l a r on the cessation of the nuclear 
arms race. Here I have especially i n mind the proposals concerning the 
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continuation of tho negotiations with tho United States on the l i m i t a t i o n and 
reduction of strategic axmamonts,.concerning the l i m i t a t i o n of the deployment of 
new submaxines and the corresponding missile systoEs, and concerning a moratorium 
on the deployment of nuclear v/eapons i n Europe. 

We f u l l y agTOG withtJio repeatedly e^ODressed viev/ that the Committee on 
Disarmament can a,nd should play a' more active part i n the efforts to- acliieve 
nuclear.disarmament. Under the prevailing conditions, a general exchange-of vdev/s 
on the pros and cons of dealing v/ith the cessation of the nuclear arms race .and 
with nuclear disarmament no longer s u f f i c e s . This subject mvist be tackled v/ith the 
seriousness i t deserves. The relevant objectives are clear; they arc contained i n 
paragraph 30 oí" the, P i n a l Docturient of the f i r s t special session of the 
General.Assembly devoted to disarmament. In the i r víorking papers, CD/4, 
aD/36/Rcv.l, CD/109 and CD/116, the Group of S o c i a l i s t States and the Group of 21 
put forward concrete proposals on the organization and substance of corresponding 
negotiations. Regrettably,,..we. are s t i l l waiting f o r a d e f i n i t e reply of the' 
western group and one, nuclear-v/eapon .State concerning the issues raised i n these 
dociiments. 

How as before, v/e believe .that the most appropriate means for making progress 
i n this f i e l d , would be the establisliment as soon as possible of an ad hoc v/orlcihg 
group on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and on nuclear disarmament. 
General Assembly resolutions 35/l52 В and 35/152 С and the above-mentioned documents 
provide the p r i n c i p a l girLdelines for.the elaboration of i t s mandate. The ad hoc 
working group should aim at i n i t i a t i n g effective negotiations v/ith the ^ 
par t i c i p a t i o n of a l l nuclear-v/eapon States. Tliis goal could bo reached i n several 
intermediary- stages. As a f i r s t step, consultations could be held v/ith interested 
States i n order to harmonize viev/s on the approach to organizational problems and to 
the elaboration of the mandate f o r the ad hoc v/orking group to be set up. A'mandate 
to be v/orked out could involve the following aspects : 

A manner of s t a r t i n g negotiationâ on nuclear disarmament; 

The c l a r i f i c a t i o n of the stages of nuclear disarmament; 

•The i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of the r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s of the nuclear-v/eapon States 
and the role of tho non-nucloar-v/eàpon States. 

In t h i s framev/ork, tho ad hoc vforldng group should s t r i v e to reach agreement 
on the hasic principles f o r negotiations on nuclear disarmament, the rela'bionsliip 
between conventional and nuclear disarmament, and questions r e l a t i n g to the 
strengthening of p o l i t i c a l and -legal guarantees f o r the security of States. 

In the course of the discussions v/hich have taken place hitherto the question 
of ending the production of fissionable material for v/eapons purposes has been 
raised. This problem should not be vuidcrestimated. But i t cannot be separated from 
the set of issues r e l a t i n g to the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear 
disarm'ament. Such an approach viould not halt the qualitative arms race. Ilev/ 
systems of nuclear v/sapons could bo manufactured even v/ith the e:d.sting stoclcpiies 
of fissionable material. Therefore, t l i i s question should be addressed by the 
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ad hoc worlcLhg group to be set up wi t l i i n the framework of paragraph 50 of the 
F i n a l Document. We express tho hope that the States advocating the cessation of fche 
production of fissionable material f o r w.o-pons purposes cou.ld go along v/ith ih s 
more comprehensive approach. 

Pursuant to resolLition 35/156 С adopted at the t M r t y - f i f th session of the 
United Nations General Assembly, the Committee on Disarmament has decided to 
consider the issue of the non-stationing of nuclear v/eapons on the t e r r i t o r i e s of , 
States v/hero there are no such weapons at present i n the contoxt of i t s agenda item 
on nuclear disarmament. 

The attainment of an appropriate a.greemont v/ould, i n ovir viev/, strengthen the 
non-proliferation of nuclear weapons and improve the conditions f o r agreeing on 
effective socurity ass-arances for non-nuclear-v/eapon States. 

An appropriate agreement should provide f o r the commitment of the nuclear-woapon 
States not to deploy nuclear v/eapons on the t e r r i t o r i e s of covintries v/herc there are 
no such vreapons at present, irrespective of vrhethor or not these countries have 
a l l i e d relations v/ith one or another nuclear-v/oapon State. Tho main elements of 
such an agreement could be defined at an i n i t i a l stage of our v/ork i n this sphere. 
We are i n favour of sotting ггр an ad hoc v/orliing group on this question. 

Concluding my statement, I v/ould l i k e to stress the v/illingness of my delegation 
to play an active part i n the ela^boration of concrete arrangements f o r solving the 
tasks i n the f i e l d of nuclear disarmament f i x e d i n the F i n a l Document of the f i r s t 
special session'of the United Nations General Assembly d-evoted to disarmament. Any 
progress i n t i l l s d i r e c t i o n , hov/ever limited i t may,be, would malcq an important 
contribution to a su.cces3ful preparation of the second special session on 
disarmament. 

I-Ir. SUIl'EBHAIES (United Kingdom); Tlx. Chairman, today I viish to refer again 
to the question of nuclear disarmanont, '..liich we are пом c>. nsidering -onder i t e _ i 2 
of our agenda. The distinguished representative of India, i n l i i s i n t e r e s t i n g and 
thoughtful statement on 3 Februar;^'", said that the nuclear-v/eapon States ov/ed a duty 
to explain t h e i r attitude to nuclear defence and nuclear disarmament. His actual 
words v/ere that v/o should explain "the inconsistencies and contradictions" of our 
p o l i c i e s . I think therefore that a responso to these comments i s i n order, 
p a r t i c u l a r l y ao the p o l i c i e s pursued by my Government are certa i n l y neither 
inconsistent nor contradictory. I also have i n mind that e a r l i e r t h i s week, i n our 
informal meeting on the p o s s i b i l i t y of creating additional v/orld.ng groups, a number 
of delegations, among which the Indian delegation v/as again prominent, called f o r 
the CD to consider i n more d e t a i l aspects of nuclear pol i c y ouch as the concepts of 
deterrence, nuclear p a r i t y and the balance of povrer. 

I s h a l l start by dealing vrith one particular' alleged inconsistency straight 
avN/ay. In his speech to v/hich I have referred, the representative of India suggested 
that there i s an inconsistency botv/een the v/eapono p o l i c i e s of tho nuclear Povíers 
and t h e i r declared pol i c y on nuclear disarmament. But, as he v / i l l laoow from, his 
ov/n country's p o l i c i o s , defence and disarmament are not i n themselves incompatible 



CD/PV.110 
15 

(Mr. Summerhaycs, United Klnfixlom) 

aims. The B r i t i s h Government takes exactly this vieví and has repeatedly committed 
i t s e l f to seeking measures of nuclear disarmament as part of a general . 
disarmament process. But my Government has alv;ays taken care to say further that 
nuclear disarmament v/ould he.neither feasible nor desirable on i t s own. On the 
contrary, v/c believe this could result i n serious m i l i t a r y , and hence p o l i t i c a l , 
d e s t a b i l i z a t i o n . For u s . i t i s a fundamental pri n c i p l e of disarmament negotiations 
that the results should not jeopardise the security of any party. Tliis i s 
recognized i n paragraph 22 of the P i n a l Document of the f i r s t special session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament, which I v / i l l quote: 

"Together v/ith negotiations on nuclear disarmament measures, negotiations 
should be carried out on the balanced reduction of armed forces and of 
conventional armaments, based on the p r i n c i p l e of undiminished sec-ority 
of the parties v/ith a view to promoting or enhancing s t a b i l i t y at a 
lower m i l i t a r y l e v e l , talcing into account the need of a l l States to 
protect t h e i r security." 

A preoccupation v/ith nuclear a f f a i r s i n the disarmament discussions has, hov/ever, 
tended to divert attention from the serious imbalance i n conventional forces i n 
Europe, v/hich i s the main obstacle to substantial conventional as v/ell as nuclear 
arms reductions by the west. 

I am not sure hov/ f a r i t i s appropriate f o r this Committee to become a forum f o r 
debates on strategic theory, but since my Indian colleague made a nvomber of comments 
about the strategy of deterrence, I think i t reasonable, as a representative of a 
country v/hicli practises nuclear deterrence, to explain thç basic concept underlying 
our p o l i c y . First,' l e t me bring this theoretical subject, dov/n to very simple terms. 
I f I see a r i s k that my house may be broken i n t o , I in s . t a l l a burglar alarm, f i n d 
myself • a goiard dog..'and then put aip a notice on my front gate advertising t h i s . I do 
not wish to hurt a possible intruder; instead, I hope that my preparations v / i l l make 
him reconsider and leave me i n peace. In other words, .1 am t r y i n g to deter him. The 
strategic p r i n c i p l e i s exactly the same — and I v/ould venture to say that i t i s a 
pr i n c i p l e on v/hich m̂ any States base t h e i r defence. Each country must consider what 
external threat i t faces and v/hat l e v e l of defence i s necessary to prevent any 
threat from developing into outright aggression. ¥e a l l t r y to achieve the same 
aim — to -pxevent v/ar. 

Let me nov: tvirn more p a r t i c u l a r l y to the situation i n Europe. The NATO alliance 
faces-a situation v/liere there i s a grov/ing conventional and nuclear potential ranged 
against i t . The basis of ош: all i a n c e i s that v/e are pledged to defend each other 
i f attacked. We threaten aggression against no one. Yet v/e perceive a threat to our 
secvrrity stemming from, both conventional and nuclear forces, and the conventional 
forces v/hich threaten us are f a r larger than those that v/e ourselves nov/ deploy. We 
reject the idea of being blaclcmailed into a choice of being destroyed i n v/ar or 
surrendering our freedom, and so we have t r i e d to f i n d a way of ensuring that we are 
not attacked. To achieve t h i s , v/e make i t clear that any possible adversary who might 
contemplate aggression against us v/ould suffer more than he could possibly hope to 
gain. 

As I said l a s t week, my- Government shares v/ith a l l other Governments a deep sense 
of horror at the appalling consequences that would flov/ from any nuclear v/ar. We 
completely accept that there could be no v/inners i n such a war. Our aim i s to ensure 
that i t never happens. So v/e must have the capability to demonstrate to a would-be 
aggressor that at whatever l e v e l ho attacked us, v/e could defend ourselves i n the most 
appropriate v/ay — conventional or nuclear. 

http://us.it
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No one need fear that v;e i n the v/est would v / i l l i n g l y take a single step to 
i n i t i a t e a v/ar — conventional or nuclear. No one need fear that we w i l l use our 
possession of nuclear weapons to impose our p o l i t i c a l objectives on- another coimtry. 
Nor that we have some misguided b e l i e f that a limited nuclear v^ar would i n some way be 
to our advantage. How could we believe such a tlxLng when i t i s our bwm homes that 
would be devastated? We need no convincing on t l i i s score. Our aim, and that of our 
a l l i e s , i s s o l e l y to prevent any r i s k of violence being exerted against us. I t i s my 
Government's b e l i e f that i n the l i g h t of the p a r t i c u l a r threat — conventional as w e l l 
as nuclear — to our security, the best way to achieve t h i s , the best way to preserve 
peace, i s by.,a. strategy of deterrence — conventional as vrell as nuclear. 

But that i s not the end of i t : othervrise vre vrould admittedly be condemning 
ourselves to an endless arms race. We hope and t r y to prevent t h i s . Hence'my 
Government's commitment to arms control and disarmament. By seeld.ng arms control 
agreements, slovi and d i f f i c u l t though the process i s , vre attempt to maintain the 
balance of forces. By seelcing m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament vre 'attempt to bring do'vrn the 
appallingly high l e v e l of armaments on both sides. V/e see deterrence and disarmament 
as both being necessary,-.and as complementary ways of securing our over-all objective 
of peace and secvirity. ' ' ' -' 

The second main contention, or contradiction, on which Г should l i k e to comment i n 
the statement by the distinguished representative of India i s that the nuclear balance 
i s inherently unstable and contains, as i t vrere, the seeds of i t s ovm imbalance. This 
i s an arguable proposition. As i n any other f i e l d of m i l i t a r y technology, there i s 
alviays an incentive to im.pr-ove equipment and thus to keep ahead of, or not to f a l l 
behind, a potentia-l opponent. This tendency to competition exists i n a l l situations of 
armed confrontation and i s not only a characteristic of nuclear armouries. V/hat i s true 
i s that as a result of this technical competition there i s a fear that the approximate 
equilibrium or balance vrhich serves as a mutual r e s t r a i n t v r i l l be disturbed. I t i s not 
d i f f i c u l t to see the danger inherent i n t h i s . I t i s a major reason f o r giving p r i o r i t y 
to seelcLng to cap the nuclear arms race.' And that i n turn i s precisely why we attach 
so much importance to the SALT process. 

Against t h i s background I should l i k e to rei t e r a t e vrhat I said at the informal 
meeting held on 23 February about the handling of these subjects i n this Committee. 
It i s ovjc vievr that as things novr stand, the only States which can participate 
e f f e c t i v e l y i n the process of capping the strategic arms race are those with the 
predominant nuclear armouries. That i s vrhy vre believe that at t l i i s stage i t i s 
sensible for. t l i i s question to be dealt vrith b i l a t e r a l l y through the SALT process. My 
Government i s , hovrever, a party to the negotiations on the question of the cessation 
of nuclear testing. 

I t i s a fundamental characteristic of negotiations of this ld.nd that they involve 
highly technical issues a f f e c t i n g the security of the participants. I t i s f o r this 
reason that my Government does not see hovr the negotiation of nuclear arms control 
agreements could i n the f i r s t instance be conducted within t l i i s Committee. I t follovrs 
from this that we do not believe that i t vrould be useful as tho i n i t i a l step to set up 
vrorlcing groups on these agenda items. Tliis certainly does not mean, hovíever, either 
that my Government i s s a t i s f i e d with the way things are or that i t i s insensiti-^e 
to the avresome r e s p o n s i b i l i t y on the shoulders of nuclear-vreapon States. 
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I-ir. TAYLHAEDAT (Venezuela) (translated from Spanish); The l a t e s t issue.of 
the monthly journal, Disarmament Times, published under the auspices of the NGO 
Disarmament Committee, carries on i t s f i r s t page,a. news item e n t i t l e d , '"Doomsday 
Clock' Advances Tovrard Ilidnight". This clock, conceived by a group of nuclear 
s c i e n t i s t s i n 1947measures the time that separates us from, nuclear disaster, 
with divisions from 12 to 0 . At the time at vrhich the nevrs item i n the 
Disarmament Times was written, as a result of the l a t e s t events that had made 
the danger of a nuclear v/ar much greater, the hands on the clock had been moved 
to four minutes to "midnight"— the day of destruction. Since then the hands 
mvist have moved s t i l l nearer to zero hour. Le.t us hope that the developments 
that hav̂ e occurred i n the l a s t tvro days liave delayed the inexorable hour of the 
end of raanld.nd by a fev/ minutes. 

International events i n recent times have higlxLighted the profound changes 
that have occurred i n the vrorld scene as a r e s u l t of the i n s t a b i l i t j ' ' of certain 
regions and the changes i n the interests and strategic objectives of the 
Superpowers and of the p r i n c i p a l m i l i t a r y Pov/ers ..generally. 

The transformation of a regional c o n f l i c t into a world c o n f l i c t i n which the 
use of nuclear v/eapons cannot be ruled out becomes increasingly l i k e l y . The most 
recent events i n different parts of the.world show c l e a r l y hovi/ delicate i s the 
balance on vrhich international peace and security depend and hovr the r i v a l r i e s 
betv/een the great Pov/ers seem increasingly l i k e l y - t o lead to a large-scale, 
c o n f l i c t . A l o c a l c o n f l i c t .which might begin as a c i v i l war or a war among 
neighbours could e a s i l y drag the great Povrers into a direct confrontation and 
subsequently into a nuclear war. 

At the same time, nevr types and systems of nuclear weapons have recently 
appeared that by their characteristics increase the probability of a nuclear vrar 
rather than consolidate the secvirity of t h e i r ovmers. The development of gviid^ed 
missiles, ever more accircate and less vulnerable, p a r t i c u l a r l y at the l e v e l of 
tac t i c a l , armaments and nevr aystems designed to prevent detection of the s i t e s 
vrhere such vreapons are i n s t a l l e d , malee the use of these nuclear vreapons ,raore 
feasible. This dangerous trend has been atimiilated by the emergence of nev/ 
doctrines of dissuasion based on the assumption tliat i t i s possible to wage a 
limited nuclear-war for some v/eeks, and .so avoid unleashing a f u l l - s c a l e nuclear 
v/ar. This assumption vre reject as completely crazy'and vre fvrrther consider i t 
absurd and dangerous. V/ho can guarantee that the - detonation of a nuclear device 
i n the t e r r i t o r y of either of the tvro combatants,,, carried by a t a c t i c a l means of 
delivery, or a .medium-range b a l l i s t i c m i s s i l e v r i l l not provoke re p r i s a l s or a 
counter-attack vrith strategic v/eapons? Furthermore, i n order to appreciate-vrhat 
a t a c t i c a l nuclear v/ar v/ould mean, i t is. enough to remember that the most , 
inoffensive of the nuclear devices v/hich. v/ould be-employed i n such a c o n f l i c t 
would i n any case be several times more powerful than the atomic bombs dropped 
on Hiroshima or Nagasalci. ibid again, in.-even a limited nuclear v/ar, not one 
but perhaps many of these devices v/ould be used. 

In the statement he .made at the 106th plenary .meeting. Ambassador Summerhayes, 
the distinguished representative of the United Kingdom, said that h i s Government 
"believes that the, only .secure route to nuclear arms control l i e s through 
negotiations betv/een the nuclear-v/eapon Pov/ers, and i n p a r t i c u l a r betv/een the 
United States and the Soviet Union". I believe no one v/ould dispute that the 
nuclear-v/eapon Pov/ers have primary r e s p o n s i b i l i t y i n the matter of nuclear -
disarmament. That i s one of the. basic p r i n c i p l e s of disarmament embodied i n the 
Fin a l Document of the" General Assembly's f i r s t special session devoted to 
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disarmament. But although we recognize, and.indeed, i n s i s t on this r e s p o n s i b i l i t y , 
г-íe.cannot agree that those States vihich hold the monopoly of povrer to destroy t h i s 
planet can also arrogate to themselves the monopoly of exclusive decision on an 
issue,in vdiich the fate of manlzind i s at stake. The right of the non-nuclear ' 
countries to demand nuclear disarmament and to i n s i s t on p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n the 
negotiations on disarmament derives precisely from t l i e i r need to ensure ,thei,r 
own survival. As a r e s u l t of the growing accumuiLation of nuclear vreapons, manlcind 
i s confronted vrith the r e a l danger of i t s ovm annihilation. 

In order to understand t h i s , i t i s enough to read^paragraph 495 of the 
"Comprehensive study on nuclear vreapons" submitted by the Secre.tary-General 
to the United liations General Assembly at i t s l a s t session, and circulated i n 
document-A/35/592. • I s h a l l venture to presume f o r a fevr moments on the patience 
of my colleagues a.nd read t h i s paragraph which i s somewhat length;^ but vrhich i n 
our opinion i s very pertinent. 

"In a nuclear vrar, the nuclear-vreapon States themselves may suffer the 
heaviest casualties and the miOst extensive damage. Hov-rever, a l l nations i n 
the vrorld vrovild experience grave physical consequences. Radio-active 
f a l l - o u t . could be a serious problem,; .especially i n covmtries adjacent to 
the belligerent States, and during-the decades affter a major nuclear vrar, 
f a l l - o u t vrould talce a t o l l of m i l l i o n s vrorld-vride, i n present and future -
generations. Even more serious than radio-active fa,ll-out, hovrever, 
vrould be the global consequences of a. large nuo-lear vrar on the vrorld 
economy and on v i t a l functions of the international community. Tho sudden 
collapse of maiiy of the vrorld's leading trading nations as vrell a.s of 
established ,mechanisms for international transactions vrould lead to profound 
.disorganization i n vrorld a f f a i r s and leave most other nations, even i f 
physically i n t a c t , i n desperate circum.stances. Vfidespread famines could 
occur,' both i n poor, developing, comi.tries and i n i n d u s t r i a l i z e d nations. . 
Those starving to death m.ight eventually outnumber the direct f a t a l i t i e s 
i n the belligerent countries. Hven non-belligerent States might enter a 
downvrard s p i r a l leading to utter ,mit-ery for t h e i r populations, and almost 
a l l vTOuld suffer a loss of standards corresponding to many decades of 
progress. Economic conditions such as these mrght trigger latent p o l i t i c a l 
i n s t a b i l i t i e s , causing upheavals and c i v i l and l o c a l vrars," ' 

B r i e f l y , no one on earth vrould escape the direct or i n d i r e c t consequences of 
a nuclear vrar. Hovr, then, can on attempt be made to deny the non-nuclear-vreapon 
countries, vrhich represent over tvro thirds of the vrorld population, the rig h t to 
participate i n negotiations vrhere vrhat i s at stalce.and vfhat i s being decided i s 
t h e i r ovm- destiny? 

Of the itoBis on the agenda of the Committee on Disarmament, the question of 
nuclear disarmament i n i t s various aspects i s undoubtedly the most important and • 
urgent. As i s stated i n the F i n a l Document of the General Assembly's f i r s t special 
session devoted to disarmament, effective measures of nuclear disarm.ament and the 
prevention of nuclear vrar have the highest p r i o r i t y among a l l disarmament measures. 
Venezuela, together vrith the other countries i n the Group of 21, considers tliat the 
Committee should undertake viitliout delay substantivre negotia.tions directed tovrards.-.. 
the adoption of concrete and eff e c t i v e measures on .nuclear• disarmament. To. the vrorld 
at large i t i s incomprehensible tliat the Com.rai±tee on Disarmament, the single • . 
m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament forum, to vrhich the members of the international community 
entrusted the task of negotiationg measures of disaimiament, should s t i l l , a fter 
tvro years' existence, not r e a l l y have begim to concern i t s e l f seriously vrith the 
most important question i n the f i e l d of disarmament—• nuclear disarmament. 
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Although we would not rule out the p o s s i b i l i t y , or the d e s i r a b i l i t y of 
negotiations on nuclear disarmaraent being held i n more limited forums, i n which, 
the countries most d i r e c t l y involved might participate, we consider that the 
Committee on Disarmament i s the most suitable forum for the preparation and conduct 
of negotiations on nucloa,r disarmament, lie therefore consider i t imperative and 
urgent that the Committee should begin to discharge i t s r e s p o n s i b i l i t y i n the 
sphere of nuclear disarmament. 

In our view, the main basis for the task to be accomplished by the Committee 
on Disarmament i n t h i s sphere i s to be found i n paragraph 50 of the F i n a l Document 
of the General Assembly's f i r s t special session, which sets forth the programme of 
action to be undertalcen i n the matter of miclear disarmament. Moreover that 
paragraph i s one of those that were adopted by consensus at the special session. 
Like the other countries i n the Group of 21, we consider that- the Committee's efforts 
should be directed tov/ards achieving the r e a l i z a t i o n of the objectives specified i n 
t h i s paragraph, v/hich are as follov/s: 

Cessation of the qualitative improvement and development of 
nuclear-v/eapon systems; 

Cessation of the production of a l l types of nuclear v/eapons and t h e i r 
means of delivery, and of the production of fissionable material for v/eapons 
purposes 5 • • . 

A comprehensive, phased programme v/ith agreed time-frames, whenever 
feasible, for progressive and balanced reduction of stoclq^iles of nuclear 
v/eapons and t h e i r means of delivery, leading to their ultimate and complete 
elimination at the e a r l i e s t possible time. 

¥e also consider that i n conducting substantive negotiations on nuclear 
disarmament, the Committee should talce due accovmt of the various concrete proposals 
v/hich have been submitted. I am r e f e r r i n g to the proposal of the s o c i a l i s t ' countries 
v/hich appears i n document CD/ZL and the proposal of A u s t r a l i a and Canada on the 
prohibition of the production of fissionable .material for v/eapons purposes, contained 
i n document CD/90. 

• S i m i l a r l y , v/e consider that, as the Group of 21 has proposed, i n the 
negotiations on nuclear disarmament the Committee shovild address i t s e l f p a r t i c u l a r l y 
to the follov/ing issues, v/hich e.re mentioned i n document CD/II6: 

( i ) The elaboration and c l a r i f i c a t i o n of the stages of nuclear disarmament 
envisaged i n paragraph 50 of the F i n a l Document, v/hich I quoted a. 
moment ago; 

( i i ) C l a r i f i c a t i o n of the issues involved i n prohibiting the use or threat 
of use of nuclear v/eapons, pending nuclear disar.mament and i n the 
prevention of nuclear v/ar; 

( i i i ) C l a r i f i c a t i o n of the issues involved i n eliminating reliance on doctrines 
of nuclear deterrence; 

(iv ) Mea.sures to ensure an effective discharge by the Committee on Disarmament 
of i t s role as negotiating body i n the f i e l d of disarmament and i n this 
context the relationship betv/een the Committee and other r e s t r i c t e d 
forums conducting negotiations r e l a t i n g to nviclear disarmament. 
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Together with the Group of 21. we have been advocating the s e t t i n g up of an 
ad hoc working g"rou.p to begin negotiations on the issues I have just, .mentioned.. . 
As w i l l be recalled, my delegation has from the beginning of the Committee's 
a c t i v i t i e s been one of the main protagonists of the establishment : of working groups. 
We h-ave maintained, and we continue to .maintain, that working groups constitute a 
form of i n s t i t u t i o n a l machinery which, as has been shoi-m i n practice, offers the 
advantage of permitting a rapid and direct dialogue in-whach, as a r e s u l t , the 
positions of countries can be less r i g i d , less intriuisigent and more con c i l i a t o r y , 
i n an atmosphere of serious end constructive work. I t i s for this reason that we 
heard viith genuine disappointment the statements made by two of the nuclear-weapon 
Powers to the effect that they did not siipport the establishment of a working group 
on the subject of nuclear disarmament. V/e hope that this position i s not 
T-mchangeable and that i n the near future these countries w i l l shov/ a readiness to go 
•along with the great majority of the m.embers of the Committee i n order to form the 
consensus necessary for the setting up of the working group. . But as I said at the 
informal meeting the Committee held l a s t Monday, v/hen this question was discussed i n 
d e t a i l , the r e j e c t i o n by these two countries of the idea of a working group should 
not prevent the Committee from discharging the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y with which i t has been 
entrusted. The Committee i s , e.s i t s ruiles of procedure state, "a disarmament 
negotiating forum". Among the questions vihich should be the subject of negotiation, 
the Committee has included i n i t s agenda the item on the cessation of the arms race 
and nuclear disarmament. The Committee i s not obliged to establish working groups 
for each of the items on the agenda. V/e believe that when, as i n the present 
instance, the Committee i s unable to achieve the necessary consensus to be able to 
proceed with the s e t t i n g up of one of these groups, the Committee.should take over 
directljr the task of conducting negotiations. 

We thinlc, therefore, that for the remainder of this part of the session, the 
Committee should, i n keeping with i t s programme of work, devote as many informal or 
u n o f f i c i a l meetings as possible to the subject of nuclear disarmament. At these 
meetings i t should g i v O a preliminary consideration to the s p e c i f i c issues set out 
i n the Group of 21 's working paper, document CD/II.6, as a f i r s t step to moving 
towards a .more advanced stage of negotiations which should be conducted di.iring the 
summer session, l e t us hope i n a working group. 

To conclude my statement, I wish to draw attention to the fervent appeal on 
behalf of nuclear disarmament that Pope John PaiuL I I has just made from Hiroshima, 
one of the c i t i e s martyred by nuclear terror. I thinlc that no place i s more 
appropriate than the Committee on Disarmament i n which to r e c a l l the following 
paragraph from the Pope's message: 

"To the Heads of State and Government, to those who hold p o l i t i c a l and 
economic power, I say, 'Let us pledge ourselves to peace through j u s t i c e , l e t 
us take a solemn decision now that war w i l l never be tolerated as a means of 
resolving differences. Let us promise the rest of manlcind that we w i l l work 
t i r e l e s s l y for disarmament and for the prohibition of nuclear weapons'." 

The Pope's message, with i t s deep s p i r i t u a l content, and with the authority conferred 
upon i t by i t s genuinely p a c i f i s t and human tenor, should be the subject of profo-and 
r e f l e c t i o n by a l l the rulers of the world and especially those of the nuclear-weapon 
Powers, whether believers or non-believers. 

The CHAIEI-IAI'I (translated from French) ; I thanlc the distinguished Ambassador 
of Venezuela for his statement and I should also l i k e to eзфress m.y goratitude for 
his very co r d i a l remarks aboiit myself. 
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"Ш. ШПО^ТиЗМАШ! (India)í l l r . Chairman, i n щ'- statement at the plenary 
meeting of-the Committee held-on 5 February'19Q1, I ratse'd certain doubts 
concerning the concept of deterrence i n a nuclear age and the unfortimate 
relationship between this concept and tho escalating nuclear arms race. In 
sharing our thoughts on t h i s question vith the Committee, \ie had hoped to be 
able to i n i t i a t e an intensive exchange of viov/s on what the famous Danish 
nuclear physicist and Fobel laureate, lie i l s Bohr, called a "perpet'ual menace 
to society".' \ie-are grateftil to the distinguished representative of the 
United Kingdom as also to others around this table for reacting to some of the 
views expressed by my delegation. Ue await the detailed comments he has 
promised on the issues raised by гге. Today, 1-h:. Chairman, with your permission, 
I would l i k e to develop further some of the ideas put forv/ard by us and also 
respond i n a preliminary way to the arguments contained i n the 'statement of my 
distinguished B r i t i s h colleague. 

Let me f i r s t of a l l talce up the points raised by the representative of the 
United Kingdom, In his statement he asserted that his Government "shares 
the deep sense of horror at the devastating potential of nuclear weapons". 
However, he went on to say that "v/e are all-too-conscious of the appalling loss 
of l i f e that a conventional v/ar can cause". I f by this he meant that v/e ought 
Ло fojcus attention on the need for conventional disarmament as v/ell, v/e are at 
one v/ith him. But I do hope that he v / i l l agree that i n terms of destructive 
pov/er^ nuclear v/eapono- are a class apart. In the v/ords of the report of the 
Secretary-General on nuclear weapons, "never before has the destructive capacity 
of v/eapons been so immediate, complete and universal". And i f the Ambassador of 
the United Kingdom agrees v/ith this judgement, then svirely-he shovxld also agree 
that the''first order of business i n any disarmament negotiations must be' the 
achievement of nuclear disarmament, 

Hov/ever, he has stated that "v/e should not give 'undue prominence to nuclear 
v/eapons", Hov/ can v/e not give undue prominence to such monstrous v/eapons bf 
mass destruction? In fact, my delegation believes that, far from giving undue 
prominence to such v/eapons, v/e have, in fact, neglected the cataclysmic danger 
they pose. In I965 Lord Chalfont, the B r i t i s h Disarmament I l i n i s t e r , i n a' 
statement before the Ы'ШС made on 19 August, quoted the following v/ords from 
ShaJcespeare's Julius Caesar; 

There i s a tide i n the a f f a i r s of men, 
VThich, talcen at the flood, leads on to fortune;; 
Omitted, a l l the voyage of t h e i r l i f e 
Is bound i n shallov/s and i n miseries. 

Lord Chalfont v/ent on to say: 

"I believe, quite simply and without any v/ish to over-dramatize the 
dangers, that mless v/e oan stop and set back the nuclear arms race 
before many moré months have passed, we may have l i t t l e to look 
forward to but shallov/s and miseries," 
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I t i s 16 years з1нее then and can ve doubt that we are indeed lookinp: 
into shallov/s and miseries? I t i s small comfort that only one-fifth of the 
world's m i l i t a r y expenditure i s on nuclear weapons. And i f we v/ish to play with 
s t a t i s t i c s , then 1 v/ould l i k e to point out that v/hen there are only fi v e 
nuclear-vi/eapon States, i t i s not such a great surprise that only 20 per cent of 
global m i l i t a r y expenditure i s on such v/eapons. Further, one should also not 
forget that'80 per cent of the t o t a l m i l i t a i T expenditure i s incurred by five 
or s i x m i l i t a r i l y s i g n i f i c a n t States, including the very same nuclear-vreapon 
States. So, i f conventional disarmament should be a m.atter of concern, i t i s 
again on these States that the major r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f a l l s . 

The distinguished representative of the United Kingdom also sought to 
j u s t i f y the doctrine of deterrence by asserting that i t s pi.u?pose i s the 
prevention of v/ar. This aim i s served, he argued, by "being seen to be able 
to defend ourselves", and hy Convincing a potential adversary that a conventional 
or nuclear attack v/ould e n t a i l r i s k s that v/ould far outv/eigh any potential 
benefits. On'the face Of i t , the argument appears reasonable. However, as I 
argued i n my e a r l i e r statement, i n a nuclear age, deterrence involves not only 
the theoretical a b i l i t y of a State to impose unacceptable destruction on i t s 
adversary, but at the same time i t s v/illingness to v/ithstand massive destruction, 
perhaps even to the point of s e l f - a n n i h i l a t i o n . Deterrence i n this context, as 
I stated, i s i n the l a s t analysis based on dangerous b l u f f . My colleague from 
the United Kingdom argues that the "policy of deterrence has kept the peace i n 
Europe for 55 years and i t remains v a l i d today". We regard this as an over
s i m p l i f i e d conclusion. . As the Secretary-General's report on nuclear v/eapons 
observes, " i t i s с truism to say that deterrence vrerks because that statement 
w i l l hold true only u n t i l history disproves i t " . And I need not comment on 
what would happen i f deterrence f a i l e d . My B r i t i s h colleague himself has 
acknowledged that even i n a lim i t e d nuclear v/ar there v/ould be no v^inners or 
losers. 

We cannot share the optimism regarding the a b i l i t y of nuclear-v/eapon Powers 
to prevent the outbreak of a nuclear v/ar. Tlie more so i f this vrere to happen by 
accident. The fact thei,t the decision to use nuclear weapons v/ould be taken at 
the highest p o l i t i c a l l e v e l does not necessarily mean that such a decision need 
be talcen v/ith appropriate caution. Human beings are f a l l i b l e .and, they are 
subject to stresses and str a i n s . Leaders at the highest p o l i t i c a l l e v e l are 
no exceptions to this r u l e . And should they turn out to be f a l l i b l e , the 
consequences of t h e i r actions v/ould be v i s i t e d upon the entire globe. Let us 
imagine for a moment that a nuclear missile from country X has been accidentally 
triggered off and i s on i t s v/ay to a target i n covmtry Y. Suppose, further, 
that the President or Prime Minister of country X gets on the "hot l i n e " and c a l l s 
his counterpart i n coimtry Y and says, "I am t e r r i b l y sorry, but one of these 
crazy nulces has been triggered off accidentally. Since this i s a l l a mistake, 
I do hope you w i l l not r e t a l i a t e " , li/hen the relations betv/een the States 
concerned are avov/edly strained and there i s l a c k of trust generally., i t v/ould 
be d i f f i c u l t to believe that the matter vreuld end there. 

I t has frequently been argued that at least i n the European theatre, nuclear 
arms control and nuclear disarmament cannot be pursued without regard to the 
conventional imbalance i n Central Europe. We do not concede this viev/ since 
in essence this means that nuclear vreapons are to serve as a substitute for 
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conventional weapons. To rephrase something that Lord Canning said many years, ago, 
weapons of the new age have been brought i n to redress the balance of the old; 
However, would^the proponents of this argument l i m i t i t s a p p l i c a b i l i t y only to 
Europe? There are several regions of the world where a p a r t i c u l a r nation maj 
f e e l threatened by a neighboia- viith larger conventional armaments and forces. 
The xDorception of threat may not be based on objective c r i t e r i a , but then 
perceptions, especially when they concern national security, very rare l y are. 
In other regions of the world, therefore, where similar perceptions of 
conventional imbalance may p r e v a i l , would the recourse to nucleaj: v/eaponry to 
redress the balance be considered v a l i d and j u s t i f i e d ? The strong suj)port for 
horizontal non-proliferation of nuclear weapons that emanates from, countries of 
Ешгоре i/ould lead us to believe otherwise. And this i s precisely because-nuclear 
vreapons cannot i n any manner bé equated to conventional"vreapons. Lilt the force 
of example i s important, and i t i s for the nuclear-weapon States and their a l l i e s 
to demonstrate that i t i s not v a l i d for other covjntries to seek to balance the i r 
conventional arms accovmts by recourse to nuclear overdrafts. 

This i s hovr vre look at some of the points raised by the delegation of the 
United Kingdom. I am v r i l l i n g to admit that the problem has to be examined i n a l l 
i t s aspects and that perhaps vre may have overlooked certain important'factors • 
rélevant to our discussion. We are v r i l l i n g as ever to be educated on this as 
vrell as other matters i n our negotiations i n the Committee on Disarmament. ' 

I vrould novflike to turn to the question of h a l t i n g the nuclear arms race. 
In my i^revious'statement, I put forv-rard the proposition that at the heart of the' 
phenomenon vras the concept of deterrence and related to that concept the notion ' 
of strategic p a r i t y . In developing this theme I would l i k e to commence by quoting 
from the report of the Secretary-General of the United Nations on a comprehensive 
study on nuclear vreapons: 

"Peace r e s t i n g on the system of deterrence has been said to 
require approximate p a r i t y or balance betvreen the forces of the States 
involved. The vievr i s held that p a r i t y ceases to exist i f one side 
acquires a ' f i r s t - s t r i k e c a p a b i l i t y ' , i . e . the capacity to deliver 
a nuclear s t r i k e against the other v/ithout r i s k i n g an intolera.ble 
r e p r i s a l . In these conditions, the general fear i s 'that deterrence can 
or may f a i l . Yet the concept of p a r i t y rests on a si t u a t i o n v/hich i s 
inherently d i f f i c u l t to evaluate. Each Superpower's nuclear arsenal 
consists of many components of different s i z e , function and importance. 
Since each of these components may be subject to constant technological 
development on both sides, but not alv/ays simultaneously, p a r i t y i s a 
process v/hose equilibrium must continuously be re-established. Hence, 
the notion of balance i s then, by d e f i n i t i o n almost, unstable." 

liy delegation has argued that reliance on the doctrine of deterrence 
inherently involves the search for superiority over a potential adversary, 
Hov/ever, even i f i t i s argued that deterrence involves merely the establishment 
of a parit y and not a search for superiority, that p a r i t y cannot be a stable one. 
In the present s i t u a t i o n , no objective and quantifiable c r i t e r i a have been found 
i n order to talœ "parity" or "balance" from the realm of subjective security 
perceptions to the v/orld of objective and mutually acceptable judgement. And the 
more complex, and sophisticated nuclear v/eapons become, the more d i f f i c u l t i t 
v/ould be to create such objective c r i t e r i a . Furthermore, i n practice, there i s 
alv/ays a tendencj'- to overestimate an adversary's c a p a b i l i t i e s v/hile -under
estimating one's ovm i n order to allov/ for miscalculation or lack of informa-tion. 
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This factor alone could keep f u e l l i n g a nuclear arms race. In a recent a r t i c l e i n 
'the Washington Post, General biajarell Taylor stated that a weapons programme to 
achieve parit y or superiority v/as "too i l l - d e f i n e d " and ir: any case, the. location 
of the f i n i s h l i n e , even i f i t i s discernible, could be changed at v / i l l by the 
adversary. Recent developments i n nuclear-v/eapon technology, including the 
testing of more accurate v/arheads and a n t i - s a t e l l i t e systems, indeed malees one 
v/ondei- i f there i s a f i n i s h l i n e at a l l i n the nuclear arms race, except the 
inexorable occurrence of v/hat i s intended to be deterred, a global nuclear v/ar. 

I t should be clear from this that the concept of p a r i t y and anj' arms control 
negotiations that are built.arovmd i t cannot therefore serve to preserve the 
peace among the nuclear-v/eapon Pov/ers. Perhaps i f a nuclear v/ar could be l i m i t e d 
to the. nuclear-v/eapon States and the i r a l l i e s alone, the rest of the world could 
hopefully s t i l l survive. Ilov/ever, as we have pointed out time and again, the 
problem of the continuing nuclear arms race and the danger of nuclear v/ar are. 
issues v/hich deeply affect the security of non-miclear-v/eapon States. I t i s 
c l e a r l y impermissible for a handful of nuclear-v/eapon States to seek to promote 
their ov/n perceived narrov/ security concerns and thereby hold the rest of the 
world hostage' to the threat of t o t a l annihilation. I t i s , therefore, both 
r i g h t and necessary that non-nuclear-v/eapon States should a c t i v e l y participate 
in negotiations to remove v-zhat i s a major and appalling threat to the i r secvu:ity. 
luclear-v/eapon States must aclmowledge these legitimate concerns of the v/orld 
commxinity. They must respond to the doubts and misgivings that have beer-
expressed i n this and other forums over the cynical pursuit of a competitive 
accumulation of ever-more sophisticated v/eapons of mass destruction. Hational 
security or the security of competing alliances can no longer serve as a pretext 
for deferring debate and concrete negotiations on nuclear disarmament. 

I t has been stated here i n this Committee that the stage has not yet 
arrived for oirc undertaking m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on nuclear disarmament. 
I v/ould l i k e to ask, v/hen v / i l l tha,t stage arrive? W i l l the proponents of such 
a viev/ enlighten us as to v/hat s p e c i f i c circumstances, v/bat s p e c i f i c developments, 
v/hat conjunction of stars wcvild malce the siti^ation ripe for m u l t i l a t e r a l 
negotiations i n the Committee on Disarmament? I t i s not enough to say that .the 
sitviation i s not r i p e . We v/ould l i k e to laiov/ as r a t i o n a l beings v/hy the 
s i t u a t i o n i s not r i p e , nov/ at this very moment? 

The nuclear-V'/eapon States have had more than three decades i n v/hich to 
deal Viith the problem of nuclear disarmament. A v/hole nev/ generation has grovm 
up and v/hat have v/itnessed i s an unrestrained nuclear arms race, the dimensions 
of v/hich have become increasingly d i f f i c u l t for the human mind to comprehend. The 
subject v/as complex to s t a r t v/ith. The main actors involved have done th e i r best 
to complicate the subject further. And at every stage, the complexity of the 
subject has been used to prevent the non-nuclear-v/eapon States from bringing thein 
j u s t i f i a b l e concerns to bear on negotiation concerning nuclear v/eapons. At the 
same time, the goal of nuclear disarmament has been pushed more and more into the 
background, v/hile arms l i m i t a t i o n and arms control have become the catchv/Ords of 
the present time. Perhaps i t v/ould be useful to r e c a l l v/hat a delegate from 
Prance, a nuclear-v/eapon State, said i n a statement to the F i r s t Committee of the'. 
United nations General Assembly on 9 November 1970 concerning the nature of arms 
control measures. I quote: 
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. "But v;ho can f a i l to see that the p o l i c y of the mastery of armaments, whether 
i t i s devoted to the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons, to their non-
dissemination i n nev/ environments, or to the l i m i t a t i o n of strategic v/eapons, 
tends mainly to cause the present sit^oation to harden, and does not 
constitute a step tov/ards true disarmament? This i s so because, on the 
contrary, i t postulates that, i n the name of the virtues of mutual 
dissuasion, stoclcpiies of armaments can be maintained at a s u f f i c i e n t l y 
high l e v e l . Is i t r e a l l y , as'.is claimed, a r e a l i s t i c p o l i c y , even i f i t 
i s considered ~ at least by the tv/c greatest Pov/ers — as tho only one 
possible under present conditions ..,? b'or v/ho would doubt the precarious 
nature of a balance that i s aluays at the mercy of a technological brealc-
through, a mistake i n calcvilation, even an a.dventurous decision, as a 
monopoly of sirmaments v/ould not necessarily ensure a monopoly of wisdom, .. 
even i n the case of the most sophisticated v/eapons. 

"Moreover, the p o l i c y of armaments control adds to the r i s k of 
vmavowed renunciation of nuclear disarmament, that of a sharing of 
power betv/een the States responsible for the balance — a sharing or 
d i s t r i b u t i o n which I'Ir. Maurice Schumann denounced recently from the 
rostrum of the United ITations General Assembly, and which he declared 
v/ould, i f we ax'e not careful, perpetuate the d i v i s i o n of the v/orld"• 

Prophetic v/ords, uttered more than a decade ago. Is i t necessary to argue the 
case further for this Committee's mdertalcing m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on nuclear 
disarmament forthv/ith, so that the r i s k of the unavov/ed i-envmelation of nuclear 
disarmament and the perpetuation of the d i v i s i o n of the v/orld into nuclear-weapon 
States and non-nuclear-v/eapon States does not become a permanent r e a l i t y ? 

Some members of this Committee have referred to the vonfavourable international 
s i t u a t i o n v/hich could inevitably affect our v/ork i n this forum, I v/ould respond 
by saying that i t i s precisely v/hen grov/ing suspicions and mistrust characterize 
the relations among the major Pov/ers, including the nuclear-v/eapon States that 
this Committee provides a forum v/here hopefully some of that suspicion and 
mistrust can be dissipated. Perhaps an exposure to the security concerns and 
genuine apprehensions of the non-nucleax-v/eapon States, especially those 
belonging to the developing v/o.rid, v/ou].d enable the nuclear-v/eapon States and 
their a l l i e s to bréale out of the narrov/ confines of the i r secvn?ity perceptions 
and becom.e av/are of t h e i r r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s to the rest of the v/orld. This 
i t s e l f v/ould have a sobering and i D o s i t i v e impact on the i r separate negotiations. 
For v/hat I argue for i s not that this Committee should supplant their r e s t r i c t e d 
negotiations but that i t should supplement them. I t i s for this reason that v/e 
recommended the s e t t i n g up of an ad hoc v/orking group of this Committee to 
consider certain concrete issues r e l a t i n g to the cessation of the nuclear arms 
race and nuclear disarmament, lie regret that v/e ha,ve so far been unable to reach 
a consensus on this proposal. For the present, therefore, my delegation v/ould 
support the suggestion that v/e schedule a s u f f i c i e n t number of informal meetings 
of the Committee devoted to this agenda item. We could begin v/ith a substantive 
examination of the report of the Secretary-General on a comprehensive study on 
nuclear v/eapons. Perhaps the f i r s t few informal meetings could be devoted to 
an in-depth discussion of chapter V of the report v/hich i s e n t i t l e d "The doctrines 
of deterrence and other theories concerning nuclear v/eapons", l/e could then 
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move on to cliapter VÏ, irhicli deals iri.th the secin:i-¡:ry- implications ox t h e continued 
quantitative increase and q i i a l i t a t i v e improvement of nuclear-v/eapon systems. 
Another round of discussions could he centred upon the main conclusions of the 
report, \ihat v/e have i n mind i s that members of the Committee, and'especially 
nuclear-v/eapon States, put forv/ard their considered viev/s on each of the 
chapters, explaining v/hy they agree or disagree v/ith the observations contained 
in the report. By commencing our discussions i n this manner, v/e may,be able 
to impart a degree of s p e c i f i c i t y to our debate. \/e could then structure our 
subsequent negotia.tions on the basis of the preliminary examination of the 
main issues involved, -I hope tha,t this very modest proposal v / i l l f i n d favour 
v/ith a l l members of the Committee. 

This month i n Nev/ Delhi the Conference of Foreign Ilinisters of the 
non-aligned States observed the tv/entieth anniversary of the f i r s t Conference of 
Heads of States and Governments of Non-Aligned Countries v/hich had issued a 
Declaration i n v/hich they had stressed the danger posed by nuclear v/eapons and 
calle d for "the t o t a l prohibition of the production, possession and u t i l i z a t i o n 
of nuclear and thermonuclear arms and bac t e r i o l o g i c a l and chemical weapons as 
v/ell as the elimination of equipment and i n s t a l l a t i o n s for the delivery and 
placement and operational use of v/eapons of mass destruction on national 
t e r r i t o r i e s " . I-Iay v/e hope that these vi/ords v / i l l be heeded at least nov/ by 
the nuclear-v/eapon Pov/ers and w i l l engage especially the attention of members of 
this Committee, v/hich i s the only mvfLtilateral negotiating body i n v/hich such an 
agreement can be reached? 

To conclude, I v/ould l i k e once again to emphasize that unless v/e are able 
to make some progress i n the most vtcgent of items on our agenda, the Committee's 
c r e d i b i l i t y as a m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating body v / i l l suffer irreparable harm. 
Let us do everything possible, therefore, to ensure that v/e go to the second 

- S p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament v/ith some tangible 
results i n this area and d.emonstrate that v/e have not neglected v/hat the 
f i r s t .special session considered to be a problem affecting the very survival of 
mankind. 

l i r . SOIJPRAPTO (Indonesia): l i r . Chairman, addressing myself to the second 
item of our agenda "Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament", 
may I begin by r e f e r r i n g to the f i n a l Declaration of the Revievr Conference of 
the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons of 
May 197.5 - W h i c h states, i n t e r a l i a , as f o l l o v r s : 

" l / l i i l e welcoming the various agreements on arms lim.itation and 
disarmament elaborated avnd concluded over the l a s t fevr years as steps 
contributing to the implementation of a r t i c l e VI of the Treaty, the 
Conference expresses i t s serious concern that the arms race, i n 
pa r t i c u l a r thé nuclear arms race, i s continuing unabated. 

• The Conference therefore urges constant and resolute e f f o r t s 
by each of the Parties to the Treaty, i n p a r t i c u l a r by the nuclear-
weapon States, to achieve an early and effective implementation of 
a r t i c l e . V I of the Treaty," • . 

file:///ihat
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During the years that have followed, since the adoption of the said Declaration, 
there has been an increasing concern on the part of the•international conmiunity i n 
general and the developing nations i n p a r t i c u l a r due to the fact that, despite the 
Declaration referred to, the nuclear arms race has continued to talce place, not 
only quantitatively hut also q u a l i t a t i v e l y , as a re s u l t of technical innovations 
that have led to the q\ialitative impi-ovement and development of nuclear-weapon 
systems. 'The nécessiter of the fulfilment of balanced obligations'and 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s on the part both of nuclear-v/eapon States and of non-nuclear-
weapon States for the attainment of the tv/o-fold purposes of the liPT, namely, 
the prevention of the emergence of additional nuclear-v/eapon States (envisaged 
i n a r t i c l e II) and to reduce and eventually eliminate nuclear v/oapons ( a r t i c l e V l ) , 
v/as emphasized, three years after the f i r s t 1ÍPT Pteviev/- Conference, by the 
General Assembly at i t s tenth special session, held i n 1978 (para. 65 of the 
Pinal Document). 

When the iparties to the ITPT met again i n August l a s t year, the developing 
States parties to the Treaty p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n the Conference, a l l of them 
non-nuclear-weapon States, did not hide their disappointment at the continued 
non-implementation of the provisions of a r t i c l e VI of the Treaty"by the 
nuclear-v/eapon States parties to i t , despite the tv/o instruments I refer-red. to 
e a r l i e r (the Pinal Declaration of the f i r s t HPT Reviev/ Conference, of 1975? and 
the P i n a l Document of the special session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament, of 1970)-

Talcing a close look at the pertinent provisions of various documents 
r e l a t i n g to the questions of the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear 
disarmament, such as paragraph 50 of the F i n a l Docimient of the tenth special 
session of the General Assembly, the Committee's report to the General Assembly 
at i t s t h i r t y - f i f t h session (A/35/27, paras. 37-44) , paragraphs 7 (a) and (b) 
and 14 (a) of General Assembly resolution 35/46 on the Declaration of the 1980s 
as the Second Disarmament Decade, paragraph 3 of resolution 35/152 Б and 
paragraph 2 of resoliition 35/152 C, the endea,vours aiming at the .cessation 
of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament su^ggested i n those documents 
could perhaps be l i s t e d as follov/s: 

1. With regard to the e x i s t i n g nuclear v/eapons, the endeavottrs 
suggested consist of: . 

(a) Reduction of nuclear v/eapon з1ос1ф11ео; 

(b) Limitation of nucleeir v/eapon 81ос1ф11ез. 

2. . Regarding the ongoing process leading to increases i n the quality 
and quantity of nuclear v/eapons, the proposed endeavo-urs include: 

(a) Cessation of the qualitative improvement and development 
of nuclear v/eapon system.s5 
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(b) Cessation of produotion of nuclear weapons and their 
means of delivoryг 

(c) Cessation of xu-oduntion of fissionable material for 
• weapon pmrposes, 

3 . The tasks to he performed hy the Committee on Disarmament during 
i t s 1931 session consist of: 

(a) Commencing negotia-tions on the substance of the 
problem of the cessation of the nuclear arm.s race 
and nuclear disarmament? 

(h) Undertaking consultations to consider, int e r a l i a , 
the establishment of an ad hoc v/orking group5 and 

(c) I f such an ad hoc v/orking group could eventually be 
established, beginning negotiations on the follov/ing 
questions : 

(1) The stages of nuclear disarmament (envisaged i n 
paragraph 50 of the F i n a l Document of the tenth 
special session of the General Assembly) v/hich 
comprise : 

(a) Elaboration of the envisaged stages;; 

(b) C l a r i f i c a t i o n of the said stages; 

(2) I d e n t i f i c a t i o n , i n the process of achieving raiclear 
disarmament, of: 

(a) The r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e o of the nuclear-v/capon 
States; and 

(b) Tlie role of the non-nuclear-v/eapon States. 

In the viev/ of my delegation, the issues I have just l i s t e d may perhaps be 
used as a basis for the further v/ork of our Committee i n dealing v/ith item 2 of 
i t s agenda. But since this Committee i s a negotiating body, and since negotiations 
can be conducted most e f f e c t i v e l y i n v/orhing groups, i t i s therefore the hope of 
my delegation that an ad hoc v/orking group on the subject could f i n a l l y be 
established, i f not immediately then perhaps at a l a t e r stage of the current 
session. 

Reportedly, there may e x i s t today some 50,000 nuclear v/eapons i n the vforld's 
arsenals, v/ith a combined e:cplosive pov/er of more than one m i l l i o n Hiroshima bombs, 
representing not less than 3 tons of TÎ T for every individua .1 i n the v/orld. I f 
the nuclear arms race i s not halted and i f nuclear disarmament i s not attained 
the viorld v / i l l therefore be confronted v/ith a most serious danger, one unprecedented 
i n the history of manlcind. 
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Mr. DI MOHTEZmOLG ( i t a l y ) (translated from French); I have asked for- the 
f l o o r today i n order b r i e f l y to introduce working paper CD/155. dated 
24 February 1981, on behalf of :лу delegation. 

This working paper represents a f i r s t contribution by the I t a l i a n delegation 
to this year's гтогк on the elaboration of tne comprehensive programme of 
disarmament. I t contains a text which w i l l , we hope, be of use i n the drafting 
of the section of the comprehensive progranmie entitled "Objectives". 

We submit' i t today so that i t may be placed immedia.tely at the disposal of 
the Ad. Hoc Working Group which i s meeting this afternoon. 

In drafting i t , my delegation took into account, of course, l a s t year's 
conbributions on the same subject by other delegations, i n p a r t i c u l a r those of 
Mexico, Pakistan and Czechoslovakia. 

It has not f a i l e d to seek common ground with those contributions, even as 
regards actual wordings. 

I do not think there i s any need for additional comments; however, I should 
l i k e to stress the concept contained i n the f i r s t paragraph of the paper i n question, 
namely, that i t shovild be one of the objectives of the comprehensive programme of 
disarmament, whose elaboration has been entrusted to our Committee, to pursue 
simultaneously the tv/o approaches which have, from the beginning, marked the 
international community's disarmament efforts — the one aim.ed at promoting general 
and complete disarmament and the other aimed.at achieving s p e c i f i c and limited measures. 
This idea'derives, moreover, from paragraph IO9 of the Fi n a l Doc-oment v/hich states; 
"Negotiations on general and com.plete disa.rmament s h a l l be conducted concurrently 
with negotiations on p a r t i a l measures of disarmament. ¥ith this purpose i n mind, 
the Committee on Disarmament v / i l l und.ertalce the elaboration of a comprehensive 
programme of disarmament ..." 

The I t a l i a n delegation has always had a specia?. interest i n the elaboration 
of a com.prehensive programme of disarmament. In his statement at the plenary 
meeting held on 3 February l a s t , Mr. Speranza, our Secretary of State for Foreign 
A f f a i r s , explained the reasons for that inte r e s t . For many countries, including 
my ovm, the c r i t e r i o n of balance i n the disarmament process i s a fundamental one, 
and one of the p r i n c i p a l attractions .of a programm.e which sets out to be comprehensive 
consists precisely i n the p o s s i b i l i t y of -adopting a balanced approach which minimizes 
the r i s k s of i m i l a t e r a l advantages at every stage of the disarmament process and 
guarantees that every step forward s h a l l correspond to the same logi c of balance 
and s t a b i l i t y . 

I"Ir. MALITA (Romania) (translated from French); In my statement today, I would l i k e 
to put forward some observations'of the Romanian delegation on the agenda item 
concerning the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. 
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Romania has always maintained that the outlawing of nuclear weapons, the 
h a l t i n g of t h e i r production and the l i q u i d a t i o n of e x i s t i n g stocks are a 
fundamental requirement of international l i f e and that, cor-sequently, nuclear 
disarmament negotiations must have the highest p r i o r i t y i n our Committee. 

P r i o r i t y for nuclear disarmament i s required hy the very nature of these 
v/eapons — v/eapons of mass destruction — i n fact, the absolute v/eapon of t o t a l 
annihilation. A-concern to eliminate the m.ost deadly v/eapons from the arsenals 
of States has always been at the core of an elementary human reaction, that of 
ensuring surv/ival. 

The urgency of such measures has been recognized by the United Nations i n more 
than 100 resolutions, beginning with resolution 1 ( l ) oí 24 Ja^ííRTj 194б, víhich 
spoke of the elimination of atomic weapons from the arsenals of a l l States. 
However, i t has never proved possible to i n i t i a t e m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on 
the subject of nuclear vreapons. That i s vrhy the Romanian delegation considers 
that our Committee has an exceptionally important task before i t . 

We do not wish to repeat here the well-founded arguments that the non-nuclear-
weapon States have invoked i n support of t h e i r demand that negotiations on nuclear 
weapons should begin without further delay. 

The dangers imposed on those States as a result of the existence of stoclcs of 
nuclear weapons, held by others — v/eapohs over which they have no control — the 
b i t t e r d i v i s i o n that such weapons create i n an already divided world which aspires 
to eq.uality, t h e i r role as a means of pressure and threat and t h e i r negative 
influence on the- peaceful uses of the atom of which the whole world, i s i n need. — 
these are only some of the reasons to which a va.st l i t e r a t u r e has been devoted. 

Negotiation has, hovrever, a fundamental rule, vrhich i s , that an attempt must 
be made to understand and. study the arguments of the other parties to the 
negotiation. Wiile having no pretension to reasoning i n the place of others, i t 
appears to us useful to r e c a l l that the commencement of ne¿;otiations would, to a large 
extent meet the interests of a l l countries, nuclear and non-nuclear a l i k e , even i f 
t h e i r attitude as to a desire to negotiate i s not the same. 

F i r s t l y , negotiations provide an opportunity for the nuclear covmtries to 
f u l f i l a moral, and, f o r some of them a le g a l obligation towards the rest of the 
world, . Reference has r i g h t l y been made i n this connection to the undertalcings 
assumed under a r t i c l e VI of the non-proliferation Treaty. The present position 
v/ith regard, to nuclear vreapons i s based on an undertaking to continue i n good f a i t h 
negotiations on effective measures to halt the arms race at an early date. 

. Secondly, i t i s obvious that the unanimously recognized threat of nuclear-
vreapons i s no less f o r those who possess, and stockpile them. - We are given assurances 
about the safety of handling such weapons despite proof to the contrary and d.oubts 
based on elementary calculations of r i s k which highlight the danger of accidents, 
errors and miscalculation. In our opinion, i t i s necessary to deal openly with 
these subjects. 
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Thirdly, no weê pon has shown such a propensity for growths Despite the 
claim that the aim i s to maintain a balance, this i s constantly being pushed to 
higher l e v e l s , with no l i m i t i n sight. The development of nuclear v/eapons shows 
no pause^ Moreover, teciinological improvements-, and more particula.rly electronic 
irmovations c l e a r l y have a d e s t a b i l i z i n g effect. 

I t has been asked v/hether the balance could not be maintained at lower l e v e l s . 
\/here can t h i s theme of vmiversal interest be discassed? 

The argument,of a l i n k betv/een nuclear and-conventional arsenals and of the 
fact that these two elements are insepar-able for the security of certain States 
has also been advanced,. Our dele,ga-tion does not deny the existence of a linlc 
betv/een nuclear and conventional v/eapons ̂  But v/e believe that this fact should be 
the subject of a discussion with a view to elucidating a l l the implications. The 
bald, statement of the fact without any consequent action merely strengthens the 
arguments of other States f o r undertaking the production of nuclear weapons i n order to 
ensure t h e i r security. 

Lastly, many references have been made to the complexity of disarmament. Our 
delegation i s f a r from minimizing the complexity of the subject. But Romania 
has always maintained that international questions, no matter how d i f f i c u l t , can 
and must be settled through negotiation and t a l k s , for we believe that there i s no 
alternative i n the nuclear age. Consequently, the complexity of nuclear disarmam.ent, 
i n our viev/, c a l l s for negotiations on the subject to be started without further 
delay, without indefinite postponement. 

¥e have not put forward a l l these arguments with a view to ignoring other types -
of reasoning but rather to stress the indisputable fact that they represent s p e c i f i c 
questions which c a l l for an adequate approach with the instruments that are 
appropriate to any negotiation. 

For a l l these reasons,, our delegation considers that there are no v a l i d 
arguments against the start of negotiations on nuclear disa,rmament. Moreover, the 
Committee on Disarmament, i n v/hich a l l the nuclear-weapon States are represented, 
together with a number of non-nuclear-v/eapon. States, offers the most appropriate 
forum for the conduct of such negotiations. Specific proposals on this subject 
have been put forward by the s o c i a l i s t countries; i n document CD/4, and by the 
countries members of the Group of 21, i n docrunent CD/II6, as well as by other 
delegations. Other ideas ma.y and, we a.re convinced, v / i l l appear during the 
negotiations. 

A l l these arguments favour the establishment of a v/orking group on the cessation, 
of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament at the Committee's present session. 

The terms of reference of such a £p:oup could- include the holding of a broad, 
exchange of views and opinions on v/ays of i n i t i a t i n g negotiations on nuclear 
disarmament i n the Committee. This i s a l l the more necessary i n that, as we have 
already seen, a number of delegations have raised questions v/hich, i n the i r viev/, we 
should take up i n order to f a c i l i t a t e the start of negotiations on nuclear matters. 
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I t i s quite obvious that such a dialogue cannot take place solely at plenary 
meetings, where the only working instrument i s the presentation of positions by 
means of statements. Per the achieveme.':t of our aims, a real dialogue i s necessary, 
and persevering and informal work, and i t was for this purpose that the negotiating 
groups were set up. 

As we have already had occasion to state, the Romanian delegation does not 
consider the establishment of a working group as an end i n i t s e l f . V/e regret the_ 
fact that some delegations attach a special connotation to what ought to be a simple 
organizational decision. The Romanian delegation i s of the view that a request by 
any delegation f o r the establishment of such a group on the items on the agenda 
cannot be refused. V/e fir m l y support the idea of establishing a working group on 
the cessation of nuclear-vveapon tests. On this subject, as on.that of nuclear 
disarmament, we cannot agree to the Committee's again this year putting off the 
sta r t of a structured a c t i v i t y . 

It i s our d.uty to tackle these questions and t r y to go into t h e i r substance. 

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

V/e also propose the organization, under the auspices of the Chairman of the 
Committee, of a mmiber of informal meetings with the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of experts, 
during which each State member of the Committee should have an opportvmity to submit 
i t s vievra on s p e c i f i c questions r e l a t i n g to the start of negotiations on nuclear 
disarmament i n the Committee. A constructive dialogue on this subject, imbued with 
a sincere desire to i d e n t i f y the real obstacles i n the way of such negotiations, 
would constitiite a valuable contribution by our Committee to the s t a r t i n g of the 
process of nuclear disarmament. 

There i s no need to emphasize here the special importance that an affiimatlon of 
the p o l i t i c a l w i l l to negotiate measures of nuclear disarmament would have i n present 
international conditions. Not only would t h i s i n no way affect the m i l i t a r y balance 
but, on the contrary, i t would be l i k e l y to contribute to a strengthening of mutual 
p o l i t i c a l and m i l i t a r y confidence. 

Per i t s part, the Romanian delegation i s prepared to malee a contribution to the 
i n i t i a t i o n of t h i s process. The ideas put forward i n th i s statement are preliminary 
i n nature. V.̂e are ready to consider any other working p o s s i b i l i t y that may be 
advanced with a view to mobilizing the constructive efforts of a l l members of the 
Committee. 

The CHAIR̂ 'IAN; (translated from French) I thank the distinguished Ambassador of 
Romania for his statement. I t i s now 12.55 p.m.. but we have a further request from, 
a delegation which wishes to malee a statement i n plenary, and I was hoping to take up 
three p a r t i c u l a r points with you, very b r i e f l y , at an informal meeting. • If you agree, 
we could go into an informal meeting now for just a few minutes. I suggest that we 
resume t h i s plenary meeting or hold another, very short one, at 3 p.m., and i f our 
distinguished colleague fromi Mexico so agrees, that meeting would be followed immediately 
about 20 minutes l a t e r , by the meeting of the V/orking Group of which 
Ambassador Garcia Robles i s Chairman. 
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I-Ir. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish); Mr. Chairm.an, as you 
Imow, the Working Group of which I have the honour to he the Chairman has a s t r i c t 
schedule: i t must f i n i s h i t s work i n time f o r the comprehensive programme to he ' 
ready f o r consideration by the General Assembly at i t s second special session 
devoted to disarmament. The Working Grotip has only one meeting per week. I 
would therefore suggest that i f i t i s necessary to resume this meeting or hold an 
extra meeting, . this could be done tomorrow m.orning. I believe that the Working 
Group on Radiological Vfeapons, vrhich i s the one that i s to meet tomorrovr morning, 
i s i n a much better position than the Group of which I have the honour to be the 
Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAÎ T (translated from French); I thank i'imbassador Garcia Robles for 
his statement. I thinlc vre r e a l l y need to s e t t l e a fevr points a.t once i n inform.al 
meeting. Of course there i s no reason why — I am i n the hands of the Committee 
i n this matter — we should not hold the brief plenary meeting I am. suggesting 
tom.orrow morning, i f Ambassador Komives so agrees. In fact, hovrever, for this 
afternoon, i t vrould be a matter of hearing tvro statem.ents which vrould be short 
and would certainly not dela.y the vrork of the Group presided over by 
Ambassador Garcfa Robles very much. If the Committee agrees, can vre meet i n 
plenary meeting for a short time tomorrow at 10.30 a.m.? I am anxious that we 
should not spend more time discussing how v-re are gT)ing to discuss than i n discussing 
what we have to discuss. 

Mr. ISSRABLYAH (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) (translated from Russian); 
I propose that we now close the formal meeting and go into an informal one to consider 
these questions and also to decide the question of the next plenary meeting.' I 
wonder r e a l l y i f anything i s s u f f i c i e n t l y urgent to interfere with the vrork either 
of the Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament or of the 
Working Group on Radiological VJeaponsi perhaps vre might discuss this point at the 
informal meeting and request the delegation which has not had time to speak to .do 
so on Tuesday and to make i t s statement then. 

The meeting was suspended at 1 p.m. and resumed on Friday, 27 February 19B1, 
at 3 p.m. 

The CHAIRMAN (translated from. French); I declare open the 110th plenary meeting 
of the Committee on Disarmament. At our informal meeting yesterday, the 
Committee agreed on a draft decision concerning the pa r t i c i p a t i o n of the representative 
of Norway i n the meetings of the Working Group on Chemical Weapons. The Secretariat 
has distributed this draft decision i n Working Paper No. 34. I f there are no 
objections or comments, the Chair vñll note that there i s consensus i n this connection. 
There are no comments. 

I t was so decided. 
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statément I mentioned that the ËgyptlaTn'constitutional organs had'agreed to 
r a t i f y the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear V/eapons. I am now 
happy to inform you that yesterday. 26 February 1981, i n the c i t y of London, 
the instruments of r a t i f i c a t i o n were deposited with the Government of the 
United Kingdom. On that occasion, the Egyptian Ministry of Foreign A f f a i r s 
issued an o f f i c i a l statement \jhich I requested you, Ihr. Chairman, to have 
circulated as an o f f i c i a l docum.ent of the Committee on Disarmament; I thank you 
for complying with that request. 

Egypt, v;hich \;as one of the f i r s t States to c a l l for the speedy conclusion 
of thgit Treaty, played a constructive role i n the preparatory negotiations i n 
Eighteen-Nation] Committee on Disarmament here i n Geneva. Egypt was-al-so -
am.ong the f i r s t States to sign the Treaty v;hen i t wa,s opened for signature on 
1 July 1968. Our r a t i f i c a t i o n of that Treaty i s an affirmation of our b e l i e f , 
which i s shared by many others, that i t i s necessary to put an end to the 
p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear weapons vAich are threatening the security of manlcind. 

In taking t h i s step and accepting the obligations a r i s i n g out of i t s 
adherence to the Treaty, Egypt hopes that the nuclear-v/eapon States v / i l l also 
meet, th e i r obligations. In this connection, I would l i k e to draw your attention 
to the reference made i n the statement of the Egyptian Ministry of Foreign A f f a i r s 
to the obligations of the nuclear-weapon States under the terms of a r t i c l e IV of 
the Treaty. I quote: 

"Egypt's commitment by virtue of the provisions of the 
Non-Proliferation Treaty to r e f r a i n , i n any v/ay, from acquiring or 
manufacturing nuclear v/eapono shall not impair i t s inalienable right 
to develop and use nuclear energy foï" peaceful purposes, i n conformity 
with the provisions of a r t i c l e IV of the Treaty, v/hich affirms the 
inalienable right of a l l the parties to the Treaty to develop 
research, production and use of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes 
without discrimination. The stip u l a t i o n of that righ'^ i n the Treaty 
i t s e l f .is.^-.in fact, a codification of a-basic hujnan r i g h t , which can 
neither be waived nor impaired. 

From th i s premise, Egypt also views with special attention the 
provisions of a r t i c l e TJ of the Treaty c a l l i n g on the parties to the 
Treaty v/ho are i n a position to do so to co-operate i n contributing to 
the further- development of the application of nuclear energy for 
peaceful purposes, especially i n the t e r r i t o r i e s of non-nuclear-v/eapon 
States parties to the Treaty, \¡iih due consideration for the needs of 
the developing areas of the world." 

V/ith regard to a r t i c l e V of the Treaty, the statement notes, that; 

"Within the framework of the rights provided for i n the Ti-eaty for a l l 
parties thereto i n as far as the use of nucleai' energy f o r peaceful purposies 
i s concerned, Egypt wishes to re f e r to the provisions of a r t i c l e V of the 
Treaty, v;hich state th^t potential loenefits from any peaceful applications 
of nuclear explosions w i l l be made available to non-nuclear-weapon States 
party to this Treaty." 

file:///jhich
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Regarding the obligations of nuclear-\/eapon States with respect to the 
cessation of the nuclear arras race, nuclear disarmanBnt and the achievement of a 
comprehensive ban on iiuclear tests, the statement goes on to say: 

"Egypt v/ishes to express i t s strong d i s s a t i s f a c t i o n at the nuclear-
weapon Sta.tes, i n p a r t i c u l a r the two Stiperpowers, cause of the i r 
f a i l u r e to take effective measures re l a t i n g to cessation of the nuclear 
arms race and to nuclear disarmament. Although i t welcomes the 1972 and 
1979 Strategic Arms Limitation Treaties, known as SALT I and SALT I I , 
Egypt cannot but admit that tho Treaties have f a i l e d to bring about an 
effective cessation of tho nuclear arms race, quantitatively and 
qualitcutively, and have even permitted the development of a new generation 
of vioapons of mass destruction. 

"Moreover, i n spite of the fact that m.ore than 17 years have elapsed 
since the conclusion of the 19бЗ Treaty Banning ITuclear Weapon Tests i n 
the Atmosphere, i n Outer Space and" Under V/ater, the nuclear-weapon States 
are alleging that various d i f f i c u l t i e s s t i l l stand i n tlie way of a 
permanent ban on a l l nuclear-weapon tests, when there i s only need for a 
p o l i t i c a l w i l l to achieve that end. 

"Consequently, Egypt a v a i l s i t s e l f of this opportunity, namely the 
deposit' of i t s instruments of r a t i f i c a t i o n of the Treaty on the 
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear V/eapons, to appeal to the nuclear-\;eappn. 
States parties to the Troaity to f u l f i l t h e i r obligation whereby the 
nuclear arms race w i l l be stopped and nuclear disarmament achieved. 

"Egypt also c a l l s upon a l l nuclear-v/eapon States to exert a l l possible 
e f f o r t s so as to achieve a pernianent Тип of a l l nuclear-v/eapon tests at ' 
an early date. This v ; i l l bring to an end the development and manufacture 
of nevi types of \;eapons of mass diestruction, inasmuch as the cutoff of 
fissionable material for m i l i t a r y purposes v / i l l curb the quantitative 
increase of nuclear v/eapons • " 

In addition to the above, there are t\/o issues to which I would l i k e to 
refer i n spite of the fact that tliey are not tlie subject at present under 
consideration by the Committee. These t\,!0 issuesj namely, international 
assurances to non-nuclear-weapon States and 'tlie establislmBnt of a nuclear-\/eapon-free 
zone i n the Middle East, are d i i e c t l y related to and have a positive impact on the 
cessation of the nuclear arms race. I quote from, tlie statemonts 

"As regards the security of non-nuclear-v/eapon States, Egypt deems 
that Security Council resolution 255 of 19 June 19b8 does not provide 
non-nuclear-v/eapon States witli a genuine guarantee against the use or 
threat of use of nuclear weapons by nuclear-v/oapon States. Egypt 
therefore appeals to the nuclear-weapon Lta'fces to exert t h e i r e f f o r t 
with a view to concluding an agreement prohibiting once and for a l l tlie 
use or threat of use of nuclear v/eapons against any Sta'fce. 

"In t h i s respect, Egypt expresses i t s great eatisfaction v/ith the 
united Nations General Assembly resolution adopted l:y consensus at i t s 
t h i r t y - f i f t h session i n v i t i n g the countries of the Middle East, pending tlie 
establishment of a nuclear-v/oapon-free zone i n 'the area, to declare solemnly 
thei r support for the achievement of this objective, that tliey v ; i l l r e f r a i n 
on a reciprocal Toasts from producing, acquiring or possessing nuclear 
v/eapons, a.nd to deposit the i r declarations with the United Nations 
Security Council." 
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In our view, the оstahlishment of a nuclear-v/eapon-free zone i n the 
Middle East v/ould represent a tangible contribution tov/ards the achievenient of the 
over-all oh je ctivo namely, the cessation of the nuclear arms race. This step 
v/ould also contribute toi/ards the achievement of peace aaid prosperity,for tho 
peoples of the region of the Middle East. Me hope that the nuclear-v/eapon States, 
together v/ith a l l tho other States concerned, v / i l l support these endeavours. 

At the same time 5 v/e believe that the provision of effective security 
guarantees w i l l also encourage other States to adhere to the Hon-Proliferation 
Treaty. 

In conclusion, I \/ould l i k e to refer to a point v/hich \/e regard as es s e n t i a l , 
namely, that v/o on th i s Committee have a ope c i a l ' r e s p o n s i h i l i t y as the body to 
which the General Assembly of the United lb tiens has assigned the task of 
conducting the necessary negotiations i n connection u i t h the cessation of the 
arms race and the achievement of disarmaiment,. , Since the international community 
attaches high p r i o r i t y to the tv/o topics for discussion under the f i r s t and 
second items of our agenda, we have the additional r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of ensuring 
progress i n those t\/o f i e l d s . 

Although the important negotiations which are taking place among the 
nuclear-v/eapon States are indispensable i f there are to be any real achievements 
i n the f i e l d of disarmament., they do not absolve t h i s Committee of i t s 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y und.er the terms of resolutions adopted by the General Assembly of 
the United Nations. 

The useful negotiations conducted within the framework of the v/orking groups 
established l a s t year prove .the v a l i d i t y of the argument that v/orking groups 
constitute the most appropriate method of negotiation i n connection v/ith the . 
items on our agenda. We therefore telievo that the establishment of tv/o 
v/orking groups on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and the prohibition of 
nuclear tests, as called f o r by the Group of 21, v/ould provide us v/ith the 
machinery v/hereby v/e v/ould be able to f u l f i l the ta.sk assigned to us by the 
General Assembly. Therefore, I \/ish to express support, once again, f o r my 
colleagues v/ho have already called f o r the establishment of the two above-mentioned 
vi/orking groups. In the meantime, we ought to devote a number of informal meetings 
to the discussion of those topics. 

Having followed the work of th i s Committee during the month of your 
chairmanship5 please allo\; me, Mr. Chairman, before you hand over your o f f i c e , 
to express the admiration and esteem i n v/hich my colleagues and I hold you 
personally f o r your outstanding s k i l l i n directing the work of th i s Committee and 
for your re maridable, h um.ani tar ian q u a l i t i e s v/hich complement your technical and 
dipl o n ^ t i c a b i l i t i e s . You have attained this l o f t y position not only i n the 
annals of the Chairmen of this Committee, but also i n the hearts of every one of 
i t s members. 

Tlie СТ-ТАТШШ'Т (tr¿uis_lat̂ ^ I thajxk the distinguished 
representative of Egypt for his statement and I also \/ish to e:фress my warm 
appreciation for his kind and f r i e n d l y v/ords with regard to myself. 

http://ta.sk
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l'îs. IGSIlAIIbYM (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) (trgjislated from 
Russian); Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Disarmament has started i t s current 
session v/ith the consideration of the issues concerning the prohibition of 
nuc-lear-v/eapon tests as v/ell as the, cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear 
disarmament — issues v/hich undoubtedljr have p r i o r i t y both i n tho v/ork of our 
Committee and among the tcLsks i n the sphere of the l i m i t a t i o n of the arms race 
and disarmament as a whole. The speediest solution of these issues would be of 
immense importance f o r the fate of a l l manlcind. 

We. feel p a r t i c u l a r s a t i s f a c t i o n at. the fact that these issues are being 
raised-, by many members of _ tho Committee i n a very firm and resolute way owing-to 
thei r genuine interest i n the e a r l i e s t p r a c t i c a l solution of these problems. 
The Soviet Union has every, reason to consider i t s e l f a countrj'- which took the 
i n i t i a t i v e i n raising the c¡uestion of nuclear disarmament i n i t s various aspects 
and i n i t s entirety on a. broad international scale; our country has for a long 
time been a staunch advocate of the settlement of this global problem. For the 
Soviet Union, the active and purposeful struggle for nuclear disarmament i s a 
fundamental and consistent policy. 

..As early as 1946 the Soviet Union put for\/ard a proposal for the conclusion-
of an international convention on the prohibition for a l l time of the production 
and use of atomic v/eapons, so that the great s c i e n t i f i c discoveries associated 
with the f i s s i o n of an atomic nucleus might be used exclusively f o r the purposes 
of increasing the v/ell-being and r a i s i n g the l i v i n g standards of the peoples of 
the world, as well as for developing culture and science to the benefit of 
mankind. 

However, i n response to t h i s , certain Powers took the course of accelerating 
the nuclear arm,s race. 

Today again, an analysis of the situation i n the sphere of nuclear 
disarmament cle a r l y shows that i n this matter the effect of the passage of t.ime 
i s such that the opportunities l e t sl.ip todciy cannot be recovered tomorrov/. 
The l a t e r negotiations on nuclear disarmament are started, the more d i f f i c u l t i t 
w i l l be to conduct them. 

We are v/holly i n accord vjith those v/ho are nov/ concerned about the existing 
situation and who are searching for ways and means to bring about the complete 
prohibition of nuclear-weapons testing, tang.ible progress i n the sphere of 
nuclear disarmament, the l i m i t a t i o n of the race i n stra.tegic and other armaments, 
and the strengthening of world peace and the security of States. We v/ish the States 
members of the Committee to have no doubts on that score. 

The deliberations i n the Committee on Disarmament on the questions of the 
prohibition of nuclear-v/eapon tests and nuclear disarmament have also revealed, 
regrettably, another tendency — the tendency, i n the face of the slov; pi"ogress 
i n finding a solution to these problems and of the d i f f i c u l t i e s v/hich have arisen 
i n defining the role of the Committee on Disarmament i n these areas, to try to 
create the impression that certain Pov/ers bear some collect.ive r e s p o n s i b i l i t y for 
this and, ignoring the facts, to overlook the substantial and, sometimes, 
fundamental differences i n the i r positions, thus confusing the objective picture 
and hampering the correct understanding of the tasks facing the Committee. This 
applies both to the question of the prohibition of nuclear-v/eapon tests and to 
that of nuclear disarmament. 
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Allow me to dwell on the question of the complete and general prohibition of 
nuclear-vieapon tests. 

There are some who c o n t o n c l , f o r example, that t h e Soviet Union i s opposed to 
the active considoration of the quostion of the prohibition of nuclear-weapons 
testing within t h e framework of our m u l t i l a t e r a l b o d y and p r e f e r s to conduct 
t r i p a r t i t e negotiations on that ma.tter. I would remind you that i n 1975 "the 
Soviet Union proposed the establishment within the United Hâtions of a special 
committee with the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l five nuclear-v/eapon Pov/ers and 25-30 
non-nuclear-weapon States f o r the purpose o f v . ' O r k i n g o u t a - . t r e a t y o n the 
complete and general prohibition of nuclear-v/eapon tests, a. draft o f v;hich v/as 
submitted by the Soviet Union. The following non-nuclear-we¿vpon States a g r e e d to 
participai te i n t h o v/ork of the comr.iittee: Afghanistan, Bangladesh, Bulgaria, 
B o l i v i a , Hungary, the German Democratic Republic, Grenada, Egypt, Zaire, India, 
Indones.ia, Iraq, Cyprus, Cuba, Morocco, Mexico, Mongolia, Nigeria, the 
United Republic of Tanzania, Peru, Poland, the Syrian Arab Republic,.the Sudan, 
Finland, Czechoslovak.ia and Ethiop . i a . Of the nuclear-v/eapon States only the 
Soviet Union expressed i t s willingness to init;Late, within the f r a u B v/ork of the 
proposed committee, negot.iations on a complete and general prohibition of 
nuciear-v-/eapon tests. Hov/ever, m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations were not started because 
of the positions of the other nuclear-weapon States and certain v/e stern countries 
which refused to take part i n the committee's work. In 1977 the Soviet Union, 
together v/ith other s o c i a l i s t countries, submitted a draft treaty on the complete 
and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests for consideration by the 
Committee on Disarmament. I should l i k e to underline that the ebovre-raentioned 
document i s s t i l l l y i n g on the negotiating table i n the Committee. In the l i g h t 
of these facts hov/ can i t be contended that the Soviet Union i s opposed to the active 
p a r t i c i p a t i o n of the Committee on Disarmam.ent i n the negotiations on th i s issue? 

Sometimes, assertions of t h e opposite kind can also be heard, namely, th-at 
the Soviet Union i s disappointed v;ith the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations and пом v/anto to 
abandon them. In th i s context we, together with the United States and the 
United Kingdom, have been called upon, as \/£is done, f o r example, by the 
representative of Canada on 19 February, t o resume these negotiations forthv/ith. 
I v / i l l be straightforward 2 these c a l l s are addressed to the v/rong party. As to 
the Soviet Union, i t has been ready t o start the next round of the negotiations 
and i t s willingness continues to h o l d good. The r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r the f a i l u r e to 
resume tbe t r i p a r t i t e negotiations does not rest with us. 

There are some -who havre expressed "a fear" that the United States and the 
United Kingdom succeeded i n "twisting the arm" of the Soviet Union so that the joi n t 
report on the t r i p a r t i t e negotiations submitted to the Comiîiittee on Disarmament 
should emphasize the importance of these negotiations. V/ell, f o r my part I can only 
express my sympathy to the creator of those fears who has such a poor knowledge of 
the Soviet Union and i t s position. As i s v/ell knov/n, attempts to "twist the arm" 
or to "bring pressure to bear" on the USSR have nevrer been successful. 

Some delegations, including the representative of Japan, have i n their 
statements asked us to explain our position. V/e v / i l l w i l l i n g l y reiterate i t , 
although I believre that the majority o f the Committee's members are v/ell av.'are of 
our .position. 

V/e should l i k e to stress once again that the Soviet Union attaches very great 
importance to the attainment of agreements o n the complete prohibition of 
nuclear-weapon tests. This approach of ours has been em.bodied i n a lai-ge number 
of documents including those which we have tabled i n the United Nations and i n the 



ŒD/FV.llO 

39 

(Mr. Issrael?;an, USSR) 

Committee on Б i sai-mame nt. The prohibition of nuclear-v/eapon tests i n the 
atmosphere 5 i n outer space and under v/ater, established i n I963 v/ith the direct and 
active p a r t i c i p a t i o n of the Soviet Union, has, been i n force for 18 years. In the 
b i l a t e r a l agreement betv/een the USSR and the United States of America l i m i t s v/ore 
set on the pov/er of, underground nuclear е:ф1оз1оп5, and, although up to nov; t h i s 
agreement has been i n force only on a de facto basis',' v/e are not to blame for the 
fact that i t has not yet been r a t i f i e d . 

We have attached and v.'o continue to attach foi-emost importance to the 
t r i l a t e r a l negotiations betv/een the United Kingdom, the United States and the 
Soviet Union on a treaty banning nuclea.r~weapon tests i n a l l environments. V/hy to 
these negotiations i n particular? Vie are convinced that i n present-day conditions 
this i s the most dependable v/ay to make substantial progress tov/ards the complete 
prohibition of nucloa.r-v/eapon tests v/ithin the shortest possible span of time. In 
the course of 'the negotiations tho Soviet Union has taken im]iortant steps to meet 
i t s partners half-v/ay. Among other things, i t gave i t s assent to the 
establishment of a moratorium on peaceful nuclear explosions and a^greed that the 
treaty vjould enter into force even i f i n i t i a l l y only three of the five nuclear-v/eapon 
Pov/ers, namely,, the USSR, the United States and tho United Kingdom, become parties 
to i t . Hov/ever, to the great disappointment of the \/orld at large, a tendencj/ to 
drag things out has become apparent i n the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations and as I have 
already said, i t does not come from our side. V/e \/ish to emphasize that the 
Soviet Union i s v / i l l i n g , to continue to display a constructive approach v/ith a viev/ 
to using the t r i p a r t i t e negotiations f o r 'the successful completion of the task of 
achieving a complete prohibition of nuclear-v/eapon tests. 

At the same time , from the point of vie\/ of ensuring a r e a l l y universal 
prohibition of nuclear-v/eapon tests for a l l time, the Committee on Disarmament could, 
i n our viev/, play a substantial and active part also. In his 3tatem.ent on 
17 February, the representative of Pakistan gave his evaluation of the possible 
results of the t r i p a r t i t e negotiations, c a l l i n g them.a "temporary" moratorium on 
nuclear testing by tho United States, the United Kingdom and the USSR, and an 
"indication of thei r commitment to the goal of nuclear disarmament". He also said; 
"At the same time, the CD should be er.a'ijled to i n i t i a t e negotiations on a t r u l y 
comprehensive nuclear-test-ba.n treaty". V/ell, one can agree to such an approach. 
V/e ourselves have already more than once pointed out the positive aspects v/hich 
discussion ox the problem of the prohibition of nuclear-v/eapon tests i n the 
Committee on Disairaament might have, especially i n view of the par t i c i p a t i o n i n i t 
of a l l five nuclear-weapon Pov/ers. Ilany non-nuclear-weapon countries also are 
represented i n the Committee, and they have a v i t a l interest i n the elimina.tion of 
the threat of a nuclear cataclysm and are i n a position to help find the necessaijí-
solutions both i n word and i n deed. 

Obvriously, Э.П agreement on the complete and general prohibition of 
nuclear-weapon tests, formalized i n a.n appropriate international treaty with the 
parti c i p a t i o n of a l l the nuclear-weapon States, would, contribute greatly to the 
improvement of the human environment v/hich unfortunately continues to suffer from the 
pernicious consequences of tho continuing nuclear explosions, especially i n the 
atmosphere. But of course the mean purpose of the prohibition of nuclear-weapon 
tests i s to l i m i t and reduce to the mininum the possibili'by of the f'urther 
improvement of nuclear weapons and of the development ox ne\jer and s t i l l more 
le t h a l types of such weapons. 
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To sum up: tho Soviet Union has heen consistently i n favour of the Committee 
on Disarmament playing an active part i n dealing with the matter of the complete 
and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests. The non-o.lignée! and neutral 
countries have put forward a proposoLl f o r the setting up within the Committee of an 
ad hoc working group on this question. The Soviet delegation supports the proposal 
on the' establishmiont of such an ad hoc group provid.cd a l l the nuclear-vyeapon Powers 
participate i n i t s work. V/e have been a^sked \.hat are our thoughts about the-
mandate of such a \/orking group. 

Speaking now i n general terms, \.'ithout going into d e t a i l as to xihut t h i s group 
could deal with, we believe that i t s task should bo to е:ф1оге the problem of 
nuclear tests i n a l l i t s aspects v/ith a view to the e a r l i e s t possible cC'nclusion Of 
a treaty on the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-wetipon tests v/ith the 
par t i c i p a t i o n of a l l the nuclear-weapon Pov/ers. 

. Naturally, the examination of the issuo of a nuclear-weapon test-ban i/ i t h i n the 
Committee and i t s working group ought not to complicate the process of the 
t r i l a t e r a l negotiations on this m t t e r . Indeed i t i s obvious that i f t h i s v/ere to 
happen, instead of helping to achieve the speediest possible p r o h i b i t i o n of 
nuclear-v/eapon tests, i t would cause serious and perhaps irreparable harm. 

Some delegations i n the Committee on Disarmament have e:фressed a certain 
misunderstanding of the position of the Soviet Union as regards the testing of an 
international global network to detect and i d e n t i f y seismic events. The question i s 
sometimes asked why the Soviet Union i s i n favour of establishing such a. network 
only a f t e r a treaty banning nuclear-\/eapon tests has been concluded and not i n the 
immediate future. Let us ask frankly v/hat i s th i s net-.'/ork required for? The 
answer i s , to v e r i f y compliance with the treaty. And i f there i s no treaty? Let 
us suppose for a moment that wo f a i l to reach agreement on such a treaty, then v/hat 
w i l l 'be the use of establishing such a network, spending huge sums of money on i t 
and carrying out an extremely expensive global testing of i t to boot? And w i l l 
t h i s not be a weakening factor, w i l l i t not cause States to slacken t h e i r e f f o r t s to 
achieve a complete prohibition of nuclear-v/eapon tests? 

We sometimes have the impression that certarin delegations instead of mobilizing 
a l l . . t h e i r energies and e f f o r t s to\/arda the attainment of a treaty with tho 
par t i c i p a t i o n of the five nuclear-woapon Pov/ers, are directing them at a secondary 
matter and exaggerating the importance of the d i f f i c u l t i e s of ensuring i n the future 
the r e l i a b l e operation of a global international network. V/e are anxious that there 
should be no doubts as to the position of the USSPi i n this regard and that i t should 
be clear to everyone tha.t we see the netv/ork as being useful once the treaty, banning 
nuclear-weapon tests i s i n existence. At the same tine, v/o want to emphasize that 
we are not against a consideration of the i n s t i t u t i o n a l and administrative steps' 
necessary f o r the establishment, testing and operation of an international global 
network for the detection of seismic events. This issue also could be conoideied 
within the framework of the proposed working group. Of course, the network i t s e l f 
could be established only a f t e r a treaty on the complete and general prohibition of 
nuclear v/eapon tests has been concluded. 

Those are some obsei-vationo the Soviet delegation wished to make concerning the 
consideration of the question of the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-
weapon tests i n the Committee on Disarmament. V/e reserve the' ri.ght to express our 
views on the role of the ComBiittee i n negot.iations on nuclear disarmament at one of 
i t s future meetings. 

Tlie CILIIK-ÍMT ( t r a n s l a t e d from I'rench): I tharJc the d i s t i n g ^ a i i e d 
Ambassador of the Soviet Union for his statement and I wish to thanlc him, too, for 
his kind v/ords about myself. 
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lîr. WALKER (Australia): Mr. Chalrmán, a coimtry dedicated, as Au.s.tralia.;,.is, 
to nuclear non-proliferation,' and. which values the nuclear non-proliferation Treaty, 
could, not talce the f l o o r tоd.8y without f i r s t saluting the ahnouncement 'wliich has . 
been made tod.ay by the distinguished. Ambassador E l Reedy of Egypt, info-rming us'of 
his country's r a t i f i c a t i o n of the Treaty. I am sure my Governjnent w i l l respond 
more formally to mark this important d.evelopment. I t i s a courageous and. wise 
d.ecision of his country, which w i l l add. to the strength of the Treaty and. help to 
achieve i t s objectives.which, I venture to suggest,, d.espite differences that may 
exist among us i n th i s room, 'are "ób'j'ec'tTve-s to' vdii'ch we are a l l ••co'mmitt'êd:,- aIl"â.""L 
therefore applaud, that decision and thank the Ambassad.or for i t s announcement. I 
would, l i k e to show i t physically by joining hand.s. 

You w i l l r e c a l l , 1У1г. Chairman, as w i l l members of the Committee, that at our 
f i r s t plenary meeting, almost a month ago, the distinguished representative of the 
ITetherland.s raised an id.ea v/hich my d.elegation l a t e r mad.e i t s ov/n. This was that,, 
given the considerable success of the holding last year of informal meetings between 
thi s Committee and experts on chemical weapons i t might be valuable to try to 
repeat this experience again this year. A long discussion on this subject v/as held, 
more than a v/eek ago i n the V/orking Group, on Chemical V/eapons and., at that time, 
several d.olegations mad.e helpful suggestions concerning the proper role of experts 
i n the work of the CD and t h e i r proper relationship to the work of the Working Group. 
I„ think most of us here w i l l r e c a l l , i n thfit connection, interventions by the 
representatives of Egypt, Inâ.ia, Pakistan and. Sv/ed.en. My d.elegation then ha.d. 
extensive- d.iscussions with these, delegates which enabled, us to prepare Working . 
Paper No. 33 which was circulated-yesterd.ay for consid.era-tion today. Also, about 
a week ago, I showed, a draft of this paper to your distinguished, successor and. 
obtained, his concurrence. I did. not, however, at tliat time, raise with him the 
question of which particular d.ays might be possible, or the d.etails of possible 
arrangements, because I thinlc that i s a question wliich i s better d.iscussed when he 
enters into Ms functions and which I f e e l also require discussion with others -
including, of course, the distinguished. Chairman of the Working Group. 

One Ambassad.or has raised with me some uncertainties about the readiness of the 
Committee to consid.er t h i s question at this stage, but as we had previously explained 
i n the Committee, t h i s matter i s of special importance to countries l i k e mine 
wliich are at great geograplvical distance from Geneva, and. for v/hich a month's notice 
i s the bare minimvim necessarj^ to arrange for an expert to come. Por that reason, 
I would, pray the ind.ulgence of the Ambassador who has had. some hesitation about the 
Comraittee discussing and. f i n a l i z i n g the matter at t l i i s stage, and. I was hoping that 
we might be able to come to a d.ecision t h i s afternoon, both before I myself leave 
Geneva for a while and. i n time to enable other representa.tives of distant countries 
to report to Headquarters and. to prepare accordingly. Therefore, I v/ould. seek 
your guid.ance, Mr. Chairman, as to v/hether the appropriate way of d.oing so v/ould. be 
to pass'briefly into an informal meeting, at which we could discuss any remaining 
questions that s t i l l need, to be refined, i n connection with this proposal, or v/hether 
you f e e l i t i s the sentiment of the Comraittee that v/e discuss i t i n plenary. My 
d.elegation, I must say, i s very open on t h i s raatter. 
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Mr.. PFEIffFER (Federal Republic of Gernany) : On behalf of my d.olegation I 
would, l i k e 'to express our d.eep s a t i s f a c t i o n that Egypt has r a t i f i e d the'non-" 
p r o l i f e r a t i o n Treaty and. by d.oing so has joined, the States signatories of t h i s 
important Treaty. . We see tbj.s decision of the Egyptian C-overnment as a confirmation 
of the fund.amental importance which the non-proliferation Treaty has, i n the view of 
my d.elogation, i n preventing the further spread, of nuclear weapons. 

Ш. GARCIA ROBIES (Mexico) (translated, from Spanish) ; Mr. Chairman, I should 
l i k e to riiake some b r i e f remarks on three topless f i r s t , I should, l i k e to express 
my d.elogation's s a t i s f a c t i o n at the announcement the distinguished, representative 
of Egypt .has made to us concerning his country's r a t i f i c a t i o n of the Treaty on the 
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. 

In t h i s connection, although we have not s p e c i f i c a l l y been asked, to d.o so, my 
d.elogation wishes to endorse the statements made by Egypt when i t d.eposited i t s 
instrument of r a t i f i c a t i o n , and. i n p a r t i c u l a r the following: 

"Moreover, i n spite of the fact that more than 17 years have elapsed, since the 
conclusion of the I963 Treaty Banning Nuclear-Weapon Tests i n the atmosphere, 
i n Outer Space and. Und.er Water, the nuclear-weapon States pxe alleging that 
various d i f f i c u l t i e s s t i l l stand, i n the way of a permanent ban on a l l nuclear-
weapon tests, when there i s only need, for a p o l i t i c a l w i l l to a.cliieve that end.. 

"Consequently, Egypt a v a i l s i t s e l f of t h i s opportunity, namely, tho d.eposit 
of i t s instruments of r a t i f i c a t i o n of the Treaty on the Non-Proliforation of 
Nuclear Weapons, to appeal to the nuclear-weapon States parties to the Treaty 
to f u l f i l t h e i r obligation whereby the nuclear arms race w i l l be stopped, and. 
nuclear disarmament achieved.. 

"Egypt also c a l l s upon a l l nuclear-weapon States to exert a l l possible e f f o r t s 
so a,s to achieve a permanent ban of a l l nuclear-weapon tests at an early 
date." 

My d.olegation end.orsos t h i s statement because i t has always consid.ered that the 
Treaty on the Non-Proliforation of Nuclear Weapons was concluded f o r the purpose 
of preventing not only the horizontal p r o l i f e r a t i o n but also the v e r t i c a l 
p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear weapons. That was the f i r s t point to which I wished to 
refer . 

The second, i s much shorter, and concorns the statements we have heard, this 
afternoon from the distinguished representative of tho Soviet Union. My d.olegation 
f u l l y appreciates the concessions the Soviet Union has m.ad.o i n the t r i p a r t i t e t a l k s , 
and. I have already referred, to these i n e a r l i e r statements. "V/ith respect to one 
of them, of which Ambassador Issraelyan has reminded us here today, I should l i k e 
to say that t h i s is. a concession tho importance of vrhich can cer t a i n l y not be 
overstated i f we remember the USSR's previous position, and i t consists i n acceptance 
of tho id.ea that a treaty prohibiting nuclear-weapon tests can take effect — can 
come into force — even i f at f i r s t only three of the nuclear-weapon Powers arc 
parties to that treaty. 

On t i l l s matter, I would, l i k e to make the following observation: to ray 
d.olegation — and. my d.olegation i s one of tho members of the Group of 21 which have 
fought most persistently for the establishment of an ad hoc working group 
to deal with t h i s subject -— to iry delegation, I say, a working group concerned. 



CD/PV. 110 
43 

(Иг. Garcfa. Robles, Mexico) 

with tho Gonpleto prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests would notinga.na n u l l i f i c a t i o n 
of t h i s concession by the Soviet Union. We thus envisage the p o s s i b i l i t y that a 
working group of the Coiflmittee on Disajrraament might succeed, i n achieving a nuclear-
test-ban treaty which would, cone into force, at f i r s t , i f i t were not possible to 
secure the par t i c i p a t i o n of tho f i v e nuclear-weapon States, then with the i n i t i a l 
p a r t i c i p a t i o n of three of them. I f t M s were not to bo the case, we should, be 
taking a step ba.ckward. as regard.s .the extremely important concession mad.e by the 
Soviet Union i n tho t r i p a r t i t e t a l k s . 

That was-my second, point; the third, thing I viish to say, and. the most agreeable, 
i s simply a natter, of r e i t e r a t i n g to you, I'b. Chairman, • tho very sincere, 
congratulations I offered you i n the f i r s t statement I had., the pleasure of malcing 
und.er your distinguished, chairmanship. 

The CBAIRiL^N (translated.' from French) ; I thank the distinguished. iVnbassador of 
Mexico for his stalement and. for the kind, words he has just addressed to myself. 
I an very grateful to him for them. 

I'Ir. SiiRAI-T (India): Mr. Chairman, I would, sinply l i k e to touch upon the 
question of the nuclear non-proliferation. Treaty which has been referred, to at t h i s 
meeting tod.ay. Of course, the sovereign decision has been, talcon by the Ciovemment 
of Egypt to sign and. r a t i f y this Treaty and should be recognized, as such. I 
would, l i k e to refer to some comments which have been mad.e i n applauding Egypt's 
d.ecision to tho effect that t h i s would, be an example for other countries to follow. 
I would, l i k e to put on record, that ny country c-.nsid.ers the non-proliferation 
Trea-ty as an unequal Treaty vihich imposes ' unequal obligations on States and. 
addresses i t s e l f only to the problem of the horizontal p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear 
vreapons and. not to the v e r t i c a l p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear weapons vrhich we consid.er 
to be equally i f not far more important. 

Mr. ISSRABLYAH (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) (translated from Russian) : 
I f the lletherland.s representative vrishes to continue to extend, greetings and 
congratulations to the Egyptian d.elegation, then I ha,vo already d.one t h i s and.'I w i l l 
give up my turn to him because I should, l i k e to reply to the iuabassad.or of A u s t r a l i a . 
I f not, then I w i l l continue. Thei-o seems to havo been some raiàund.erstanding hero. 
I havo spoken to the Ambassador of A u s t r a l i a and. have ad.d.rossed. to him., speaking on 
behalf of a group of d.elegations — l e t me stress: not on behalf of one country, 
as he tried, to suggest, but on behalf of a group of d.elegations — a request not to 
i n s i s t , not only on the ad.option of a. d.ecision on the question of i n v i t i n g experts, 
but also on d.iscussing t h i s issue tod.ay, at an informal meeting.' • The group of 
d.elegations vrhich I have the honour to represent wishes to say once again that we 
are. not ready to a,d.opt a d.ecision on t h i s question as suggested, i n the document 
vrhich, as the Ambassador of A u s t r a l i a r i g h t l y pointed, out, was circulated. yesterd.ay 
and. i s d.ated. 24 February. We vranted. to consid.er t h i s request, this proposal by 
A u s t r a l i a and. the Netherlgmd.s, at our Group's meeting next Wednesd.ay and: then give 
our reply. In conclusion, vre note the Australian representative' s statement that 
he w i l l shortly be going away, and. I would, l i k e to wish him, on behalf sinply of the 
Soviet d.elegation, bon voyage and. a speedy return. Ve s h a l l be glad, to see hin back 
and by that tine we s h a l l i n a l l p r o b a b i l i t y have given an answer. 
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Mr. V/AGEm/û{BRS (ifethcrlands) s Hr. Chairman, f i r s t of a l l , I would l i k e to 
salute the importent sta,tom.ent which has been made t l i i s afternoon by the distinguished, 
representative of Egypt. Ind.eed., we are very happy ahout t l i i s major d.ecision 
taken by the Government of Egypt, and. wc express the hope that t h i s example might 
give an impetus for a further increase i n membership of tho non-proliferation Treaty. 

Second.ly, I would, l i k e to associate my d.elega,tion with the statement mad.e by 
the d.istinguishod. representative of Aus t r a l i a , wliich was further to an informal 
proposal by our d.eleg'ation. I would, l i k e to stcate that as f a r as we and. our expert, 
Dr. Ooms are concerned., we found the informal discussions on chemicaol weapons i n the 
Committee i n 1980 very useful and. ind.eed. cond.ucivo to an increase i n the tempo of 
the d.o l i b orations of the Working Group, and. we would, ask the distinguished, 
representative of the Soviet Union, and tho Group that he. represents, kind.ly to 
take into account our interest i n th o i r d.eliberations, which I now und.erstand. are 
going to take place next ¥odnesd.ay. llj^ d.elogation would, ind.eed. have preferred, 
t i l l s afternoon to enter into an informal exchange .of..views on. .this matter. • We think 
that, the distinguished. Chairm.an of the Working Group on Chemical Vfeapons has already 
given us a useful tool to guide our informal d.olihorations i n a very informal 
d.ocumont which was circulated, i n the V/orking Group and. wliich gave us some f i v e or six 
subjects on which our future informal meetings might focus a,s regard.s chemical 
weapons. In conclusion, I would, l i k e to express the very great interest that my 
delegation attaches to the Committee deciding once again to hold, those informal 
meetings, hoping that, a,s i n I98O, they would, have a positive o v e r s p i l l on the work 
of the Group on Chemical V/eapons. 

Mr. KOmVES (H\mgary): Mr. Chairman, f i r s t of a l l , I would, l i k e to express the 
d.eep s a t i s f a c t i o n of the Hungarian d.olegation for the statement mad.e hy the 
distinguished representative of Egypt, informing us of the depositing of the 
instrument of r a t i f i c a t i o n of the non-proliferation Treaty hy Egypt. Secondly, ray 
delegation f u l l y agrees with the statement mad.e by ilmbassad.or Issraelyan on behalf 
of the group of the s o c i a l i s t countries, for i t too consid.ers that tho proposal 
contatned. i n Working Paper Ho. -33 requires more detailed, and. substantivo consid.Gration. 

. Mr. SAR/ilT (India): Mr. Chairman, I would, l i k e to comment b r i e f l y on 
Working Paper Ho. 33 which ha,s boon presented, by tho delegations of Au s t r a l i a and. 
the Hotherland.s. As we have stated e a r l i e r i n discussions of t h i s question, we 
d.o not wish to give the impression that the Conmiittee i t s e l f would, be holding sessions 
with chem.ical wea.pons experts, l i k e a panel, to examine certain questions. Уе said, 
that the experts who would. com.e to Geneva to attend, the Pugwash meeting, could, 
perhaps make presentations i n th o i r capacity as nom.bors of individ.ual d.elegations. 
This i s perhaps a moro correctly worded decision. What we are r e a l l y d.ccid.iîig upon 
i s whether to hold, a series of informal meetings whore the chemical weapons experts 
attached, to various d.elegations may make presentations on various s p e c i f i c issues. 
We f e e l that t l i i s decision could, be roword.ed. i n a manner that would r e f l e c t t l i i s 
point of view because, as I stated e a r l i e r , for my delegation a matter of pr i n c i p l e 
i s concornod.. 



CD/PV. 110 
45 • 

Itc. WALKER (Australia); Ыг. Chairman, allow m.8, through you, to thank the 
distinguished representative of India for his constructive comments. I am sxœe that 
the concern vdiich he expresses i s one which can be r e a d i l y accommodated, at least 
as fax as my ovm delegation i s concerned. . 

On the matter raised by the distinguished Ambassador of the Soviet Union and 
supported by the distinguished Ambassador of Hungary, i t i s obvious that i f there 
arc groups of countries v-zhich are not yet ready to address t h i s matter, and v/ho vsdsh 
to discuss i t within t h e i r group, then i t v/ould be absurd.for me to raise any obstacle. 
I am sorry that I misunderstood my informal conversation with Amba-ssador Issraelyan 
before the m.eeting and gained the impression that he was speaking only f o r himself 
rather than on behalf of the group. This caaie from m.y understanding of the terms 
he used and from'my r e c o l l e c t i o n of the fact that a l l members of his group had been 
represented .in e a r l i e r discussions i n the 'VJorkihg Group, and since he himself has 
only just rejoined C-eneva, I had assumed that what v;as concerned v/as the personal 
situation of the Ambassador, who had not been present i n person during these 
discussions. I v;-ould just l i k e to repeat that my delegation and a number of others 
have ал urgent p r a c t i c a l interest i n t h i s matter and therefore, as regards the 
delegations v/hich s t i l l want to c l a r i f y t h e i r thoughts, we would be grateful i f they 
would be so kind as to bear i n mind that some of us do have to consider the 
p r a c t i c a l element of urgency i n t h i s matter. 

Mr. EL REEDY (Egypt) (translated from Arabic); l-ir. Chairman, since yovi have 
always been generous v/ith me, I w i l l appeal to your generosity to allov-/ me to speak 
b r i e f l y once again, just to express my deep gratitude amd appreciation, on behalf of 
my country's delegation, for the expressions of esteem v/hich I have heard from a l l 
my colleagues. I refer i n p a r t i c u l a r to the kind and generous words, of. cbngrattilation 
on Egypt's r a t i f i c a t i o n of the non-proliferation Treaty, and v/ould especially l i k e 
to thank Mrs. Thorsson, who v/as tho f i r s t to congratulate Egypt i n t h i s respect. 
Ambassador Okawa of Japan, Ambassador Summerhayes, representative - of the United Kingdom, 
Ambassador Issraelyan, representative of the Soviet Union, Ambassador Walker, 
representative of A u s t r a l i a , Ambassador P f e i f f e r , representative of the Federal 
Republic of Germany, Ambassador Garcia-Robles, représentative of Mexico and also 
Mr. V/agenmakers, representative of the Netherlands and Ambassador Komives, 
representative of Hungary. I thank them a l l f o r t h e i r kind words of congratulation 
and for the esteem v/hich they have expressed towards my country and my delegation. 
My sincere thanlcs to them and to you, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN (translated from French); I thank the distinguished i'imbassador 
of Egypt for his statement. The Committee w i l l r e c a l l that at cur inform.al meeting 
yesterday we agreed to i n v i t o the Director of the United Nations I n s t i t u t e fo.r 
Disarmament Research to malee a, short stat-ement i n pl-enaiy. I therefore v/élcome 
Mr. L i v i u Bota, Director of the I n s t i t u t e , and I give him the f l o o r . '' ' 

Mr. BCTil (Director, United Nations I n s t i t u t e for Disarmament Research): The 
General iissem.bly has recognized that negotiations on disaamament and the continuing 
effort to ensure greater sectirity must be based on objective in-depth technical 
studies. The Assembly has expressed the viev/ that sustained research and study 
a c t i v i t y by the United Nations i n the f i e l d of disarmament would promote informed 
participation by, a l l States i n disaxraament e f f o r t s , and has considered that i t i s 
advisable to vindertake more for\/ard-lcoking research v/ithin the framev/ork of the 
United Nations. The General ilssembly has repeatedly stressed the need of the 
International Community t c be' provided v/ith more d i v e r s i f i e d and complete information 
on problems r e l a t i n g to disarmament as well as the importance of ensvrring that 
disarmament studies should be conducted i n accordance with the c r i t e r i a of s c i e n t i f i c 
independence. Disarmament research i s i n fact an integral part of disarmament e f f o r t s . 
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It i s against t h i s hackground that the General Assenhly decided to establish 
the United Nations I n s t i t u t e for Б i s armament Research (UMIDIR). The I n s t i t u t e v/as • . 
established viith effect from 1 October 1980 at Geneva wi t l i i n the framework of ШТТ/Л 
on an interim basis -ontil the second special session of the General Assembly devoted 
to disarmament, and i s subject to review at that session. 

The Institute's mandate i s simple and pragmalic. I t i s to carry out research 
for the purpose of a s s i s t i n g ongoing negotialions i n the f i e l d of disarmament ,and 
arms l i m i t a t i o n , stimulating i n i t i a t i v e s f o r new negotiations and providing a 
general insight into the problems involved. In carrying out i t s mandate, the 
I n s t i t u t e w i l l be guided by the provisions of the P i n a l Document of the f i r s t special 
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. In short, the I n s t i t u t o i s 
b a s i c a l l y meant to conduct objective, s c i e n t i f i c research aimed at f a c i l i t a t i n g 
progress towards disarmament and to f a . c i l i t a t e the access of a, large number of Sta:tes, 
i n p a r t i c u l a r the developing ones, to e x i s t i n g information, studies and research on 
disarmament. 

TINIDIR has an Advisory Cotinoil. As the Secretary-General stated i n his report 
to the General Assembly (А/35/574)> the Chairman of the Committee on Disarmament 
i s an ex o f f i c i o member of the Institute's Advisory Council, whose m.embership also 
includes a number of other eminent persons. The Yidvisory Council w i l l meet i n 
New York at the beginning of Ifey I 9 8 I . 

The I n s t i t u t e has already started work on a n̂ omber of projects, which I should 
l i k e b r i e f l y to describe to you: 

(a) "Disarmament". This л-íill be a general analysis of the f i e l d of disarmament, 
defining i t i n the general context of contemporary international relations, 
presenting i t s goals, pri n c i p l e s and i n s t i t u t i o n s as well as the efforts to reach 
i t s objectives, including national and international machinery f o r disarmament, 
procedures, etc. I t could be completed by autumn t h i s year. 

(b) "Repertory of disarmament research". This s h o i i l d be completed by next 
June. The repertory v / i l l l i s t , under sepa.rale headings, major research e f f o r t s 
already• completed or v u i d e r v/ay, a l l over the world, on d i s a r i T i a m o n t a f f a i r s during 
the past decade, specialised bibliographies and basic United Nattions documents 
containing research papers prepared by t h e United Nations or submitted by Member 
States. I t w i l l also l i s t major disarmament research contres and specialized 
periodicals, attempt w i l l be made to analyse the factual material contained i n 
the Repertory. 

(c) "Security and Disarmament; Security of States and lov/oring of levels of 
armaments". The objective of t h i s project i s to analyse the presently p r e v a i l i n g 
security concepts and doctrines, tho extent to v/hich these are guiding the foreign 
p o l i c i e s of States and t h e i r role i n disarmament e f f o r t s , v/ith a view to finding 
possible nev7 v/ays and means to strengthen tho security of States through disarmament. 
The project, the t i t l e of v/hich i s provisional, could be com.pleted by the end of 
t h i s year or the beginning of 1982. 

( d ) "Pro\''ention of war by accident". , We a,ssume that the p o s s i b i l i t y of a 
nuclear war by design i s remote. However, a nuclear war might start because of an 
accident or miscalculation/misperception (technological or p o l i t i c a l ) . This problem, 
which i s to be considered as part of the m.ore general preoccupations r e l a t i n g to 
c r i s i s management and prevention of nuclear vrar, i s t o p i c a l . No date f o r the 
completion of the study i s set. 

http://com.pl


СБ/FY .110 

47 -

(Mr. Bota, 

(e) "Science anci teclinology for disaraanent". The àisarnament process requires 
adequate technologies. The ava.ila,hility of technologies to v e r i f y compliance with 
agreements might he, i n some instanlces, a condition f o r the conclusion of axi agreement. 
TÊchnologies used so fa.r fo r v e r i f i c a t i o i i purposes were those o r i g i n a l l y produicod 
for other, p a r t i c u l a r l y m i l i t a r y pursuits.-; I t i s f e l t that a study on the 
a v a i l a b i l i t y of technologies and the indication of needs i n areas that are presently 
or a.re l i k e l y to be the subject f o r negotiations ¡night have a positive impact on 
the progress of disarmament e f f o r t s . The disarmament conimmity should be i n a 
position, when necessary, to request s c i e n t i s t s and industry to vrork for the 
élaboration a.nd production of such technologies. This project v / i l l only start t h i s 
year ajid w i l l be completed i n VJS2\ 

In addition to the above-mentioned projects, on which v/e have already started 
work, v/e have prepared a, l i s t of some 17 projects vjhich v / i l l be submitted to the 
Advisory Council of the Ins t i t u t e v/hen i t meets next May. 

A l l over the world, there are other i n s t i t u t e s , centres and un i v e r s i t i e s engaged 
i n disarmament research. We proposed to co-operate with therii to our mutual benefit. 
UÎTIDIR therefore intends to convene, i n the a,ut'uian of t h i s year, a conference of 
directors of disarmament research i n s t i t u t e s to exchange views and information on 
disarmament research.' It" i s hoped that t h i s f i r s t meeting w i l l bring about the 
i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z a t i o n of such ga.therings with the purpose of better using the material 
and i n t e l l e c t u a l resouiroes a.vailablc and of strengthening the e f f i c i e n c y of research 
i n terms of impact on p o l i c i e s and negotiations. 

I should also l i k e to mention the f i n a n c i a l a,spect of the I n s t i t u t e . lENTDIR 
i s a Uriited Nations organ v/hich forms an integral part of the modernization of 
disarmament structures undertaJcen by the special session of the General Assembly. 
Nevertheless, i t s budget i s financed by voluntaxy contributions. I hope that 
Member States w i l l encourage the Institute',s a c t i v i t i e s by making volvmtary 
contributions. 

In the present international situation, v/hen most disarmament discussions and 
negotiations алге deadlocked, i t i s p a r t i c u l a r l y important to encourage r e f l e c t i o n 
and to explore a l l p o s s i b i l i t i e s of r e s t a r t i n g b i l a t e r a l and m u l t i l a t e r a l t a l k s . 
Our I n s t i t u t e offers a frainework for a c t i v i t i e s of t h i s kind and I hope that i t v / i l l 
be used accordingly. 

In conclusion, I should l i k e to thanl-c the mem.bers of the Committee f o r 
i n v i t i n g m.e and giving me th i s opportvuiity to introduce b r i e f l y the United Nations 
In s t i t u t e for Disarmament Rese?.rch. I an also grateful to Mr. J a i p a l , Personal 
Representative of the Seci-etaory-General, f o r the support so generously provided to 
UNIDIR. I t has been a particula-r pleasure to make tlxLs introduction vmder your 
Chairmanship, the ChaixTianship of Prance, the country v/hich proposed the esta.blishment 
of UNIDIR and on v/hose support v/e are counting so much. 

Ife. ЫРО/АРЮ (Sweden): Mr. Chairman, i t was not ny intention to intervene unless 
you had finished v/ith a l l other business as I just- v/anted-to make a br i e f 
announcement. Althougb I have made t h i s announcement already I v/ould l i k e t o be 
certain that i t reaches a l l delegations, so I should l i k e to repeat i t . In ny 
capacity as Chairman of the V/orking Group on Chemical V/eapons, I v / i l l hold an 
open-ended infernal consultation on Monda.y, 2 March, at 11 a.n. i n th i s Council 
Chamber, i n order to present working paper CD/CV//V/P.8 which has been distributed and 
v/hich contains Part 2 of the suggested outline of the v/ork of the Working Group. 

http://ava.il
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Mr. FLOV/ERREE ( Uaited States of /merica).: -Mr-. Chairman, I-would l i k e to add 
my delegations's congratulations to those that-have already heen made to the 
delegation of Egypt. I have remained s i l e n t only hecause I had'expected there to 
he another occe.sion hut I understand that the o.istinguished representative of Egypt 
w i l l be leaving and when the r o l l i s called up i n heaven I did not want the 
United States to be a.bsent from the l i s t of those vrho had congratulated him-, I 
also vrish to assure the distinguished representative of Egypt that I v/as l i s t e n i n g 
c a r e f u l l y and understood the statements made at the tim.e of the deposit of the 
instrument of r a t i f i c a t i o n hy his G-ovcrnnent, even before they v/ere read to us again 
by the distinguished representative of Mexico. I respect those statements of viev/s 
of sovereign States and take them, i n the s p i r i t i n v/liich we a l l deai with each other 
i n t h i s forum. I vrould l i k e to add my congratulations to his Government for taking 
what we regard as a courageous and statesman-like act i n r a t i f y i n g the ЖРТ. 

Mr. DE SOUZA E SILVA ( B r a z i l ) : Mr. Chairman, I v/ould l i k e to make a few b r i e f 
comments on the paper that has boon read by the distinguished representative of the 
Disarmament Research I n s t i t u t o 

We attach great importance to t h i s question and that i s vihy I should l i k e to 
say a few v/ords about i t . The new I n s t i t u t e runs three different • r i s k s : the f i r s t 
one i s the p o s s i b i l i t y of re p e t i t i o n or overlapping. I f v/e read the hihliography on 
disarmament and related natters, v/e are avrare of the hundreji« of publications issued 
by other i n s t i t u t e s , organizations and u n i v e r s i t i e s on t l i i s question. This means 
that the new I n s t i t u t e w i l l have to f i n d i t s own vray, i n order to avoid the r i s k of 
repeating what has already been done by other older,- richer and more .experienced 
sources. 

The second r i s k , vrhich I should perhaps c a l l scholasticism or academism, i s 
that research progress reports may be well prei>ared, but sonetimes vrith l i t t l e 
contact vrith our d a i l y r e a l i t i e s . In t h i s f i e l d of disarnanent v/e knov/ that one 
can go from science f i c t i o n to metaphysics, but i n print there must be a middle of 
the road that wxll lead to the right parh to be follov^ed "'v "tbe I n s t i t u t e i n i t s 
a c t i v i t i e s . 

The t h i r d r i s k i s that of a p r o l i f e r a t i o n of targets both i n the horizontal 
and i n the v e r t i c a l sense. I think that v;hat wo need i s concrete objectives, 
condensed i n papers that might help us i n our actual v/ork as well as i n our long 
range endeavours. 

However, I did not come here to bury the I n s t i t u t e but.to praise i t . I have 
had the opportunity of holding a long conversation vrith Mr. Beta and vias favourably 
impressed by the objective, p r a c t i c a l and meaningful direction he v^ants to impart 
to the I n s t i t u t e as well as tho useful and helpful assistance vre s h a l l gain from' 
t h i s new organ. F i n a l l y , I should l i k e to express the gratitude of my delegation 
for the i n i t i a t i v e taken by tho French Gcvernment i n t l i i s respect. 

The CHAIRI-I/ilT (translated from French); I f no other delegation wishes to talco 
the f l o o r I s h a l l close t h i s meeting, but before concluding, -r.inco t h i s i s the l a s t 
tim.e I s h a l l be presiding over the Committee ron Disarmament, I should of course 
l i k e to talce the opportunity to express my sincere gratitude to a l l my colleagues 
for the s p i r i t of co-operation they have shown, for the very valuable support they 
have been kind enough to give the Chair, and also f o r t h e i r many demonstrations of 
friendship tovrards'myself.. Thanics to everyone's co-operation and the desire f o r 
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acconinoàation that has been shown, the Committee was able i n a very short period 
of tine to organize i t s t h i r d annual session and to take up i t s work on substantive 
questions viithout delay. I would also l i k e to express ny v/am gratitude to 
/imbassa-dor J a i p a l , whose advice and a.ssistance were most valuable to me, and also 
of course to Mr. Bera.sateg'Jl, whose help I p a r t i c u l a r l y appreciated. I would also 
l i k e to express my appreciation to a l l the members of the Committee's secretariat 
and to the interpreters and translators. I would also, of course, l i k e to offer 
ny successor, iimbassador Herder of tho German Democratic Republic, m.y very viarm 
v/ishes for success i n the exercise of his nandate. I an certain that under his 
chairmanship and under that of tho other colleagues vrho w i l l assuine the task after 
hin during t h i s session, the Conmittee w i l l make progress i n i t s vrork and more 
nearly neet the expectations of the international community t h i s year. 
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The СНАШМАЖ; I declare open the plenaiy meeting Of the'Committee on 
Disarmajnent. 

Distinguished delegates, i t i s indeed a great honour and p r i v i l e g e f o r the 
German Democratic Republic and f o r .me personally to assume the chairmanship of t h i s 
Committee f o r the month of March. As a s o c i a l i s t country and member of the 
s o c i a l i s t community of States my 'country has — as i t i s •well-known — f o r years 
undertaken tremendous efforts with a view to contributing to h a l t i n g the arms race 
and to bringing about effective disarmament. I'lay I a v a i l myself of t h i s opportunity 
and assure you that, guided by these same objectives, I w i l l spare no ef f o r t to 
f u l f i l the heavy r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s and duties entrusted to me by the rules of 
procedure of the Committee. 

At the outset of my chairmanship, I would l i k e to express to the distinguished 
representative of Prance, Ambassador François de l a Gorce, my gratitude.and, .1'am 
sure, that of our whole Committee for the s k i l f u l manner i n which he conducted the 
work of the CD through the f i r s t month of t h i s year's session. With patience, 
courtesy, dynamism and understanding which, as we a l l know, are so characteristic 
p a r t i c u l a r l y f o r French diplomacy, he led us to remarkable progress. In less than a 
month we agreed on the agenda for our 1981 annual session, the programme of work f o r 
the spring session and the re-establishment or resumption of work of the four 
ad hoc working groups. - ' -•• 

Thus, during the chalrmanship of my predecessor the Committee has entered the 
phase of substantive work. At the same time, we have to be f u l l y aware of the 
complicated s i t u a t i o n and the tense international atmosphere. The i n t e n s i f i c a t i o n 
of the arms race, the absence of r a t i f i c a t i o n of the SALT I I Treaty, the 
discontinuance of almost a l l important- channels of disarmament negotiations, have 
not made easier the solution of our tasks. 

But t h i s s i t u a t i o n should not cause us to despair. In a s p i r i t of goodwill 
and f l e x i b i l i t y , so characteristic up to now of our Committee, we should i n t e n s i f y 
ova: e f f o r t s to accomplish the tasks on our agenda. Only i n t h i s way w i l l we be i n a 
po s i t i o n to j u s t i f y the hope and expectations the world community has placed i n 
us and l i v e up to the special role of the CD as the single m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament 
negotiating forum. I t stands to reason that any concrete agreement now i n t h e 
disarmament f i e l d would ha-ve a favourable impact on the international s i t u a t i o n as a 
whole. 

The most important pre-condition f o r us to make hea,dway i n our work, i s , no 
doubt, the p o l i t i c a l w i l l on the part of a l l delegations s i t t i n g around t h i s table. 
This applies especially to the delegations of the nuclear-weapon States. . I t seems 
to me that such a p o l i t i c a l w i l l has again been demonstrated only a, few.days ago 
by the highest forum of one of those States — by the USSR at the 26th Congress of 
the Communist Party of the Soviet Union. The decision to continue to s t r i v e f o r 
further progress i n the f i e l d of arms l i m i t a t i o n and disarmament and the new 
• oncrete proposals submitted to. t h i s end w i l l certainly ..have a. positive impact on the 
work of the Committee. 
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(The Chairman) 
Very l i t t l e time i s l e f t before the second special session of the 

United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament. Not only отог people, but 
a l l peoples of the world expect t h i s Committee to l i v e up to i t s r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s 
and to present the session with a balance-sheet r e f l e c t i n g tangible progress at 
least on some of the items on the Committee's agenda. To achieve this we have to 
intensify our work and use a,ll the time at our disposal as e f f i c i e n t l y as possible. 

Thanks to the re-establishment of the ad hoc working groups on negative security 
assurances and chemical and radiological weapons and the resimiption of the ad boo 
working group on a comprehensive prograimne of disarm.ament, the CD i s now i n a position 
to proceed with substantive' negotiations, I appeal to a l l member countries to use 
the opportunities provided by those ad hoc wor.king groups f u l l y , and to harmonize 
th e i r positions with a view to achieving tangible progress at t h i s session, ' 

At the same time we should not lose sight of the fact that thé CD i s entrusted 
with tasks i n other f i e l d s as w e l l . Here I have i n mind such iteins on i t s agenda as 
"Nuclear test ban", "Cessation of the nuclear aims race and nuclear disarmament" and 
"New types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons". I t i s of 
deep regret to many delegations, including mine, that the Committee has not been 
able u n t i l now to establish corresponding ad hoc working groups or other subsidiary 
bodies to i n i t i a t e substantive negotiations on those items too. Being .conscious 
of t h i s , I appeal to a l l partners, States members of the Committee and non-member 
States, to concentrate t h e i r e f f o r t s on these mai.n item.s and to r e f r a i n from 
introducing into our debate highly p o l i t i c a l and controversial problems which have 
nothing to do with disarmament, thus further complicating our work. 

As you a l l are aware, we face a hea-vy workload this month. Besides the 
negotiations i n the ad hoc working groups, our programme of work provides f o r special 
meetings on nuclear disarmament, a comprehensive programme of disarmament, negative 
security assurances and chemical wea.pons. In these- meetings, we hope,' the 
delegations of such non-member States as Austria, Denmark, Finland, Nor\'jay, Spain 
and Switzerland w i l l make usefuJ contributions. 

To conduct our common efforts e f f e c t i v e l y , the Chair w i l l always be available 
fo r contacts and consultations with a l l delegations. On the other hand, I know that 
I may count fii L l y on your co-operation and assistance. Furthermore, I would l i k e 
to express my gratitude to Ambassador JaipaJ, Mr. Berasategui and t h e i r colleagues 
from the Secretariat f o r the highly q u a l i f i e d support they have lent to my 
predecessors. I count on t h e i r co-operation as w e l l . 

Concluding my opening remarks, I should l i k e to emphasize my hope that 
during the month of Inarch, too, the Comjaittee w i l l continue working as i t has done 
up to now and that a constructive s p i r i t w i l l p r e v a i l thus allowing us to reach 
concrete r e s i i l t s . 

Mr. VRHUNEC (Yugoslavia): Ihr. Chairman, permit me to extend to you on behalf, 
.of my delegation our most cordial congratulations on youx taking up of the duties 
of Chairman of the Committee during the month of March. At the same time, I would , 
also l i k e to offer our congratulations to Ambassador de l a Gorce f o r an exceptionally 
well-done job l a s t month. 
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I t i s very d i f f i c u l t to take the f l o o r at a moment when the considerations 
of our Committee regarding the question of nuclear disarmament indicate that we 
are not able, at this session either, to make the f i r s t , concrete steps directed 
towards the taking of international measures i n t h i s , no douht, most important 
issue i n the f i e l d of disarmament. This i s the t h i r d year that the Committee on 
Disarmament i s not able to o,chieve anything with respect to nuclear disarmament 
while, i n the meantime, the accelerated race i n t h i s f i e l d results i n such 
astronomical expenditures and reaches frightening proportions as to become i t s own 
contradiction. There i s no j u s t i f i c a t i o n for t h i s . And, as Mrs. Thorsson, head 
of the Swedish delegation, has said'here: " I t must be demonstrated that the 
nuclear weapons mystique, the notion that a nuclear weapon can i n any way increase 
the national security of any State, i s a fraud — what I have e a r l i e r called 
'the greatest f a l l a c y of our time', which, f a r from increasing anybody's security, 
i s certain to reduce i t for a l l . " 

There are few world issues that have so ma.,ny times been assessed as most 
important apd most dangerous f o r the peace and survival of mankind as i s the case 
with the question of nuclear disarmament. Pew, also, are the global issues f o r which 
such a broad and convincing argumentation was developed as to how to take urgent send 
drastic measures. I t i s , therefore, imnecessa-ry to reiterate here the decisions 
of various p o l i t i c a l forums and the numerous United Nations General Assembly 
resolutions adopted at both regular and special sessions. We, the members of the 
CD, are p a r t i c u l a r l y well acquainted with t h i s . Moreover, we have a l l solemnly 
and formally accepted the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of having to i n i t i a t e the process of 
nuclear disarmament on innumerable occasions. We a l l also decided, when the 
Committee on Disarmament was created, that we would start here concrete negotiations 
for the solution of these questions. I w i l l also r e f r a i n from giving other 
arguments f o r our concrete \!ork with regard to t h i s issue. This has been convincingly 
done' by the great majority of speakers that have preceded me, especially the 
members of the Group of 21 and i t i s not necessary to c i t e them. 

However, owing to the resistance of same western powers, the settlement of this 
most important area of disarmament i s a", a s t a n d s t i l l . In fact, i t has not even 
begun, except for these verbal considerations of ours which, of course, are not • 
capable of remedying t h i s situation. 

The whole world r i g h t f u l l y asks i t s e l f what i t i s that we are doing. ̂  V/hy 
i s there no concrete beginning of nuclear disarmament? Where does t h i s lead to? 
The non-aligned countries which, as they have been doing f o r 20 years already, 
attach p a r t i c u l a r importance to t h i s question and consider that i t i s of the utmost 
p r i o r i t y , at the M i n i s t e r i a l m.eeting recently held i n New Delhi accorded a 
p a r t i c u l a r l y important place to disarmament pi-oblems, while special emphasis was 
placed on nuclear disarmament. On that occasion, the Ministers stated.- "The 
greatest p e r i l facing the world today i s the threat of destruction as a result of 
nuclear war. The actions of the nuclear-weapon States, which are engaged i n a new 
and frenzied round of the nuclear arms race, have created э. s i t u a t i o n in.which 
manlcind seems to have been condemned to l i v e i n the sha,dow of nuclear annihilation.". 
To that effect, "the Ministers expressed t h e i r b e l i e f that the most effective way 
to eliminate the threat of a. nuclear war, pending the achievement of nuclear 
disarmament, was to prohibit the use, or threat of use, of nuclear weapons'. The 
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Ministers recognized the reluctance of nuclear-weapon States to agree to an 
international convention on banning the use, or threat of use, of nuclear weapons." 
On the other hand, the Ministers of non-aligned, countries attached great importance 
to the peaceful uses of nuclear energy, p a r t i c u l a r l y f o r development purposes. 

The Ministers of non-aligned countries have clearly pointed out the untene.ble 
positions and arguments .vised by those who do not want negotiations on n\iclear 
disarmament. They have most energetically rejected the eff o r t s aimed at 
j u s t i f y i n g such positions based on the emergence of various theories • such.as the 
one regarding the deterrent or the p o s s i b i l i t y of conducting a so-called l i m i t e d 
nuclear war which, i n essence, only opens wide the door to the continuation of 
the nuclear arms race. The application of the theory of deterrence among the 
Superiiov/ers has, indeed, succeeded i n preventing t h e i r direct involvement i n 
regional c o n f l i c t s . However, the competition with rega^rd to the deterrent has i n 
no way succeeded i n removing the p o s s i b i l i t y of a nuclear catastrophe. On-the 
contrary, i t has even increased the insecurity and uncertainty, since the arms race 
continues precisely on the basis of the positions of the use of force aimed at 
maintaining the status quo i n international relations. This i s because the deterrent 
theory i s a theory of force, a theory of interference i n the internal affairs- of 
other countries and of founding security on the untenable bases of the strengthening 
of m i l i t a r y power. These and similar theories are aimed at encouraging the rivalry' 
between nuclear-weapon States and blocs and attempt to j u s t i f y the further 
unimpeded development of even more l e t h a l and destructive technology f o r new-
weapons a.nd systems as well as i n s t a l l a t i o n s , instead of having a l l of man's riches 
used for the progress and prosperity of a l l people i n the world. 

Every thought about the, p o s s i b i l i t y of conducting a l i m i t e d nuclear war i s 
beyond sane l o g i c and resembles the ma-dneos of terroricm. I t was s u f f i c i e n t 
f o r the danger of possible errors i n manipulation to appear, of which we are a l l 
witnesses, i n order to observe how quickly hiimanity can be brought to the brinii of 
co.tastrophe. Apart from the need to take every measure i n order to prevent accidents 
that could be catastrophic and to ensure tha.t the stocks of nuclear víeapx)ns are oiit 
of reach f o r possible use for t e r r o r i s t purposes, the only answer that can be ' 
l a s t i n g and satisfactory i s the most urgent destruction of a l l the existing stocks 
of nuclear weapons and the-prohibition of t h e i r further production. 

There are no negotievtions on nuclear disarmament i n the true sense of the 
word. A l l negotations conducted on t h i s subject today outside the Comm.ittee's 
framework do not essentially encompass disarmament measures but rather the control 
of armaments, which only allows f o r an unhindered continuation of^the nuclear arms 
race. This i s why our Committee has a p a r t i c u l a r r e s p o n s i b i l i t y , as the only 
negotiating body, to make concrete as soon a.s possible the item on i t s agenda 
concerning the cessation of the nuclear а.гтдз race and nuclear disarmajnent. However, 
thi s should not be approached with rhetoric but with genuine agreement on the 
beginning of concrete negotiations without delay. Yugoslavia strives f o r the 
urgent i n i t i a t i o n of negotiations on the basis of what was said i n the statement 
of the Group of 21 non-aligned and neutral countries dated 9 July 1980 and which i s 
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contained i n document CD/116. We consider that the basis given i n the docujTient 
with regard to the beginning of negotations on пис1еа,г disarmament i s good and 
offers a p o s s i b i l i t y f o r compromise. Th-: non-aligned and r e u t r a l countries members 
of the Committee think i t indispensable to work oiit the main stages of nuclear 
disarmament envisaged i n paragraph 50 of the Pinal Document of the f i r s t special 
session on disarmament in.such a way that the r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s of the nuclear-weapon 
States would be clearly defined, as well as the role of non-nuclеэа- weapon States 
i n the process of achieving nuclear diss.rraament. Non-aligned and neutral countries 
also consider i t im.perative to i d e n t i f y as clearly a-s possible the questions 
concerning the p r o h i b i t i o n of the use or the threat of use of nuclear weapons 
i n the process of nuclear disarmament. I t i s certain that a p a r t i c u l a r place i s 
also occupied by the effort to i d e n t i f y the issues whose aim i t w i l l be to eliminate 
the reliance on the doctrine of deterrence for reasons that have already been 
frequentlj' cited i n the remarks by the non-aligned and neutral countries members 
of the Commáttee. In order to f u l f i l the p r i n c i p a l task i n this a.rea which stands, 
before the Comraittee, the non-aligned and neutral countries s t r i v e for the taking 
of such measures as w i l l enable the Committee f u l l y to carry out i t s 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s as the only m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating body i n the f i e l d of 
disarmament and to make possible the r e a l i z a t i o n of a corresponding relationship 
of ;the Committee and the negotiations on nuclear disarmament which are conducted 
i n b i l a t e r a l , regional or other l i m i t e d fcruras. 

There i s no doubt that t h i s basic approach of the non-aligned and neutral 
countries does not neglect or render m.ore d i f f i c u l t the conducting of negotiations 
at any l e v e l ( b i l a t e r a l , regional or n i u l t i l a t e r a l ) i f those negotiations give 
t h e i r corresponding contribution to nuclear disarmament. V/e think that the SilLT 
negotations should continue and. that the idea of holding a European disarmament 
conference, which i s a subject at present being considered at the conference on 
European security and co-operation being held i n Madrid, should be carried out. 

The f i r s t thing.which i s clecir, i f t h i s Coimnittee i s to assume i t s 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s with regard to nuclear disarmament, i s the fact tha,t som.e 
western powers should cha-nge thei r attitude and agree to the i n i t i a t i o n of 
m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations. To this end, my delegation strives f o r the creation 
of a corresponding working group which should begin work immediately. V/c take the 
refusal to create the working group as a v i o l a t i o n of the basic ri g h t of the 
members of the Com.mittee to pa r t i c i p a t e , i n an equitable and democra,tic гааглег, 
i n t h i s d i f f i c u l t and responsible task which we a l l took upon ourselves to 
perforra, and not the nuclear-weapon States alone. Is the i i x L t i a t i o n of m u l t i l a t e r a l 
negotiations on this question not to the advantaгge of b i l a t e r a l negotiations which 
w i l l , of course, be conducted i n p a r a l l e l ? Does not the f a i l u r e of b i l a t e r a l 
negotia-tions so fa.r clearly c a l l f o r the need to make use of railLtilateraJ 
p o s s i b i l i t i e s as w e l l , where the c r e a t i v i t y and p o l i t i c a l w i l l of a large number 
of countries w i l l have a positive influence on the solution of such an important 
issue? 
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It i s clear that the working group should have a well-defined mandate, 
an elaborated programme of action and clearly established stages of negotiation. 
This i s hecause the process of nuclear disarmament i s a l a s t i n g one and requires 
time hut at the same tim.o also there should he a clearly expressed willingness 
resolutely to go forvvard on the ho„sis of the agreed progrexmie. As г. basis f o r 
discussion, the working group could take documents CD/II6 and CD/4 as well ao 
al l ' o t h e r relevant documents. In the i n i t i a l phase of work the group would 
concentrate on the i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of the various aspects of this issue and would 
gradually go on to the solution of the m.oin problems. V/ithout such a concrete 
approach to the question of nuclear disarmament, this CoiTimittee w i l l not f u l f i l 
i t s main task and a l l eventual progress that we make with regard to other issues 
wovild not be of corresponding consequence. 

According to the programme of work of the Conmiittee, today i s the l a s t day 
of debate on this item of the agenda. This does not mean that the further 
consideration of the problems of nucleo.r disarm.ament ceases.. V/e consider that 
the Committee should continue with the consideration of t h i s issue, and very, 
intensively. There i s a s u f f i c i e n t basis f o r t h i s , while the forms can vary — 
from informal meetings of the Committee through informal groups and meetings to 
informal•consultations. 

Yugoslavia, i n pursuance of i t s policy of peacefiû and active co-e^ciotence 
and the decisions of - the non-a,ligned movement, w i l l spore no effort i n order that 
we,achieve success i n nuclear dioarmoment. V/e cannot and w i l l never reconcile 
ourselves to the existing deadlock i n the consideration of nuclear disarmament 
i n the Committee and w i l l constantly s t r i v e to achieve an understanding-and 
acceptance by a l l that we are here i n order to solve all disarmament questions 
i n a concrete m.anner. V/e do not wish to assume the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r any possible 
f a i l u r e . This r e s p o n s i b i l i t y must be f u l l y borne by those who, despite the 
demands of a l l manlcind, prevent nuclear technology being used for the prosperity 
instead of for the destruction of the world. 

The С1-1АШ-ШТ: I would l i k e to thank Am.bassador Vrhunec for his statement 
and for his kind words addressed to the Chair. 
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Mr. DE SOÜZA E SILVA ( B r a z i l ) : Mr. Chairman, our Coimnittc-o has devoted 
three plenary meetings, starting l a s t Tuesday, to item. 2 of our agenda, namely, the 
cessation of the nuclear arms race a,nd n-iClear disarmament. The week hefore we 
discussed item 1, nuclear test ban. I propose to de.al today with both subjects, for 
reasons of p r i n c i p l e as wrell as for p r a c t i c a l considerations. In my statement i n the 
plenary on 12 February I had the occasion to state the position of B r a z i l with regard 
to the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. Since we conceive 
the nuclear test ban as a stop towards nuclear disarmament, I would also l i k e to 
elaborate today on the B r a z i l i a n stand regarding a treaty banning the further testing 
of nuclear weapons. At the same time, I have i n mind the interesting debate we had 
yesterday on the establishment of vrorking groups to deal v/ith items 1 and 2 of our 
agenda,. As my delegation made spe c i f i c suggestions on the m.atter, v/hich were 
supported and commented on by other delegations, I believe that s o m e c l a r i f i c a t i o n , 
fo r the record, of the issues discussed yesterday would be i n order. 

Let me st a r t by repeating vrhat seems to be the vievr of the almost unanimity of 
the members of t h i s Committee, concerning the urgent need for our Committee to engage 
i n substantive negotiations on those two items. The continuation of the nuclear arme 
race i s a major concern f o r a l l nations i n the v/orld, and not just f o r those Powers 
that s t i l l engage i n the unabated p r o l i f e r a t i o n of their nuclear arsenals, i n numbers 
and i n quality. V/e have been confronted with the argument that nuclear disarmament' 
i s of " v i t a l importance" to the security of the Superpowers, or that the subject i s 
"too sensitive" or "too complex" to be dealt v/ith m u l t i l a t e r a l l y . V/e contend, hov/ever, 
that t h i s question i s also v i t a l l y important to our ovrn security, and that i t s very 
complexity and s e n s i t i v i t y vrarrant the early start of negotiations. A nuclear wa,r. 
v/ould v/ipe out not only those who believe they can,wage i t , but the rest of the world 
as w e l l . I t i s thus c l e a r l y vrithin the purview and the duty of t h i s Committee to 
negotiate urgently on the, substance of the matter. 

At our informal meeting of yesterday, my delegation sijggested that the Secretariat 
provide us with a l i s t i n g of a l l concrete proposals made to date, since the inception 
of the Committee on Disarmament, on the .lessation of the m;-..'lear arms race and nuclear 
disarmament. The delegation of India had previously таЛе a proposal that vre start 
from the discussion, i n informal meetings, of chapter 5 of the Secretary-General's 
report on nuclear v/eapons. Many delegations argued for the continuation of informal 
meetings to deal vrith nuclear disarmament, and yesterday Ambassador Taylhardat of 
Venezuela made complementary suggestions to my proposal. Other delegations, including 
those of Nigeria., Kenya, Argentina^, Peru, Romania, S r i Lanka, Svreden and Yvigoslavia, 
from the Group of 21, had constructive comments to malee on the question at hand. A l l 
those sviggestions made yesterday are complementary to ea.ch other. My ovrn delegation 
i s e n t i r e l y f l e x i b l e on the details of the format which v/e hopefully may decide upon, 
to focus the negotiations envisaged. V/e s t i l l think that a l i s t i n g of a l l proposals 
made i n the United Nations dealing vrith nuclear disarmament might prove too long and 
too ctimbersome ; maybe we should start vrith a, less encyclopaedic calalogue, to which 
delegations could propose the addition of other o f f i c i a l documents presented before 
1979 and v/hich are s t i l l relevant today. The important point, however, and i t i s one 
on which I f e e l there was a convergence of vievrs, i s that t h i s exercise must have 
two main purposes: f i r s t , to create the conditions f o r a meaningful, substantive 
dialogue within the Committee, and secondly to aim at pin-pointing issues on which 
concrete m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations may be started. V/ith this understanding, my 
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delegation i s ready to continue exiploring, -in informal meetings, the organization of 
our work on;-the cessation of'the nuclear arms'race and nuclear disarmament. In t h i s 
connection!, I s t i l l believe, that the proposal of the Group of 21 provides us vrith 
the best option f o r success. I f , hov/ever, the suggestions made by my delegation and 
by several others continue to be met with dismissal, silence or a refusal even to 
start;a dialogue, then-v/e, and a l l memibers of the united ÏTaticns, can do l i t t l e else 
than drav/ the appropriate conclusions. 

• Much the .same reasoning applies to the proposals dealing with the establishment 
of a,working group to negotiate a treaty on tho-prohibition of a l l nuclear-weapon 
testing, f o r a l l time, i n a l l environments. ¥e hea,rd no objection, during yesterday's 
meeting, to.the.continuation of an infoimal discussion on the substance of the matter; 
not more than tvro delegations are on the record a,s having opposed the. establishment of 

•.the working group on item 1 proposed by the Group of 21. One of those delegations 
expla,ined• that i t s Government vras engaged i n an over-all reviev/ of i t s defence 
p o l i c i e s , and- that only a f t e r t h i s pre cess had been completed could i t s i t i n the 
Committee V i t h the benefit of-clear instructions. The other, however, had unconvincing 
objections of p r i n c i p l e , which are s t i l l unclear to my delegation. Be that as i t may, 
the consequences are, to say the least, disappointing. At any rate, this situation 
should not prevent,, the t r i l a t e r a l negotiators from responding to questions that ha.ve 
been addressed to them i n this Commattee, i n the search f o r cla , r i f i c a t i o n of issues 
raised by t h e i r report to the Committee l a s t yea.r. The fact that the t r i p a r t i t e talks 
ha,ve. been'suspended, and f o r reasons unrelated to the tasks assigned to this' 
Committee, ,should not prevent the three negotiators from providing tho Committee with 
substantive responses. In this connection, the delegation of the Soviet Union has 
devoted.one statement i n the plenary to substantive aspects of the CTB, and has also 
expressed i t s support for the G-roup of 21 . V/ould i t be too much to ask the other 
tvi/o Powers to state, the reasons why they believe that success would be impaired i f 
consensus were attained i n the Coimiiittee? 

It might be pertinent to r e c a l l the recent example of the establishment, l a s t 
year, of a working group on chemical vreapons. The experience of the Committee i n 
this connection has shov.n that the w-ork of the CD i n no vray brought prejudice to the 
b i l a t e r a l negotiations, which, incidentaflly, have also been suspended for reasons 
pertaining to the b i l a t e r a l relations between the Superpoviers. May I add here,, as an 
afterthought, that,since the inception of the nuclear age, 35 years of r e s t r i c t e d 
negotiations on disarmament have novr elapsed; but no single measure of disarmanent has 
ever been produced by those select forums; on the contrary, f o r 35 years, at a most 
wicked speed, a massive arms build-up ha«s taken place. 

In making the proposal for the continuation of informal discussions on how to 
organize rneahingful negotiations on the nuclear test ban, my delegation keeps an' open 
mind v/ith regard to d e t a i l s . But we do believe that the sviggested exercise must also 
take the form of a dialogue, so that out. of i t there could emerge the substantive 
material to form a basis f o r a mandate of the v/orking group p,roposed "by the Group of 21. 

My delegation i s f i r m l y convinced that a CTBT cannot be pursued as an end i n 
i t s e l f ; further, we think that i t s urgency does not derive merely from the fact that 
many Parties to the non-proliferation Treaty are novr V'Oicing doubts as to the 
effectiveness of, or the. compliance vrith, that instrument. On the contrarj'", as B r a z i l 
has consistently stated, the CTBT must be conceived as a step towards nuclear 
disarmament. To be t r u l y effective and l a s t i n g , a treaty on the prohibition of 
nuclear-weapon tests must be acceptable to as v-rido a number of parties as possible. 
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p a r t i c u l a r l y to the f i v e nuclear-weapon Pcvrcrs, which continue to conduct tests to 
increase the destructive power of t h e i r arsenals. But the condition of i j n i v e r s a l i t y 
v r i l l not he f u l f i l l e d i f the legitimate ijoncerns and interests of other nations are 
not talcen into account, /igreements resulting from closed negotiations cannot he 
expected autometically to s u i t , the interests of those vrho vrere not allovred an 
opportunity to state t h e i r concerns and to see that they were adequately reflected. 

As f o r B r a z i l , vve do have basic vievvs i n connection with a treaty to prohibit 
nuclear-weapon testing. V/e vrould l i k e to see a treaty vrhich would contain э. clear 
commitment to the goal of nuclear disarmament, and vrhich would serve as an effective 
tool f o r the promotion of international co-operation i n the f i e l d of the f u l l use of 
nuclear technology for peaceful pvirposes, a treaty which vrould not contain imbalances 
and discrimination, and one which vrould not bestovr on a fevr parties a. privileged 
status, even i f such parties consider themselves to be more concerned than the others. 
I have i n mind both the substantive a r t i c l e s of the treaty and the clauses r e l a t i n g 
to the complaints procedure, to the v e r i f i c a t i o n mechanism, to r a t i f i c a t i o n and entry 
into force and the provisions f o r i t s periodical reviev/. V/e vrould further l i k e to 
see a treaty which would e f f e c t i v e l y result i n the ceasing of a l l nuclear-vreapon . 
testing f o r a l l time'in a l l environments, and vdiich does not become a tool f o r 
p o l i t i c a l pressure or, even.worse, aai instrument of l e g i t i m i z a t i o n f o r the resumption 
of testing after a l i m i t e d number of years. 

May I close my remarks by making one point absolutely clear. V/e recognize the 
right of every nation to conduct, v/ith whatever partners i t chooses, whatever talks 
i t considers necessary to safeguard i t s legitimate interests. But v/e cannot accept 
the argument that substantive talks i n t h i s Committee, on questions which a l l of us 
agreed to inscribe on i t s agenda, could prejudice or i n any vray preclude r e s t r i c t e d 
talks on the same subjects. In our opinion, by simply performing the negotiating 
task for which i t was created, t h i s Committee v/ould be carrying out the invaluable 
work of c l a r i f y i n g issues of v i t a l importance, both for the nuclear-weapon States and 
for the non-nuclear-weapon States, i n order to ensure the effectiveness and 
u n i v e r s a l i t y of the instruments to be m u l t i l a t e r a l l y agreed upon. 

Let us not be misled into believing that i t i s wise to act i n t e r n a t i o n a l l y as i f 
the vrorld were composed of two cautegories of nations,, one of which vrould accept-no 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y towards the other. A l l members of t h i s Committee have agreed to . 
negotiate urgent measures of nuclear disarmament. Talks may be conducted separately, 
in small groups, v/ithin a l l i a n c e s , between al l i a n c e s , vrithout a l l i a n c e s ; but we must 
also negotiate within the framewrork that vre ourselves have established f o r that 
purpose. To preclude m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations i n this Committee might have serious 
consequences, for i t i s only within i t s framev/ork tha.t we w i l l be able to negotiate 
disarraament agreements vrhich w i l l prove equitable, universal and l a s t i n g . 

Mr. KOMI^S (Hungary): Comrade Chairman, at the outset l e t me congratulate 
you on your succession to the chairmanship of the Committee on Disarm.ament for the 
month of March and wish you the utmost success i n discharging yovu? r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s . 
The Hungarian delegation i s especially pleased to welcome i n the Chair the 
representative of the Geiman Democratic Republic, with which the Hungarian People's 
Republic has strong t i e s of friendship, deep-rooted co-operation i n a,ll the f i e l d s of 
l i f e and a profound common interest i n strengthening world peace and se c i i r i t y . 
Your personal c a p a b i l i t i e s and ejcperience i n muiltilateral diplomacy represent a 
r e l i a b l e guarantee that the Committee w i l l continue its ' v/ork in- a business-like. 
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constructive atmosphere generated during the chairmanship of your distinguished 
predecessor, Araha-ssador Prançois de l a Gorce, to vrhom I would l i k e to express my deep 
appreciation'for his constructive contrihution to cor work. 

It i s evident that the main task of the Committee during this year, p a r t i c u l a r l y 
diiring this month, i s to achieve advance i n the bread and v i t a l f i e l d of nuclear 
disarmament, especially' i n creating the necessary organizational framework for such 
negotiations. Your role as Chairman i s inotriomental i n i t . and my delegation w i l l do 
i t s utmost to assist you to achieve that end. 

Exchanges of views i n connection with various aspects of nuclear disa.rmament held 
i n the Committee as a whole gives me some encouragement. The majoritj- of the 
delegations represented here expressed the i r readiness ami strong desire to start 
concrete negotiations on v i t a l aspects of nuclear disarmajnent which have been so f a r 
considered only at the le v e l of deliberations; I have i n mind the questions of the 
general and complete prohibition of nuclear-xieapon tests and the cessation of the 
nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. However, my delegation cannot hi d e ' i t s 
profound disappointment that i n viev; of the refusal of a few delegations the Committee 
i s tmable to s e t t l e the procedural phase and set i t s e l f to substantive negotiations. 
The agreement i n prin c i p l e on setting up vrorking groups on the general and complete 
prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests and on the cessation of the nuclear aurais race and 
nuclear disarmament has been long overdue. Even late l a s t year the r i g i d resistance 
by one delegation on these issues led to the deplorable consequence tliat the second 
Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the Hon-Proliferation of ITuclear 
V/eapons could not achieve consensus on a substantive f i n a l document.' 

My delegation continues to be convinced that substantive negotiations i n the 
Committee on Disarmament within the framevrork of ad hoc working groups on concrete 
aspects of nuclear disarmament are not only feasible a.nd desirable, but an -onavoidable 
task i f the Committee on Disarmament r e a l l y adheres to the consensus reached during 
the f i r s t special session of the United Hations General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament, as contained i n thO key paragraph 5G of i t s Pinal Document. 

In my previous statement, of 12 February, I made preliminary comments i n 
connection with the general and complete prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests. Although 
the discussion of tho item vxao to have ended l a s t vroek, I viould l i k e to make further 
observations i n vievf of the discussion wliich took place i n the Committee. My 
delegation highly appreciates the com.prehensive statement made by the distinguished 
representative'of the Soviet Union, Ambassador Issraelyan, l a s t Friday on the position 
of the Soviet Union concerning the general and complete prohibition of nuclear-woapon 
tests i n re l a t i o n to the t r i p a r t i t e negotiations as vroll as the negotiations to be 
conducted i n the Committee. I consider that the f l e x i b l e position of the USSR could 
contribute to a substantial advance i n both forums. Ify deleg?otion f u l l y shares the 
position of the Soviet delegation concerning a moratorium, and an international global 
network to detect and i d e n t i f y seismic events. I v/ould l i k e to reiterate the hope of 
my delegalion that the other tv/o interested parties i n the t r i p a r t i t e negotiations w i l l 
soon f i n d i t possible to resume the tailks and w i l l reach positive r e s u l t s . 
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My delegation remains convinced tha.t, p a r a l l e l with the t r i l a t e r a l t a l k s , the 
Committee on Disarm.ament has also a role to pl?.y i n achieving a genuinely ;ariiversal 
CTBT. The m.ajority of tho delegations represented here agree that -an ad hoc working 
group should he created with the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l nuclear-weapon States. As f a r 
as the concrete task of such a group i s concerned, I tlxink that more .than enough 
proposals have heen .put forward even during our debates hold since the beginning of 
the session,. apart from the proposals which had been made ea.rlier. • V/hat i s to be 
done at t h i s stage i s to formulate these proposals into a r e a l i s t i c mandate accepta.ble 
to a l l , and to start the substantive negotiations i n the ad hoc working group. 

The Committee i s to complete i n this meeting the consideration of item 2 of i t s 
agenda; the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. The urgency 
of the need to f i n d a, way to stop the nuclear arms ra,ce has been expla^ined i n 
dramatic terms by.many delegations who took the f l o o r on this item. I t i s evident 
from the present state of the international situation that the continuing nuclear arris 
race i s becoming a more and йоге dangerous de s t a b i l i z i n g factor i n international . 
re l a t i o n s . The prevention of the outbreak of a nuclear war and malcing. a substantive 
headway towards nuclear disarraament i s the liighest p r i o r i t y task facing the peoples 
of the vrorld and to an increased extent the Coraraittee on Disarraament, The s o c i a l i s t 
countries have always been advocating and promoting vride-ranging proposals and concrete 
negotiations to put an end to the nuclear arms race, the l a t e s t of them being those 
made by L.I. Brezhnev i n his statement to the 26th Congress of the Communist Party of . 
the Soviet Union. The Hungarian Government f u l l y supports these proposals and i s 
convinced that the implementation of these proposals i s i n the best interests of the 
peoples of the world, p a r t i c u l a r l y those i n Europe. V/e do hope these proposals v / i l l 
be given dvîe and responsible consideration by those to whom they are addressed. 

The Comraittee on Disarraament has before i t also concrete ta,sks i n the f i e l d of 
the cessation of the nuclear arras race and nuclear disarmament. Ever since the 
submission by the s o c i a l i s t delegations of the proposals i n document CD/4 on 
negotiations on ending the production of a l l types of nuclear weapons and gradually 
reducing t h e i r stockpiles u n t i l t h e i r complete destruction, the Committee on 
Disarmament has had v/ide-ranging discussions on this issue. As a consequence of these 
debates the majority of the delegations came to the conclusion and e x p l i c i t l y 
expressed t h e i r opinion that the Committee on Disarmament i s the m.ost suitable forum 
f o r the preparation and conducting of such negotiations. 

A number of concrete proposals have been m.ade for the translation into practice 
of t h i s right conclusion. Working paper CD/109 submitted by the delegation of the 
German Democratic Republic l a s t June proposed, among other things, the establisliraent 
of an ad hoc working group on the cessation of the nuclear arras race and nuclear 
disarmament and the v/orking out of an appropriate mandate for i t . A s i m i l a r i n i t i a t i v e 
.was made by the Group of 21 i n working paper CD/II6 v/hich proposed the setting up of 
a working group and also gave an indicative description of the concrete tasks such a 
group could deal v/ith. In the f i n a l analysis both proposals can be conceived as 
p r a c t i c a l e f f o r t s to translate into practice paragraph 50 and other'relevant provisions 
of the Pinal Document of the f i r s t special session of the United Hâtions 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. 



1? 

(l'îr. Konives, Hungary) 

In th.e discussion on the cessation of the nuclear.airas race and. nuclear.. • 
disarmanent some delegations have shov/n special .interest i n the question of ending 
the production of fissionahl ' j ;r-]ate?:-ial f o r x/eapons purposes. The Hungarian delegation 
i s of the opinion that t l i i s question .sliould he considered together with other issues 
re l a t i n g to the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament within the 
framework of an ad hoc working group to he estahlishod. 

It i s a matter of regret tliat, despite the insistance of the majority of 
delegations, the CoiTisittee has not nado even one sraall step towards discha.rging i t s 
extraordinary r e s p o n s i h i l i t i e s i n t h i s c r u c i a l f i e l d , îîy delegation i s dctamined 
that the Committee should at the l a t e s t during .this part of i t s session take a decision 
to set up an appropriate suhsidiary Dody and start on. a p r i o r i t y ho,sis preparatory 
work for substantive negotiations on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and on 
nuclear disarmament. 

Before concluding, I would l i k e to deal with the question of the non-stationing 
of nuclear v/eapons on the t e r r i t o r i e s of States v/here there are no such v/eapons at 
present. As yov. may r e c a l l this.question, i n conformity with the decision taken by 
our Committee, belongs to item 2 of our agenda. 

My delegation, l i k e many others, attaches great importance to strengthening the 
system of p o l i t i c a l and international l e g a l guarantees for the security of 
non-nuclear-v/eapon States. The idea of concluding an international agreenent on tiie 
non-stationing of nuclear weapons on the t e r r i t o r i e s of States v/here there are no such 
v/eapons at present i s , i n the opinion of many delegations, one of the possible actions 
to serve this goal. 

The conclusion of an agreement on the non-stationing of nuclear weapons on tlie 
t e r r i t o r i e s of States v/here there are no such v/eapons at present v/ould considerably 
strengthen the non-proliferation regime',. and could contribute to reducing the danger 
of nuclear v/ar and the nuclear arms race, and could enhance the esta-blishment of 
nuclear-v/ea,pon-free zones. Such an undertaking would malee a si g n i f i c a n t contribution 
to increasing confidence and to strengthening international peace and security. For 
these reasons ny delegation considers that the conclusion of such an agreenent i s 
both possible and necessa.ry, not to mention tlie timeliness of the question. 

In paragraph 1 of resolution 5.5/156 G adopted at i t s l a s t session the 
General Assembly "Requests the Coni-aittee on Disaraanent to proceed v/ithout delay to 
talks with a viev/ to'elaborating an international agreenent on the non-stationing of 
nuclear weapons on the t e r r i t o r i e s of States v/here there a,re no such v/eapons at 
present". In paragraph 3 of this resolution ovu- Connittee i s requested to submit a 
report on the question to the Cteneral Assembly at i t s t h i r t y - s i x t h session. 

Talcing into account the importance and timeliness of the question, the 
establishment of a v/orking group v/ould be the best v/ay to carry out this task as 
proposed i n d o c u i T i e n t CD/14I submitted by the s o c i a l i s t countries on 5 February. The 
Hungarian delegation i s ready to co-operate with every delegation i n the elaboration of 
a mandate for such a v/orking group. 

The CHAIRI-'IAN; I should l i k e to thank Ambassador Komives for his statement 
and for the kind words he addressed to the Chair. 
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Mr. SOLA VILA (Cuba) (translated from Spa.nish) : Comra.de Cha.irma.n, i t gives my 
delegation grea.t sa.tisfa.ction to see you presiding over the Committee on Disa.rmament-
during the month of Ma.rch. You a.re a, worthy representa.tive of a. country tha.t i s 
united with my ó\m by strong t i e s of brotherhood, fra.ternity a.nd solida.rity. The 
Germa.n Democra.tic Republic i s a. country which ha.s pla.yed 3.nd continiies to pla.y a.n 
a.ctive a.nd milit a n t part i n the e f f o r t to a.chieve general a.nd complete disa.rma,ment 
a.s a. wa.y of strengthening interna.tional pea.ce and security. 

V/e are a.wa.re of your grea.t a.bility and we a.re confident tha.t, under your a.ble 
and s k i l f u l guidance, we sha.ll end t h i s month — the longest i n our spring session —; 
successfully and with positive results. You ma.y be a.ssured of the u.tmost support and 
co-opera.tion from, our delega.tion. 

I should l i k e , through you, to o f f e r our congra.tula.tions to the Amba.ssa.dor of 
Pra.nce on the results a.chieved i n the month of Pebrua.ry when our Committee v/orked under 
his cha.irma.nship. 

I t may seem unnecessa.ry to repeat that working groups provide the best framework 
for dea.ling with the va.rious items on the a.genàa. of the Committee on Disa.rmament, but 
when a. fa.ct i s rea.lly incontrovertible and objective, i t ha.s to be repea.ted, and 
rea.lity ha.s convincingly demonstra.ted tha.t t h i s i s so. Considera.tion of the items 
before us i n the context of working groups i s the best way of c l a r i f y i n g t h e i r many 
and complex fa.cets; t h i s i s wha.t ma.kes some of the a.rguments a.dduced here rega.rding 
this question .ima.ccepta.ble. 

V/ith rega.rd to the foresta.lling of atta.cks, considerations of security, defence, 
protection and so on, the exa.mple wa.s given here of a. person who equips his house 
with a.la,rms, wa.rning signs, fences and dogs f o r his protection. But wha.t a.bout those 
who ca.nnot a,fford to insta.ll ala.rms or buy dogs, or those who do not even огт houses? 
Are they then to be l e f t open to a.tta.ck, vàthout protection of any kind? 

No, one ca.n deny tha.t i t would be useful to set up two working groups on such 
pressing. a.nd urgent items on our agenda a.s ( l ) a. comprehensive nuclea.r test-ba.n,* a.nd 
(2) the cessa.tion of the nuclea.r a.rms ra.ce a.nd nuclea.r dis3.rma.raent. 

A l l members of the Comniittee, including those delega.tions which are opposed to 
the esta.blisliment of such groups, know tha.t the discussion of these items i n 
vrorking groups vrould not mea.n the immedia.te conclusion of trea.ties. V/e a.ll .knov; tha.t 
these itemis • require thorough, meticulous a.nd deta.iled considera.tion, but i f vre continue 
to do nothing i n this ma.tter, time v / i l l pa.ss and the ta.sk v.dll become a.ll the m.ore 
d i f f i c u l t . Even m.ore importa.nt, v/hat expla.na.tion v r i l l t h i s single m u l t i l a t e r a l 
disa.rmament negotia.ting body give to the intema.tiona.l community? Wnat sha.ll v/e t e l l 
the Genera.l Аз8етЛ1у at i t s second specia.l session on disa.rma,ment? 

The F i l i a l Docviment a.dopted at the f i r s t special session on disa.rmam.ent, v/hich i s 
ta.lked a.bout so m.uch, v/as a.dopted by consensus. V/e sha.ll be taking stock of i t s 
results a.t the second specia.l session on disa.rma.ment; v/e sha.ll note v/ha.t ha.s been 
done a.nd v/ha.t ha.s not been d ne. V/lia.t v / i l l ha.ppen v/hen para-gra.phs 47 onv/a.rds a.re 
considered? These a.re the pa.ra.gra.phs r e f e r r i n g to questions a.bout nuclea.r wea.pons — 
unavoidable issues v/hich vre a.re duty bound to ta.ke up. 
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My delegation i s deeply concerned l e s t we conclude oiir vrork t h i s yea.r without 
setting up these vrorking groups. This v r i l l be the Coinmittee's last f u l l session before 
the second specia.l session on disa.rma.ment. and we must not come to i t "empty-ha.nded". 
Both the Group of 21, to vrhich my country belongs a.nd the s o c i a l i s t group, together 
vrith ma.ny delega.tions i n the so-called vrestern group a.re i n a.greement t h a t these 
vrorking groups should be set up. This ha.s been reflected i n sta.tements, documents 
submitted, and so on. 

For insta.nce, I should l i k e to dra.vr a.ttention-to;' 

Document CD/4, submitted a.s ea.rly a.s i n 1979 Ъу the s o c i a l i s t countries, concerning 
négotia.tions on nuclea.r vreapons; 

Document CD/TÔ/ROV.I of the Group of 21, a.lso concerning the .ae ;Ssat ion of the 
nuclea.r arms ra.ce and nuclear disa.rmament; 

Document CD/72 of the Group of 21, containing a.n a.ppea.l for-tho complete cessation 
of nuclea.r-wea.pon tests a.nd urging the esta.blishment of a vrorlcing., group vrithout dela.y; 

Document CD/1I6 of the Group of 21, on the cessa.tion of the nuclea.r a.rms i-a.ce a.nd 
nuclea.r disa.rma,ment ; 

Document CD/134J the Gta.tement of the Group of 21 on the conclusion of the a.nnua.l 
session of the Committee on Disa.rmament i n 1980, vrhich conta.ins the -following pa.ssa.ge: 

"... i t i s a ma.tter of regret tha.t despite the grea.ter r e s p o n s i b i l i t y thus 
pla.ced on the Committee on Disa,rma.ment a.s the single multila.tera,l negotia.ting body 
i n the f i e l d of disa,rma.ment, i t ha.s been prevented during i t s I98O-session from -
a.dequa.tely discha.rging i t s ma.nda.te, pa.rticula.rly vrith rega.rd -to tha.t pa.rt of i t s 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s v - r h i c h has been assigned the highest p r i o r i t y by the 
Genera.l Assembly, na,mely, the Cessation of the ïïuclea.r Arms Ea.ce a.nd Nuclea.r 
Disa.rmaxaent including the i n i t i a . l step of a. Huclea.r Test Ban."; 

Document CD/135, submitted by the group of socia.list Sta.tes, v r h i c h sta.tes, i n one 
of i t s pa.ra.gra.phs: 

"The delega.tions of the socia.list countries have atta.ched a.nd continue to • 
atta.ch prima.ry importa.nce to the question of the cessa.tion of the nuclea.r arms ra.ce 
a.nd nuclea.r disarmament. They submitted sp e c i f i c proposa.ls to the session of the 
Committee concerning negotia.tions on the cessa.tion of the production of nuclea.r 
vrea.pons of a.ll kinds a.nd the gra.dua.l reduction of stoclcpiies of such vrea.pons 
culmina.ting i n t h e i r complete elimina.tion. In a.ddition, i t vra.s proposed tha.t a.n 
a.d hoc vrorking group on the cessa.tion of the nviclea.r a.rmiS ra.ce a.nd nuclea.r 
disa.rma.ment should be set. up vrithin the Committee, a.nd tha.t the group's terms of 
reference should be detennined during the current session of the Committee on 
Disa,rma.ment. " Tha.t mea.nt, i n I98O. 

As rega.rds sta.tements, there ha.ve been ma.ny,. including more tho.n one by the Group 
of 21 reitera.ting this urgency, tha.t of the s o c i a l i s t countries a.nà, more prrticula.rly, 
the sta-tement by Comrade Issraelya.n of the USSPL on 27 Februa.ry, a.s vrell a s sta.tem.ents 
by the Netherla-nds, Ja-pa.n, Belgiviin, Austra.lia., Ca.na.da. a.nd Ita.ly; a.ll objectively 
r e f l e c t the importa.nce of setting up these working groups. 

In a.ddition, a.t the la.st session of the United lla.tions Genera.l Assembly, various 
resolutions to this effect vrere a.dopted. 
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In conclusion, I should l i k e to refer to document A/35/392 e n t i t l e d "Comprehensive 
Study on Nuclea.r l-/oa.pons". The delega.tion of India, proposed that we should discuss, 
à.t Informa.l meetings, chapter V of t h i s report, e n t i t l e d "The doctrines of deterrence 
a.nd other theories concerning nuclea.r vrea.pons". My delega.tion supports t h i s proposa.l. 
The entire report i s extremely'useful ¿md importa,nt a.nd we ought i n pa.rticula.r to 
take note of cha.pter VIII, "The perpetuo.l m.ena.ce to huraan society", a.nd especia.lly 
pa.ra.graph 494, vrhich I should l i k e to quote; 

" I f t h i s report ha.s proved nothing else, i t should a.t lea.st ha.ve served to 
deraonstra.te the ca.ta.strophic conseqiiences vrhich vrould result i f the nuclea.r 
a.rsena.ls. of today or tomorrovr vrere ever unlea.shed i n v-ra.r. There are Tjerha.ps 
some vrho vrish to dra.vr comfort from ca.lcula.tions tha.t i t ma.y he d i f f i c u l t to k i l l 
outright every ma.n, vroma.n a.nd c h i l d on ea.rth even i n a. nuclea.r vra.r. But such 
ca.lcula,tions a.re empty exercises. The da.nger of the annihila.tion of human 
oi v i l i z a . t i o n should not he made the subject of theoretioa.l a.rgujnents, but be used 
a.s a. ba.sis f o r crea.ting a. common a.vra.reness of the ala.rming situa.tion the vrorld 
i s fa.cing toda.y a.nd of the need f o r exercising the p o l i t i c a . l v r i l l to Eea,rch f o r 
a.ccepta.ble solutions". 

At t h e i r s i x Summit Conferences, the non-a.ligned countries have reitera.ted the 
need f o r nuclea.r disa.rraa.raent. Thus, a.t the recent Ministeria . 1 Conference held i n 
Nevr Delhi, the Foreign Ministers of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries sta.ted tha.t 
"the grea.test da.nger confronting the vrorld today i s the threa.t of destruction resulting; 
from a. nuclea.r vra.r. The a.ctions of the nuclea.r-vrea.pon countries, vrhich ha.ve emba.rked 
o n a. nevr a.nd frenzied pha.se i n the a.rms race, ha.ve created a. situa.tion i n vrhich m3.nliind 
a.ppea.rs to he condemned to l i v e i n the sha.dovr of nuclea.r a.nnihila.tion. Some of the 
nuclea.r-vrea.pon countries ha.ve been t r y i n g to promote the highly da.ngerous theory 
of a. l i m i t e d nviclea.r vra.r a.nd to minimize the d i s t i n c t i o n betvreen nuclea.r a.nd 
conventiona.l vrea.pons. At the sam.e time, the so-ca.lled 'ba.la.nce of deterrence' betvreen 
the grea.t Povrers has not prevented them from taking pa.rt i n regiona.l c o n f l i c t s . The 
competition i n deterrence ha.s i n no wa.y crea.ted a. sure mea.ns of a.verting the imminent 
ca.tastrophe. Only the nightmare of uncert,; i n t y and fear tha • toda.y cha.ra.cterize 
intema.tiona.l rela.tions have increa.sed, f o r the a.rms ra.ce i s due prima.rily to the 
persistent recourse to the use of force to ma.inta,in the sta.tus quo i n intema.tiona.l 
rela.tions. There i s only one rea.l deterrent: m.a.nliind's desire to survive. As 
unsvrerving a.dvocates of vrorld peace, the non-a.ligneà countries shovild, therefore, 
co-ordina.te t h e i r a.ctions so a.s to ha,lt a.nd reverse the nuclea.r a.rms ra.ce vrith a. vievr 
to eventuo.lly a.chieving the com.plete elimination of such vrea.pons from the a.rsena.fs 
of Sta.tes". 

Let us co-ordina.te our a.ctions to a.cliieve concrete negotia.tions on the cessa.tion 
of nuclea.r tests and nuclea.r dhsa.rmament. 

Ibc. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republic^: Distinguished 
Comrade Chairma.n, f i r s t of s . l l , I should l i k e on beha.lf of the Soviet delegalion and 
on my ovm beha.lf cordia.lly to congra.tulate you on your a.ssumption of the functions 
of Cha.irm3.n of the Committee on Disa.rmament for the current month. \!e s.re pa.rticula.rly 
pleased to do t h i s since you represent here a. country vrhich i s linlced vrith the 
Soviet Union b y the indissoluble t i e s of friendship and fra.ternity. I%y I vrish you, 
distinguished Com-a-de Herder, success i n discha.rging your responsible ta.sk a.s 
Cha,irma.n of this Committee. 
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1/e should also l i k e to express our gratitude to Ainba.ssador de l a Gorce of France, 
л-Лю wa.s the Chairman of the Coinmittee during the month of Fehrua.ry. 

Today, the Soviet delegation vrould l i k e to drov; the attention of the members of 
the Committee on Disa.rmament to a.n event of ma.jor internaticna.l import — the 
26th Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union v/hich i s nov; i n process of 
concluding i t s v/ork. The Report to the Congress, delivered by the Genera.l Secretary 
of the Centra.l Committee of the Communist Pa.rty of the Soviet Union a,nd Chairma.n of 
the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR, L.I. Brezhnev, conta.ins a thorough a.nd 
comprehensive a,na.lysis of the present interna.tiona.l situa.tion, confirms the inva.ria.bility 
of the foreign policy course of the Soviet Union tov/ards safegua.rding pea.ce a..nd 
strengthening internationa.l security, a.nu puts forv/ard nevr o..nd imports.nt proposa.ls a.imed 
a.t curbing the arms ra.ce and improving the interna.tiona.l climate. 

Reflecting the most v i v i d response produced i n the v/orld by the v/ork of. the 
Congress, ma.ny delega.tions i n the Committee — and they ha.ve- t o l d us a.bout th i s qvrite 
fra.nlcly — ha.ve displa.yed a. keen interest in.the ma.teria.ls emerging from i t . The 
Soviet delega.tion has submitted a.s a.n o f f i c i a . l document of the Committee the section 
of the x-eport by L.I. Brezhnev v/hich focuses on the ta.sks of the consolida.tion of pea.ce, 
the settlement of urgent intei-na.tiona.l issues a.nd, i n the f i r s t pla.ce, the problem of 
disa.nmment. 

Ifeny of the pi-ovisions of the report, nev/ constiaictive proposa.ls put for\/a.rd ot 
the Congress, bear the most direct i-ela.tion to the v/ork of our Committee, to those 
issues v/hich have been ra.ised i n the sta.tements of a. number of delega.tions i n the 
course of the genera.l deba.te. 

In t h i s connection, the Soviet delega.tion v/ould l i k e to dra.v/ the- a.ttention of the 
Committee to certa.in questions touched upon i n t.he report of L.I. Brezhnev^. 

"The pivotal l i n e of the foreign policy of our Pa.rty a.nd Government," — stated 
L.I. Brezhnev i n his report to the Congress — "hos been a.nd continues to be the 
struggle to reduce the danger of v/a.r a.nd to curb the a.rms ra.ce." The Soviet State, 
l i k e many other countries — as ha.s, i n pa.rticula.i", been clea.i-- from the v/ork of the 
current session of the Committee — singles out v/ithin the entire sphere of 
disa.rmament the issue of tlie l i m i t a t i o n a.nd elimination of nuclea.r v/eo.pons, v/hich a.re 
the most da.ngerous to huma.rdty. 

As i s vrell knov/n, the Soviet Union sta.nds f o r the i-a.dical solution of this issue, 
tha.t i s , f o r ending the production of nuclea.r v/ea.pons a,nd reducing theix- stockpiles 
u n t i l they ha.ve been completely destroyed. The releva.nt concrete proposal v/a,s 
submitted to the Committee by the Soviet delego.,tion together v/ith the delega.tions of 
other s o c i a l i s t countries over tv/o years a.go. The_ Congress noted the efforts mode by 
our country to t r y to secure the adoption of individua.l mea.sui''es i n the sphere of 
nuclea.r disa.i-mament a.nd i n pa.rticular the complete pirohibition of nuclea.r-v/oa.pon t e s t s , 
the strengthening of security gua.ra.ntees for non^nuclea.r v/ea.pon States, the prevention 
of the further sprea.d of nuclea.r v/ea.pons aoiross our pla.net, a.nd a number of other 
measures. 
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Numerous sto.tements i n the Committee reflected serious a m i i e t y over the fact tha.t 
the process of strategic a.rms limita.tion by the USSR a.nd the united States of America 
ha.s been a . r t i f i c i a . l i y held ha.ck a.nd, a.s you knovr, through no fa.ult of ours. But there 
i s something more behind t h i s , па.те1у5 concern o v e r how Soviet-American rela.tions a.re 
going to develop i n future. This concern i s understa.nda.hle. During the general debate 
i n the Committee ma.ny delegations have r i g h t l y emphasized the fact that the' entire 
internationa.l situation as well as the' solution of a. good m.any problems, including, 
na.tura.lly, disa.rma.ment issues depend to a. la.rge extent on the po l i c i e s , of the USSR 
a.nd the United States. The report made hy L.I. Brezhnev to the Congress sa.ys, c l e a r l y 
and e x p l i c i t l y , that the state of Soviet-America.n relations at present a.nd the 
aouteness of problems requiring a solution necessitates a. d i a l o g u e a n d a.n aetive 
dia.logue, at a l l l e v e l s . This i s also true of the state of a.ffa.irs here, i n the 
Committee on Disarma.ment. 

Atta.ching extremely importa.nt significa.nce to the limita.tion of stra.tegic 
a.rma.ments, L.I. Brezlmev urged the continua.tion, without dela.y, of the releva.nt 
negotia.tions with the United States, preserving a.ll the positive elements tha.t ha.ve so 
fa.r been achieved i n t h i s area. He miderlined a.nevi that the only sensible a.nd 
a.ccepta.ble basis f o r such negotiations, i n which — o.nd \-ie would dra.w attention to 
thi s — a.ll the other nuclea.r-wea.pon Powers should pa.rticipa.te, a.t an a.ppropria.te 
time, i s observa.tion of the pr i n c i p l e of equa.lity a.nd equa.l security. 

L.I. Brezhnev decla.red tha.t the USSR i s prepa.red to come to terms on l i m i t i n g 
the deployment of the new subma.rines — the Ohio type by the United Sta.tes and s i m i l a r 
ones by the USSR, a.nd to a.gree to the ba.nning of the moderniza.tion of e x i s t i n g and the 
development of nev/ b a . l l i s t i c missiles f o r these subm.arines. 

The proposa.l contained i n the report by L.I. Brezhnev to set up a competent 
intema.tiona.l committee v/hich could be composed of the most eminent s c i e n t i s t s from 
va.rious covmtries i s aimed at i n t e n s i f y i n g the struggle 3.ga.inst the nuclea.r p e r i l a.nd 
at increasing opportunities f o r the dissemination of t r u t h f u l information a.bout the 
disastrous consequences f o r ma.iücind of .a. nuclea.r v/s.r. 

One of the important items on the a.genda. of our Committee i s tha.t of the 
pro h i b i t i o n of nev/ types a.nd systems of v/ea,pons of ma.ss destruction. The report to the 
26th Congress of the Communist Pa.rty of the Soviet Union stressed once a.gain that the 
Soviet Union has aeti v e l y sought the prohibition of ci.ll other types of such v/ea.pons 
a.lso, a.nd tha.t certa.in results ha.ve been a.chieved i n this f i e l d . In pa.rticula.r, the 
Convention on the Prohibition of I'hlitary Use of Environmenta.l Modification Teciiniques 
ha.s entered into force. Considera.ble useful v/ork ha.s been done tov/ards the dra.v/ing 
up of a trea.ty f o r the ba.nning of radiologica.l v/ea.pons. We hope tha.t t h i s v.rork v / i l l 
be successfully completed in. the nea.r future. Negotia.tions a.re continuing i n the 
Committee, f o r the second year alrea.dy, v/ith a viev/ to the excliision of chemica.l 
v/eapons from the a.rsena.ls of Sta.tes, but i n t m t h they a.re proceeding too slov/ly, and 
v/e sincerely regret i t . 

The report to the Congress stressed tha.t tha,nlcs to the ahtions of the pea.ce-loving 
forces i t v.ra.s possible to check the im.plementa.tion of pla.ns f o r the deployment of 
neutron v/ea.pons i n v/estern Europe. Por our pa.rt v/e reaffirm, sa.id L.I, Brezhnev, tha.t 
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v.'e w i l l not begin production of t h i s vreapon unless i t appea.rs i n other States, and 
that v/e a.re prepa.red to conclude a.n a.greement ba.nning t h i s vvea.pon once a.nd fo r a. l l . 
I v/ould reca.ll that a. draft trea.ty on the prohibition of neutron weapons ta.bled by the 
group of socia.list countries i n Iia.rch 1973 i s l y i n g on the negotia.ting ta.ble i n the 
Committee. The Committee should ta.ckle t l i i s issue a.lso. 

• The Soviet delegation feels that i t i s i t s duty to dira.v/ attention a.lso to nev/ 
proposa.ls put forv/a.rd at the 26th Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union 
a.nd aimed a.t a. radica.f improvement of the international situa.tion. Let me sa.y at once 
tha.t these proposa.ls are not meo.nt to form the subject of negotiations i n the Committee, 
a.nd v/e sha.ll not introduce them f o r that purpose, but there i s no doubt that t h e i r 
adoption a.nd iaplementa.tion would improve the situa.tion i n the v/orld and v/ould crea.te 
a more propitious climate f o r disa.rmament negotiations also, including here, i n this 
Committee. 

It i s ha.rdly necessa.ry to explain tha.t i t i s fa.r easier to prevent t h i s or that 
c o n f l i c t threatening to tra.nscend l o c a l l i m i t s tlia.n to put a. stop to a conflagration 
that has alrea.dy broken out. As f a r as Europe i s concerned, the' purpose of preventive 
a.ction of this kind i s served by the confi'dence-building mea.sures provided f o r i n the 
decision of the All-Europea.n Conference, such a.s notifica.tion of milita.ry e::ercises of 
grovmd troops a.nd the invita.tion to them of observers from other countries. As you 
knovr, these measures apply to the t e r r i t o r y of the European Sta.tes, including the 
v/estern regions of tlie USSR. In the past the Soviet side has a.lready proposed that 
the system of. notifica.tion should cover na.va.l a.nd a.ir force exercises a.s vrell a.s 
la.rge-sca.le troop movements. 

At the 26th Congress i t vra.s proposed that the zone of a.pplication of such 
measures should be substa.ntia.lly extended, a.nd i t vras empha.sized tha.t our country i s 
prepared to a.pply them to the entire Europea.n part of the USSR, provided the v/estern 
Sta.tes, too, extend the confidence zone correspondingly. Furthermore, a. proposal 
vra.s put forwa.rd to check the' build-up of nuclea.r-missile vrea.pons i n Europe. 

The Fa.r Ea.st i s another region vrhere the ela.bora.tion a.nd a.pplica.tion of 
confidence-building measures, vrith due considera.tion for i t s specific features, could 
not only defuse the situa.tion loca.lly but a.lso contribute to the strengthening of the 
foundations of -universa.l peace. There, such Pov/ers as the USSR, China a.nd Ja.pan 
border on ea.ch other and there are also United Sta.tes n i l i t a . r y ba.Ees i n t l i i s region. 
As fa.r as this region i s concerned, our country has also taken a. nev/ i n i t i a t i v e . In 
his report L.I. Brezhnev expressed the rea.diness of the Soviet Union to hold concrete 
negotiations on confidence-building measvires i n the Fo.r East v/ith a l l interested 
countries. We sta.nd f o r sta.bility i n t h i s region, just as i n a.ll other regions of 
the globe. 

The implementation of a.ll these fa.r-rea.cliing proposa.ls on confidence-building 
mea.sures v / i l l f a c i l i t a . t e progress i n the f i e l d of disa.rma.ment as v/ell. Wo v/ish to 
emphasize the r e a l i s t i c a,nd mea.ningful nature of these proposa.ls from the point of 
viev/ of the strengthening of pea.ce a.nd the settlement of virgent disa.rma.m.ent issues. 
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Consiáera.ble attention was given i n the report hy L.I. Brezhnev to wha.t a.re 
usua.IIy ca l l e d "flash-points", tha.t i s , the hotheds of m i l i t a r y c o n f l i c t s a.nd tensions, 
a.nd i n the f i r s t insta.nce to the Persia.n Gulf a.rea.. At the end of l e s t yeo.r tho 
Soviet Union proposed' to the United Sta.tes of America., other vrestern Powers, China., 
Ja.pa.n a.nd a l l other States wliich might he interested, the rea.ching of a.n a.greement 
on a. wide ra.nge of mutua.l ohliga.tions providing, f i r s t of s . l l , tha.t i n the Persia.n Gulf 
a.rea. a.nd on the adja.cent ÍEla.nds no foreign milita.rj.'" ha.ses Ehou_ld he esta.hlished 
a.nd no nuclea.r or a.ny other type of weapons of mass destruction should he sta.tioned. 
Another step vrould he a.n obliga.tion not to use or threa.ten to use force a.ga.inst the 
countries of the Persia.n Gulf area, a.nd not to interfere i n t h e i r domestic a.ffa.irs. 
The Soviet Union a.lso proposed tha.t a.greement should he reached to nrespect the non-
a.ligned sta.tus chosen by the Persian. Gulf States a.nd not to dra.vr those Sta.tes into 
milita.ry groupings i n vrhich nuclea.r-vreapon Povrers pa.rticipa.te. V/e also urged respect 
for the sovereign right of the Sta.tes of this region to t h e i r na.tura.l resources. And 
fina.l l y , the Soviet side proposed that i t should he a.greed not to crea.te a.ny ohsta.cles 
or threa.ts vrlia.tsoever to norma.l commerce and the use of ma.ritime commimica.tions 
connecting the States i n t h i s region vrith the rest of the vrorld. 

It ha.s sometimes been sa.id a.bout these proposa.ls, vrhich ha.ve met vrith a. strong 
response i n the vrorld, tha.t they ca.nnot be divorced from the question of the Soviet 
m i l i t a r y contingent i n Afghanistan. In t h i s connection, i t vras made clea.r at the 
Congress tha.t the Soviet Union i s prepared to nogotia.te vrith respect to the Persia.n Gulf 
as a.n independent problem, a.nd o.lso to pa.rticipa.te i n a. separa.te settlement of the 
situa.tion a.round Afgha.nista.n. At the sa.me time our country, as L.I. Brezhnev sta.ted, 
does not object to the• questions connected vrith Afgha.nista.n heing discussed i n 
conjunction vrith questions of Persi3.n Gulf security. I t goes vrithout sa.ying that i n • 
that connection only the interna.tional a.spects of the Afgho.nist2.n problem could be 
discussed, . a.nd not interno.l Afgha.n a.ffa.irs. 

It i s С01ШП0П knowledge tha.t there a.re quite a. fevr other urgent prohlem.s i n the 
vrorld. They a.re a.lso a.vraiting a. sensible solution, vrhich requires, as L.I. Brezhnev 
put i t , a far-sighted a.pproach, p o l i t i c a l w i l l a.nd coura.ge, cuthority a.nd influence. 
In t h i s connection, L.I. Brezhnev put for\ra.rd a. proposa.l f o r the convening of a. 
specia.l meeting of the Security Council vrith the prrticipa.tion of the top lea.ders of 
i t s member Sta.tes i n order to look f o r vrays of im.proving the intema.tiona.l situa.tion 
a.nd preventing vra.r. Lea.ders of other Sta.tes could obviously o.lso talie pa.rt i n the 
meeting, vrhich vrould, of course, require thorough prep3.ra.tion. 

http://prep3.ra.ti
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Thus, the nev; measures and proposa.ls-ijut forvrard a.t the 26th Congress of the 
Communist Party of the Soviet Union cover a. v;ide ra.nge of both p o l i t i c a . l 3,nd milita.ry, 
issues. A l l these proposals pursue a single a.im, our one over-s.ll aspira.tion — to 
do everything possible to relieve the peoples of the threa.t of a. nuclear. v;a.r a.nd to 
preserve v;orld pea.ce. 

"ITot war preparations that doom the peoples to a senseless squa.ndering of t h e i r 
ma.teria.l 3.nd spiritua.l v;ealth, but the consolida.tion of pea.ce — tha.t i s the с1гге 
to the future", L.I. Brezhnev empha.sized. ' ' 

In,conclusion, I should l i k e to stress once again that a l l the ma.in directions 
of the a c t i v i t i e s of о-щ" Sto.te i n the f i e l d of foreign p o l i c y a.s outlined a.t the 
Congress, convincingly demónstrate that the course of the Soviet Union tov;a,rds the 
preserva.tion a.nd consolida.tion of pea.ce, and tóv;a.rds .ciétente, the curbing of the 
a.rms ra.ce a.nd disarma.ment i s consistent a.nd stea.dfast'. This i s a, long-term po l i c y 
not subject to momenta.ry trends. The conclusions and proposa.ls of the Congress, 
vrhether rela.ting to the problem of àisa.rmament or to a.ny other internat i ona.l issue, 
constitute guidelines f o r Soviet foreign p o l i c y a.nd diploma.cy, and v;e sha.ll follov; 
them s t r i c t l y a.nd imsv/ervingly. The objectives procla.im.ed by the Congress f i l l us 
v.;ith a. f e e l i n g of optimism, a.nd we hope tha.t the nev; Soviet proposa.ls w i l l ha.ve a. 
fa.voura.ble impact on our common vrork a.nd v r i l l f a c i l i t a . t e the solution of the pra.ctica.l 
ta.sks fa.cing our responsible negotia.ting forum. 

The С11А1ШШТ (translated frora Russia.n) ; I should l i k e to tha.nlc 
Amba.ssa.dor Issra.elya.n, the representative of the Soviet Union, f o r his detailed 
e:cplana.tion of his country's l a t e s t proposa.ls i n the sphere of the cessa.tion of the 
a.rms ra.ce a.nd disa,rma.ment, vrhich were a.dopted a.t the 26th Congress of the Communist 
Pa.rty of the Soviet Union. Bea.ring i n mj.nd the pa.rt tha.t the Soviet Union a.s one of 
the foremost nuclea.r-vrea.pon Povrers i s ca.lled upon to pla.y i n the implementa.tion of 
mea.sures of disa.rma.ment, a.nd i n particula.r nuclea.r disa.rmament, I a.m convinced tha,t 
these proposals v.dll be given due attention a.lso by the members of this Committee. 
I should l i k e to inform the members of the Committee that a.t the request o f the 
delegation of the Soviet Union a.ppropria.te e::tra.cts from the report to the 
26th Congress v r i l l be distributed to the Committee a.s a. vrorking document. I should l i k e 
a.lso to tha.nlc iimbo.ssa.dor Issra.elya.n f o r the kind vrords he a.ddressed to myself. 

http://Amba.ssa.dor
http://disa.rma.ment


C D / P V . I l l 
26 

Hr. GÁECIA ROBLES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish); My delegation i s 
happy to see you i n the o f f i c e of Chairman of the Committee on Disa,rmament. Your 
clear perception of the problems with which this m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating body 
deals - — or with which i t w i l l inevitably have to deal, sooner or l a t e r ~--ond your 
s l e i l l i n finding compromise solutions are features of inestimable value for the 
successful guidance of our v J o r k during the month that l i e s ahead. 

I should also li l r e to' talce this opportunity to reiterate to your distinguished 
predecessor, Amba^ssador de l a Gorce, our gratitude and great appreciation f o r the 
outstanding role that he played during the month of February. 

Turning to the item we a.greed t o continue considering at this meeting — the 
item on the Committee's agenda e n t i t l e d "Cessation of the nuclear arras race and 
nuclear disarmament" — I s h a l l begin by reminding you that ray delegation has 
already had the opportunity to state i n this forura the basic points of i t s position 
on t h i s raatter at the meetings -- the verbatira records of which can e a s i l y be 
consulted — that I s h a l l now l i s t together with the dates on which they were held: 

Ш 1 

1. 28th meeting, held on 19 A p r i l ; 

1980 

2. 80th meeting, held on 22 A p r i l ; 
3» • 87th meeting, held on 26 June; 

1981 

4. 101st meeting, held on 3 February; 
5. 107th meeting, held on I7 February. 

To supplement t h i s l i s t , I should luce i n the f i r s t place to emphasize that not 
only do we s t i l l consider i t "inconceiva.ble", as we ha,ve been saying here for 
almost two years, that any attempt should.be made to prevent the Committee on 
Disarmament from discharging i t s duty with respect to nuclear disarmament, which, 
as has been said and repeated endlessly, should have the highest p r i o r i t y i n our 
work; we f i n d the persistence of such an altitude wholly una,cceptable. 

Since t h i s Committee is the "single m u l t i l a t e r a l disarraaraent negotiating forum", 
i t i s obvious that i t ha.s not only the right, but also the inescapable iutj to 
tackle an issue which, as the United Nalions has so r i g h t l y said, i s of " v i t a l " 
interest to a l l peoples becanse what i s at staice is nothing less than the very 
survival of manlcind. The fcict of the Committee's doing so w i l l not, of course, 
create any obstacle to the continuation of the b i l a t e r a l negotiations between the 
two Superpowers but w i l l rather, on the contrarj^, be a useful corapleraent to those 
talles. 

It i s no doubt for this reason that, at i t s l a s t session, the General Assembly 
gave i t s f u l l support i n not one but tvjo resolutions, resolutions 35/152 С and 
35/152 D, both adopted on 12 December I98O, to the proposal made l a s t year by the 
Group of 21 that there should be set up, during this f i r s t part of the Committee's 
I 9 8 I session, an ad hoc working group that would begin i t s work by considering the 
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question of the "elaboration and c l a r i f i c a t i o n of the stages of nuclear disarmament 
envisaged i n paragraph 50 of the F i n a l Document of the Tenth Special Session'of the 
General Assembly, including i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of the r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s of the 
nuclear-weapon States and the role of the non-nuclear-weapon States i n the 
process of achieving nuclear disarmament". 

My delegation could not accept as a v a l i d argument against the establishment 
of a working group on nuclear disarmament the alleged need of some regions to 
possess nuclear weapons i n order "to deter potential aggressors". It i s already 
12 years since we had an opportunitjr to state оггг car e f u l l y considered conclusion 
on this .matter, an honour that f e l l to me, at the .595th meeting of the Conference 
of the Committee on Disarmament, held on 13 March I969, when I said, inter a l i a ; 

"We refvise to believe that the so-called deterrent power — a forrauila 
that has regrettably been much abuised — of su.ch weapons can be regarded as 
a positive factor j u s t i f y i n g t h e i r existence. The fact that i n the pa.s.t 
20 years we have had a precarious peace based on a frightening balance of 
terror i s for us f a r from being a, convincing argument. 

"In the millions of years of pre-history which are usually divided into 
the Stone Age, the Bronze Age, and the Iron Age i t was enough for man to have 
the deterrent power of primitive weapons made from such materials; and during 
thousands of years of recorded history i n which, we must not forget, f o r many 
periods over half century long peace prevailed and the deterrent pov;er never 
u n t i l .quite recently went any further than the instruments of destriiction, 
•• quite t e r r i f y i n g enough, that were based on TNT and djmamite'i Vfe cannot 
understand why today international peace'and^security should have to depend 
on weapons such as the nuclear weapons, the very existence of which entails 
the danger of universal suicide. Against the prosumed need for the deterrent 
power of nuclear wea.pons v;e must set the very r e a l need to evaluate the moral 
dissuasive рог-íer of a l l peoples of the world, who demand every day with 
greater urgency and less patience that an end be piit to a situation which 
endangers nothing less than the very survival of the human species." 

Ambassador 'Venlca.teswaran, the distinguished representative of India, i n the 
excellent stateraent he made l a s t vieek, on 26 February, highlighted the mraerous 
reasons why recourse to nucleaa" weapons to avoid or remedy imbalances, eithor r e a l 
or iraagii-iary, i n conventional we.apons.is unj-ustif ia,ble. 

I have nothing to add on that point, I would, however, lü-;e to express ray 
surprise a.t something that was said by another distinguished representative, 
the representative of the United Kingdom, \Лю told us, i n his statement on . , 
19 February, that the V/arsav; Pact countries have a "superiority i n Central Europe 
over the NATO alliance of 3;1 i n tanlcs and a r t i l l e r y and some 150,000 i n 
ground-force manpower". 

It i s undierstanda^ble and, I woггld say, even naiuraJ., that, when a Government 
i s trying to persuade i t s own Parliament to be generoiis with regard to the milita^ry 
budget, i t should not be too demanding with respect to the accuracy of the 
estimates i t subraits. On the other hand, i t seems to vis indispensa.ble that, i n as 
august an international body as the Committee on Disarmament, the starting point 
should be the fact that the members of the Committee do not have a. vote i n t h e i r 
respective Parliaments and, furthermore, that they should be ivlly cognizant at 
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least of what might he termed the basic information regarding the status of 
armaments and armed forces in the. world. For example, I do not thinlc that I s h a l l 
be teaching any. of the representatives i n this room anything new with a few 
quotations, a l l talcen from public statements by o f f i c i a J s of the most important 
member of NATO, who, i n view of the f-onctions they held vihen they spoke, may 
unquestionably be considered as among the most knowledgea-ble persons i n the \)orld 
on matters of this kind. These statements, a.s w i l l be seen, give a very different 
picture from that painted f o r us by Ambassador Summerhayes. 

In January 19ЗО, Mr. Harold Brown, then United States Defense Secretary, 
declared; 

'4'/liat are called s t a t i c measures of assessment, i n which, for example, 
Soviet and'American missile or tanlc irr-/entqries are compared i n i s o l a t i o n , 
are rarely illuminating about the ejrpected outcome of a battle or instructive 
as to the defence posture we shoiiLd adopt.... 

"In the central region of Europe, a rough numericaJ. balance exists 
between the immediately available non-nuclear forces of NATO (including 
France) and those of the Warsaw Paot." 

Last year again none other than the then United States Under-Socretarj'- of • 
Defense for Research and Engineering, Dr. William Perry, stated that NATO led i n 
the " l e t h a l i t y " of tanlis, a r t i l l e r y and rocket-launchers, as wel l as i n the quantity 
and quality of anti-tanli missiles and combat a i r c r a f t . With regard to precision-
guided weapons, which ho described as the "most s i g n i f i c a n t 3,pplication of 
technology to modern warfare since the development of radar". Dr. Perry believed 
that the United States had a, "substantial lead". 

Dr. Perry also believed that the improvement of NATO's anti-tanlc c a p a b i l i t y 
had so accelera.ted i n recent years that "the technology balance i s s h i f t i n g i n 
favour of the anti-tanl: systems". He adccd that NATO had ovor 19.5»ООО very 
effective anti-tarlc missiles and an enormous variety of methods of f i r i n g them 
from the ground or from a i r c r a f t . As regards the m i l i t a r y budgets of the two main 
all i a n c e s , a careful comparative study led Mr. Arthur M. Cox, a former o f f i c i a l of 
the United States Central Intelligence Agency, to the following conclusion, which 
was published on 21 August I98O i n the Inte mat iong.l Herald Trib-une ; 

"The combined NATO defence budgets are greater than the combined Soviet-Warsaw 
Pact defence budgets and, i f the China factor i s included, the Soviet proportion 
of defence facing the United States ond i t s a l l i e s i s less than 75 per cent of 
that of the NATO powers". 

In view of these statements, which could e a s i l y be supplemented by others of a 
si m i l a r nature, we believe that exaggerating the size and the dangers of arsenals 
of conventional weapons i s certainly not the best way of achieving the cessation of 
the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. Perhaps the best course would be 
to r e f l e c t seriously on the words of a man âs f a m i l i a r with stra.tegic questions and 
as free from suspicion of bias as General Douglas HacArthur, who, spealcing before 
the Philippines Congress on 5 July I 9 6 I , declared; 

"Global war has become a Franlcenstein to destroy both sides. No longer 
does i t possess even the chance of the winner of a duel. It contarns now only 
the germs of double suicide. 



C D / P V . I l l 

(Mr. Garcia Hcjjles, ид::1ро) 

"The present tensions vjith t h e i r threat of national annihilation are 
fostered by two great i l l u s i o n s . The one, a complete b e l i e f on the part of 
the Soviet world tha.t the c a p i t a l i s t i c covntries are preparing to attach then; 
that sooner or l a t e r we intend to striice. And the other, a complete b e l i e f 
on the pa.rt of the c a p i t a l i s t i c countries that the Soviets are prepa.ring to 
attack us; that sooner or l a t e r they intend to strü:e. 

"Both are wrong. Ea„ch side, so f a r as the masses are concerned, i s 
desirous of peace. Both dread vjar. But the constant acceleration of 
preparation may, witlrout s p e c i f i c intent, ultima.tely precipitate a kind of 
spontaneous combustion." 

To supplement this statement made nearly 20 years ago, and since i t seems to 
be fashionaible to spealc of the balance of nucleaa" deterrence, I w i l l now go on to 
quote two of the main conclusions of the recent comprehensive study on nuclear 
weapons prepared by the United Nations, to the grea,t merits of which I have 
repeatedly drawn aitention since I f i r s t became f a m i l i a r with i t s contents i n 
October l a s t year: 

"In order to claim that i t i s possible to continue, forever, to l i v e 
with nuclear weapons, the bale.nce must be maintained at a l l times irrespective 
of any technological challenges that may present themselves as a result of 
the arras race. In addition, there ra.ust be no accidents of a huiiian or 
technical nature, which i s an impossible requirement as shown by the various 
incidents of false alarms and computer malfunctioning that are reported frora 
time to time. Sooner or l a t e r one of these incidents raay give rise to a r e a l 
accident with untold consequences. Por these and other reasons i t i s not 
possible to offer a blanîcet gua.rantee of eternal s t a b i l i t y of the deterrence 
balance and no one should be permitted to issue calming declarations to this 
effect ,.. 

"Even i f the balance of deterrence was an e n t i r e l y st3,ble phenomenon, 
there are strong moral and p o l i t i c a l arguments a,gainst a continued reliance 
on this balance. I t i s inadmissible that the prospect of the annihilation of 
human c i v i l i s a t i o n i s used by some States to promote t h e i r security. The 
future of manlcind i s then raade hostage to the perceived security of a few 
nuclear-weapon States and most notably that of the two Superpowers. It is 
furthermore not acceptable to establish, for the indefinite future, a world 
system of nuclear-weapon Sta.tes and non-nuclear-v.'eapon States. This very 
system carries within i t the seed of nuclear-weapon p r o l i f e r a t i o n . In the 
long run, therefore, i t i s a system that contains the origins of i t s own 
destruction." 

I ara convinced that an objective analysis of the opinions which I have read out 
w i l l inevitably lead to the conclusion that the Comraittee on Disarraai'nent raust lose 
no more time i n beginning m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations between i t s members on nuclear 
disarmament — negotiaiions the conduct of which i s endorsed i n para^craph 50 of 
the P i n a l Document of I978 and for the i n i t i a t i o n of which we continue to believe, 
with the Group of 21, that the best available machinery would be the immediate 
establishment of an ad hoc working group. 

The meeting rose at 1 p.m. 
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Itc. SUJKA (Pola.nà): Comrade Chairman, the Comm.ittee on Disarmament i s ' entering 
a decisive phase i n i t s work of the spring session. In this connection, wishing you 
at this important junction every success, I would l i k e to express my conviction that, 
thanks to your p o l i t i c a l s k i l l and diplo/'atic experience, л/е have every reason to 
expect further progress i n our vrork, "taking advantage of the results'achieved "in 
February under the chairmanship of- Ambassador de l a Gorce v/hom I once again have the 
pleasure to congratulate. 

My delegation viishes to devote today's intervention to the comprehensive 
programme of disarmament, that i s , to the subject v/hich, i n accordance v/ith our 
programme of work, i s to be discussed' from today t i l l 13 March. 

Having att e n t i v e l y follov/od the interesting discussions that have been going on 
during the plenary so f a r , I have come to the conclusion that they should be based on 
a somewhat wider ground. I t appears so because the Disarmament Committèe"'â,s'''a''forum 
of concrete negotiations cannot do. v/ithout certain considerations of a theoretical or 
even philosophical nature. In such a context, i t i s understandable that our approach 
towards s p e c i f i c disarmament objectives oannot be separated from the state of our own 
awareness, from a certain package of philosophical b e l i e f s v/hich are held by every one 
of us, and which obviously d i f f e r , sometimes substantially. Such a packag-e contains 
not only different viev/s of the world presented here by the various delegations but 
also the different h i s t o r i c a l background of each of the nations represented i n t h i s 
room. V/hat must be emphasized, hov/ever, i s that our task here under the prevailing 

^ слоте urns tances, i s to know how to f i n d out vrhat i s comm.on i n the approach of the 
different delegations s i t t i n g around this table. Based on su.ch knowledge,, pur-further 
task i s to t r y hard to v/ork out such common solutions that could possibly.be accepted 
by a l l of us. This r e f l e c t i o n came to my mind after I had l i s t e n e d to the polemic 
which went on l a s t month betumeen the distinguished representatives of India and the 
United Kingdom. I t v/as further reinforced by the ideas contained i n the interesting 
intervention by Ambassador Ga.rcia Robles of MeXieo-the day before yesterday. •• 

We should r e a l i z e that the polemic concerned not only those two .delegations. 
I t was, i n f a c t , a.n exchange of viev/s on two d i f f e r e n t concepts represented not only 
by the tvro aforementioned delegations. Txiis i s the reason wny I would also'- like,, to 
put i n my oar here. 

Indeed, v/e should u t i l i z e the plenary meetings, inter a l i a , to explain to each 
other thoroughly the general prem.ises of our a.pproach to the d e t a i l s of the 
negotiation process under way i n the Committee on Disarmament. 

In his polemic v/ith the representative of India, Ambassador Venkatesv/aran, the 
leader of the United Kingdom delegation. Ambassador Summerhayes, i n his intervention 
on 26 February, presented an interpretation of the concept of "strategy of deterrence" 
on the basis, as I understand, of the p o l i c y of his ov/n country. To make the general 
and theoretical considerations more emphatic, he supported them v/ith a p r a c t i c a l 
example. May I be allov/ed to quote; " I f I see a r i s k that my house may be broken 
into, I i n s t a l l a burglar alarm, f i n d myself a guard dog and then put up a notice on 
my front gate advertising- t h i s . 1 do not wish to hurt a possible intruder — instead 
I hope that my preparations w i l l make him reconsider and le3.ve me i n peace. In other 
v/ords, I am trying to deter him." 
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Tile strategy of deterrence has i t s own long history. Trying to avoid long-
quotations, I just wish to r e c a l l two sentences frora the report of tlie 
Secretary-General containing tlie comprehensive study on nuclear weapons 
(document А/35/592). • "In the nuclear age, however, tlie meaning- of deterrence has 
acquired t o t a l l y new dimensions." And agains "In the nuclear age, however, the very 
cornerstone of what, i s projected as. defence i s offensive capability, while defensive 
c a p a b i l i t i e s — i n the true sense of tiie word — are very l i m i t e d . " (Paras. 285 and 
.287', respectively, of the report)-

In this context, the exam.ple offered by Ambassador Summerhayes bring's to mind 
many questions. Let me ask, at the moment, only two of them. F i r s t has not just 
this, kind of strategy of deterrence caused a f i v e - f o l d increase i n m i l i t a r y 
expenditure since the Second l.'orld V/ar? Ana, again, does having five guard dogs 
instead of one make a man f i v e times more secure? 

The solutions proposed by Ambassador Summerhayes, besides being well known from 
the past, liave i n fact created the s i t u a t i o n which President Leonid I. Brezhnev had 
i n mind when he said to the twenty-sixth,Congress of the Communist Party of the 
Soviet Union: "V/hat has become a r e a l i t y i s a certain vicious c i r c l e : the actions 
of one side provoke counteractions by the other ...". 

The next question I would l i k e to ask i s the following: does not that vicious 
c i r c l e mean that the balance of power i s being sought on the ground of the balance of 
fear? "Hovi can t h i s chain be broken?" asks President Brezhnev. Having suggested 
numerous sp e c i f i c measures which, by the v/ay, were reflected i n a recent intervention 
here by Ambassador Issraelyan of the Soviet Union,-President Leonid I. Brezhnev stated: 
"V/hat i s , hov/ever, indispensable to this end i s a far-sighted approach, p o l i t i c a l w i l l 
and, also, p o l i t i c a l courage .. J ' . This means i n practice that the balance of security 
must be sought through the p a r i t y of forces but not on the ground of balance of fear 
and only on the ground of balance of reason and courage. On this philosophical 
premise are founded the many disarmament proposals which the Soviet Union, Poland and 
other • s o c i a l i s t countries have been putting forv;ard during the po.st-war. years. At 
this juncture, I v/ould l i k e to pose, another question: instead of i n s t a l l i n g — 
out of fear — e v e r nev/ "burglar alarms" and getting ever nevr "guard dogs", vrould vre 
not be better off i f we considered the proposals and t r i e d to rea.ch agréeraient on 
diminishing the number of these deterrence measures as they are at present more than 
enough to Ыоы up several times not only the guarded house but also our common liome 
that i s our planet? 

How can a permanent build-up of the system of "burglar alarm" — to use t h i s 
i l l u s t r a t i v e although not very accurate expression — b e reconciled vrith, the obstinate 
re j e c t i o n of an outstretched hand of someone who i s , a p r i o r i , called a "possible 
intruder"? And wha.t i f the one v-rho comes up vrith an outstretched hand i s not the 
"possible intruder"? Having stretched out a hand so many times, that i s , having put 
forvrard so many disarmament i n i t i a t i v e s , we ultimately do not ask f o r , vre c a l l for 
t a l k s — n o t out of f e a r — b u t governed by courage and tr u s t , i n a strong conviction 
that the time must come when these i n i t i a t i v e s v r i l l be regarded neither as unripe for 
negotiations nor as mere propaganda but as serious offers i n the hope of ensuring a 
comprehensive security for a l l hom.es. 

http://hom.es
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Such a programme should be worked out and presented to the United ITations • 
General Assembly at i t s second special session devoted to disarmament, to be held' 
next year. I t should stipulate s p e c i f i c steps to f i g h t the philosophy of fear and 
distr u s t among nations. At the same time, i t should propagate a courag-e to 
compromise, a w i l l to understand, and i t should show the obvious advantages coming 
from a gradual lowering of the l e v e l of armaments, i n other words, create the 
indispensable psychological infrastructure for the disarmament process,• eniiance a 
search for common solutions as well as counteract the operation of locking up nations 
i n ever deeper pillboxes with ever more numerous armies of "guard dogs". 

Let me novr pass to some sp e c i f i c remarks on the subject-matter by asking these 
questions, Hov? do we conceive the comprehensive programme of disarmament? V/hat — 
our minds —ought such a document to be,'and what can i t simply not become? ¥e agree 
i n p r i n c i p l e with many views that vrere largely expressed during tlie discussions, i n 
the V/orking Group l a s t year, and during the f i r s t tvro meetings of this Group that 
have taken place so far during this session, that the comprehensive programme of 
disarmament, by providing the necessary'framework for substantive negotiations i n the 
f i e l d of disarmament, should be "... a carefully vrorked-out package of interrelated 
measures i n the f i e l d of disarmament, which would lead the international'community 
towards the goal of general and complete disarmament under effective international 
control,..". V/e also agree that i t should lay down an agreed framework for sustained 
international action i n the f i e l d of disarmament, that i s , through negotiations at 
m u l t i l a t e r a l , b i l a t e r a l and regional levels on s p e c i f i c measures of disarmament. In 
other words, we conceive the programme to be approved by the United Nations as a 
m u l t i l a t e r a l declaration of the p o l i t i c a l intentions of States. Чг: must, at the same 
time, add that i t should be a par t i c u l a r declaration, A p a r t i c u l a r declaration, i n the 
sense that i t should not be a. general but a s p e c i f i c document committing the States 
to a further, concrete action, as stated above, •. • 

Furthermore, we share the viev; expressed l a s t year that'tlie said programme 
should contain the f o l l o w i r ^ basic chapters: an introduction or preamble; chapters • 
on objectives, p r i n c i p l e s , p r i o r i t i e s , measures and stages or phases of implementation 
and a cha.pter describing- the procedural machinery. 

I do not wish to elaborate nov; on a l l the chapters I have just l i s t e d . The 
delegation of Poland w i l l be prepared to present i t s views i n d e t a i l during the 
forthcoming meetings of the ad hoc V/orking Group on a Comprehensive Programme of 
Disarmament. I cannot f a i l , hov;ever, to emphasize here that t h i s programme must not 
only point out the p o l i t i c a l and m i l i t a r y implications of the arms race, but also 
c l e a r l y shov; i t s economic implications. V/e cannot f a i l to remind the Committee and 
point out again that the hundreds-of b i l l i o n s of dollars v;hich are spent annually on 
the manufacture or improvement .of vreapons stand sharply and dramatically i n contrast 
with the poverty of the overwhelming majority of the world's population. I cannot 
emphasize strongly enough the direct linlc v;liich exists between development and 
disarmament. I can only repeat after the declaration contained i n the F i n a l Document 
of the f i r s t special session of the General Assembly devoted "to disarmament that the 
economic and social consequences of the arms race are so detrimental that i t s 
continuation i s simply incompatible v;ith the implementation of the nev; international 
economic order. 
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One other point which I viish to, raise i n : connection vrith the comprehensive 
programme of disarmament relates s p e c i f i c a l l y - t o what I called, i n my-.previous 
statement i n plenary, a psychological infrastructure.of disarmament. -Indeed, the 
comprehensive programme of disarmam¡enty.fe vrant to work out. w i l l not r e a l l y be -
comprehensive i f i t does not include building- up-.an infrastructure of peace. The 
maintenance of peace, and security i n the vrorld toda,y ultimately means not only a 
p a r t i a l truce among separate nations, but above a l l a permanent vray o f ' l i f e for a l l 
mankind. l.Tiat i s needed for making such a vray of l i f e i s , i n t e r a l i a , a long-term 
e f f o r t to help to plant i n the minds of Dien a strong awareness of the supreme .need 
for a s o l i d foundation of peace. I t also means that peace and international security, 
to be durable, have to be b u i l t c o n c u r r e n t l y — i n the practice of international 
relations-and i n the mind of every man as, i n fact, the f i r s t r e a l line of defence 
against war i s man himself. With this i n vievr, the delegation of Poland submitted 
during the t h i r t y - t h i r d session of the General Assembly of the United Nations i n 
1979 a draft resolution..which was l a t e r adopted at the said session as a Declaration 
on the Preparation of Societies for L i f e i n Peace. I-am confident that the principles 
and recommendations of this Declaration provide an extremely important and v a l i d 
guidance for our deliberations on the contents of the comprehensive programme of 
disarmament. As a matter of fact the ultimate goal of the said programme and of the 
Decla.ration i s the-same г to create conditions of mutual understa.nding amorg the 
nations of the world so • that future generatio-ns v r i l l no longer ha.ve to overcome the 
legacies of ignorance, prejudice and h o s t i l i t y which are s t i l l present vrithin the 
international community. In other vrords, the comprehensive programme of disarmament, 
to be e f f e c t i v e l y implemented, must encompass and enhance deep involvement i n the 
entire process of disarmament, however long and thorny i t may prove to be, on the part 
not only of the Governments but also of the nations ef the world. Needless to say, many 
other speakers before me have already emphasized to t h i s Committee the same point, to 
r e c a l l only a. recent v.rorking document, CD/155> introduced by the delegation of I t a l y , 
or the intervention by Ambassador Garcia Robles already mentioned. 

The delegation of Poland pledges, therefore, i t s f u l l support and flexible-
approach towards negotiating the frameworkof the CPD. In more sp e c i f i c terms, we are 
for a programme which would design the process of disarmament from today to a state 
of general and complete disarmament. As such i-fc should encompass a l l disarmament and 
other measures related i n any way to the disarmament process. Trying to avoid at 
present merely l i s t i n g these measures, I, just vrish to emphasize again our f l e x i b i l i t y 
i n undertaking an active discussion i n which we s h a l l be guided by the documents 
adopted by the United Nations General Assembly? the P i n a l Document of i t s f i r s t 
special session devoted to disarmament, the recommendations of the 
Disarmament Commission, the Decla.ration of the 1980s as the Second Disarmament Decade 
and, as I m^entioned above, the Declaration on the Preparation of Societies for 
Li f e i n Peace. 

The CHAIRI-IANs I thank Ambassador Sujka, the representative of Poland, for his 
statement as well as for the congratulations he addressed to me i n connection vrith my 
assumption of the Chair. 

Mr. ADENIJI (Nigeria); Yïr. Chairman, I wish to address myself today to item 2 
of the Committee's I 9 8 I agenda, namely, "Cessation of the nuclear arms race and 
nuclear disarmament". Before going into the substance, hovrever, alloV me to extend 
to you my sincere congratulations on your assumption of the offic e of Chairman of 
this Committee. Your vast experience i n diplomacy and p a r t i c u l a r l y i n m u l t i l a t e r a l 
diplomacy and your knowledge of disarmament issues w i l l contribute greatly to progress 
i n our work. My delegation w i l l co-operate closely vrith you. 
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The necessity to take urgent measures for stopping the nuclear arms race i s 
d e f i n i t e l y the most important subject to which .the Committee oh Disa.rmament should 
address i t s e l f . There i s universal consensus.on the irrationa,íity both of the basic 
reasoning behind the accumulation of nuclear weapons and the sheer volume of those 
weapons i n the arsenals of the nuclear-v/eapon States, and p a r t i c u l a r l y of the most 
advanced' nuclear-v/eapon States. The rationale behind the nuclear arms race i s said to 
derive from the insecurity of the nuclear-v/eapon States. Hov/ever, the need for the 
preservation of national security i s not l i m i t e d only to the nuclear-v/eapon States. 
Moreover, nuclear weapons as a protection of that security represent the end of a 
spectrum v/hich goes far beyond the necessity for njational protection. In l i g h t of 
the destructive pov/er of nuclear v/eapons and the .impossibility of confining the 
effects of the use of nuclear weapons to a prescribed area., i t i s obvious that 
reliance on nuclear v/eapons as a means of national defence jeopardizes the very 
survival of other countries — friends and foes alike. In a'ny' case, i t i s clear that 
the. continuing insecurity of even the tv/o most advanced nuclear-weapon States, 'in 
spite of. the period of over 50 years i n which they have developed nuclear arsenals, 
i s "an indication that the mere accumulation of these v/eapons does not and w i l l not 
ensure that security. 

The solution of the problem of ensuring security, according to the nuclear-weapon 
States themselves, cannot be found i n the increase of the number of States possessing 
nuclear weapons. This i s v/hy the nuclear-weapon States are i n the vanguard of 
prohibiting the horizontal p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear weapons. I t i s therefore 
incomprehensible that these same nuclear-weapon States who preach to other States 
that national and world security can only be gravely endangered by the horizontal 
spread of nuclear v/eapons, w i l l turn round to' defend thei r ov/n possession of nuclear 
v/eap'ohs on the excuse 'of preservirlg national security. 

I f the nuclear-weapon States s t i l l believe themselves to be part of the v/orld, 
then their possession' of nuclear v/eapons i s no less a danger to world security tha.n the 
possession of these v/eapons by other Sta.tes. Indeed, the retention of nuclear v/eapons 
by the Pov/ers which currently possess them constitutes one of the greatest disservices 
that can be done to world security because i t encourages others to believe i n the 
ef f i c a c y of.nuclear weapons. Security f o r a l l countries v / i l l either have to be.sought 
i n v/ays other than the possession of nuclea.r weapons, or a l l countries should be. 
accorded the rig h t .to d.ete'rmine the means, including the possession of nuclear v/eapons, 
for protecting their security. 

The deterrent effect of the possession of nuclear v/eapons i n preventing a world 
war has been used a.s j u s t i f i c a t i o n for the retention of these weapons. As I said 
i n my statement, at our lOJrd meeting on Friday, 10 February, the world v / i l l not know 
u n t i l the present nuclear arsenals have been dismantled as a r e s u l t of disarmament 
agreements that nuclear v/eapons have i n fact acted as a deterrent. In as much as the 
modernization of nuclear-weapon systems pe r s i s t s , the v/orld can only marvel at the 
l o g i c of.those v/ho believe i n stepping up constantly the l e v e l of deterrence. For i t 
w i l l alv/ays be a matter of conjecture, how much further destructive capacity i s 
required by the nuclear-weapon States before they consider that they have accumulated 
s u f f i c i e n t fire-power to serve the avov/ed purpose. Deterrence naturally rests on the 
perception of each of the nuclear-weapon States of the capability of the other side. 
I t depends on the assessment of the attainment of p a r i t y or balance v/hich i s capable 
of various interpretations depending on what conclusion one v/ishès to arrive at. 
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I f tlie cr.rofully nogotirtod Sait I I agrooment has hocome a matter of disputo i n 
one of tho negotiating Sto.tes as to vhethcr i t does or does not assure parity and 
haJoiico, i t i s obvious thr.t tho security of the world i s heing mod.e dependent on the 
subjective interprc1:e.tions of those vrho are not necessarilj'- disinterested i n stepping 
up tho o,rms race. The result can only be greater insecurity, ine-smuch as further 
accumulation or even modornizo-tion on one side inevitably loe,ds to a reaction from 
the other sido. Indeed, socurity based on higher levels of nucloox arms w i l l ever 
romain uncertain and dangerous both to the nuclear-woapon States and to the world at 
large. 

I spoke e a r l i e r of the i r r a i i o n a l i t y of the sheer volume of tho nuclear arsenals 
of the nucloar-wcapon States, p a r t i c u l a r l y the Superpowers. They possess enough to 
doátroy the vdiolo w^orld, not just the t e r r i t o r i e s of th o i r adversarios, several times 
over. Yet there i s no end i n sight of tho accumulation and the further refinement of 
those wea.pons. Can this process be j u s t i f i e d by the argument of deterrence? My, 
delegation believes, with the exports who conducted tho l a t e s t comprehensive study on 
nuclear wea.pons tha.t the concept of tho maintenance of irorld peace, sta.bil'ity and 
baJanco through the process of deterrence i s perhaps the most dangerous collective 
fa.lla.cy that e x i s t s . 

Tho continua.tion of the nuclca.r a.rmo race, echoes of which abound this week, 
poses very gra.ve throats to world socurity, at a time when wo should a.ll be d i r e c t i n g 
our minds to positive stops towards disarma.ment. A Ьг.п on nucloa.r-wea.pon testing as a 
f i r s t stop to stop the qua.litativro .improvement of nuclear weapons s t i l l remains 
i l l u s o r y ; and this i s i n spito of the vrorld opinion as formulated i n paragra.ph 5I 
of the Pino.l Document of the special session on disa,rmament and severa.l resolutions of 
the General Assembly. Wia.t i s required i s not a temporary mora.torium on nuclear 
testing, as enviso.ged i n tho t r i l a t e r a i negotia.tions; rather vio demand a t r u l y 
v e r i f i a b l e and comprehensivo nuclea,r-teot-ban troa,ty ncgotia.tod by tho Committee on 
Disa,rnament. Vie a.ro a l l aware that only tho p o l i t i c a l w i l l of two nuclea.r-vroa.pon 
States i s required i n order f o r t h i s objective to ho a.chieved. 

Apa.rt from a comprehensive test-han treaty, my delegation heliovos that the 
follovfing measures can ho considered as a beginning i n tho series of measures for 
nuclea.r disa.rna.mont; 

( i ) i,¿rreemcnt on freezing- of rraclcojr a.rsena.ls at tho present l e v e l ; 

( i i ) A ban on production of fissiona.ble ma.tcria.ls for пис1о?.г v/eapons; and 

( i i i ) J'^roement to place e x i s t i n g stora,g'o of fissionable materials under 
international safogua.rds. 

The tine i q now " f i p e " for n-iicluar disat,rmanent to bo negotiated i n an a.d hoc 
vrorking group of the Conmittee on Disarma.nont. Pa.ra,g'ra.ph 50 of tlio Pinal Document 
gives a framevrork for tho ncgotia.tions. ' Ample documentation i s a.vo,il,ahlo f o r a 
vrorking group to i n i t i a t e substontivro negotiations. The i n i t i a t i v e s of the 
Group of 21 contained i n documents CD/36 and, CD/II6 of I98O proposed tho follovring 
concrete measures that the Group could Gng?g'o i n : 

(1) Ela.boration of the sta.go,s of nuclea,r disa.ma.mcnt onvisa.ged i n paragra.ph 50 
of tho Fi n a l Document; 

(2) Issues involved i n tho prohibition of tho uso or throat of use of nuclear 
vreapons and prevention of nhcloar vrer; 

http://nucloa.r-wea.pon
http://disa.rna.mont
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(З) Issues involved i n eliminating reliance on doctrines of nuclear deterrence; 
and 

(4) Measures to ensure an effective discharge by the Committee on Disarmament of 
i t s role as the single m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating- body i n the f i e l d of disarmament. 

Mention should also be made of the i n i t i a t i v e contained i n document CD/4 v/hich 
made concrete suggestions for the commencement of negotiations. 

Here, as i n the case of the comprehensive nuclear-test-ban, only the absence of 
the p o l i t i c a l will of certain nuclear-v/eapon States constitutes an obstacle. My 
delegation c a l l s on these States to reconsider the i r position and to co-operate vvith 
other members of the Committee to ena,ble i t to f u l f i l i t s sacred task to humanity. 

I s h a l l devote the second part of my statement to the item on the com.prehensive 
programme of disarmament. The history of the ef f o r t s to drav/ up such a programme i s 
v/ell knov/n. In declaring the 1970s as a Disarmament Decade, the United Nations 
General Assembly i n i t s resolution 2б02Е(ЮС1У) of 16 December 1969 requested "... the 
Conference of the Committee on Disarmament, while continuing intensive negotiations 
v/ith a view to reaching the v/idest possible agreement on c o l l a t e r a l measures, to v/ork 
out at the same time a comprehensive programme, dealing v/ith a l l aspects of the 
problem of the cessation of the arms race and general and complete disarmament under 
effective c o n t r o l " . 

Seeing that the CCD did not discharge this r e s p o n s i b i l i t y , the Nigerian delegation 
took advantage of the mid-term review of the Decade i n 1975 to press f o r action. 
However, the struggle for the setting up of an ad hoc v/orking- group v/as not v/on u n t i l 
March 1973. As a contribution to the substantive work of the ¥orkirg Group, my 
delegation submitted working paper CCD/555> v/hich v/as l a t e r updated and submitted to 
the United Nations Disarmament Commission. 

The P i n a l Document of the f i r s t special session of the General Assemblj»- devoted to 
disarmament consolidated the universal consensus on the need for a comprehensive 
programme. In i t s paragraph I09 the.Final Document enjoined on the 
Committee on Disarmament to undertake the elaboration of a comprehensive programme 
of.disarmament encompassing a l l measures thought to be advisable i n order to ensure 
that the goal of general and complete disarmament under effective, international 
control becomes a r e a l i t y i n a world i n v/hich international peace and security p r e v a i l 
and i n which the nev/ international economic order i s strengthened and consolidated. 

General Assembly resolution 34/8З В fixed the time-frame for the elaboration of 
the programme. The CD, according to that resolution,should complete the elaboration 
of the comprehensive programme of disarmament before the second special session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. Obviously, therefore, this i s one item on our 
agenda v.rhich has to be concluded i n the next 12 months. I am confident that under 
the wise guidance of Ambassador Garcia Robles, the Ad Hoc V/orking Group on a 
Comprehensive Programme w i l l succeed. 

The comprehensive programme of disarmament to be elaborated by t h i s Committee for 
adoption by the General Assembly at i t s second special session should provide a clear 
framework for substantive negotiations, over a number of years, i n the f i e l d of 
disarmament. I t should contain an orderly, v/ell-balanced package of interrelated 
measures i n the f i e l d of disarmament, complete with a system of p r i o r i t i e s and 
co-ordination that w i l l ensure constant discernible progress towards general and 
complete disarmament under effective international control. Since the programme w i l l 
be a once and for a l l agenda for negotiation leading to the ultimate goal, i t should 
constitute an agreed,and I stress agreed, framework for sustained international action 
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i n the f i e l d of disarmament divorced from the vagaries of b i l a t e r a l relation3_ between 
States. Therefore the comprehensive programme should, 'from the'beginning, enjoy the 
f u l l commitment, of a l l countries, and a means of ensuring f u l l compliance by a l l 
should be devised. Even i f i t may not be conceived as a l e g a l l y binding instrument, 
i t should nevertheless not be do\/ngraded to a document which States may or may not 
implement according to convenience. I believe that a solemn declaration by each 
country of commitment to implement the programme should be made on its.adoption. 

An important factor i n the comprehensive programme i s that of time. I t should 
r e f l e c t the alarming fact, that unless progress i n disarmament negotiations i s rapid 
and sustained, developments i n weapons research and development may alv/ays render 
agreements irrôvelant. The basic concept on which the programme v / i l l be based i s the 
step-by-step approach to disarmament.' I t should be c l e a r l y understood, hovrever, that 
i f negotiations on p a r t i a l measures of disarmament- are to be effective cumulatively, 
there has to be reflected i n the CD the commitment to move vrithout delay to reach 
agreements that are not rendered meaningless by developments i n weapons technology. 
Otherwise, the ultimate goal of general and complete disarmament w i l l for ever be 
i l l u s o r y . 

Considering, therefore, tha.t the longer the negotiations take, the more d i f f i c u l t 
i t v r i l l be to a t t a i n the goal of general and complete disarmament, i t i s essential to 
demonstrate from the beginning the p o l i t i c a l w i l l to accomplish the vrhole process i n 
the shortest possible time. I venture to suggest that the whole programme should be 
conceived within a time-frame of 20 years', divided in t o - f i v e phases of four years 
each. I f nuclear-weapon .States make 20-year plans_ for moderniz.ation stretching to 
the beginning of the tvrenty-first century, the comprehensive programme should ensure 
that another modernization competition i s for e s t a l l e d through general and complete 
disarmament. 

As I said e a r l i e r , the 20-year time-frame of the comprehensive programme of 
disarmament should be divided into f i v e phases of four years each. At the end of each 
phase a revievr should be carried out to assess the accomplishment and determine v/hat 
measures may be needed to stimulate further progress. The four-year review could take 
the form of a special ;session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, thus 
permitting a l l States Members of the United Nations to participate a c t i v e l y i n the 
revievr and follow closely progress i n the implementation of the programme. 

Naturally, the measures to be accomplished i n each phase v r i l l be a mixture of 
nuclear and conventi0na,l disarmament, as vrell as related and other m.eáaures bearing on 
international peace and.security and on contributions to the creation and.consolidation 
of the New International Economic Order. Since the measures v r i l l constitute an orderly 
well-balanced package, i t goes without saying- that no State or group of States w i l l be 
at .a disadvantage as a res u l t of disarmament measures. The States vrith the largest 
arsenals, nuclear as well as conventional, v / i l l naturally bear a special r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 
for f a c i l i t a t i n g negotiations at every phase, but p a r t i c u l a r l y i n the i n i t i a l phases. 

F i n a l l y , the comprehensive programme of disarmament should address i t s e l f to the 
i n s t i t u t i o n a l requirements for promoting, f a c i l i t a t i n g and following up the negotiations 
and agreements envisaged i n i t . 

The CHAim-IAN; I thanlc Ambassador A d e n i j i , the representative of Nigeria, for his 
statement. I also thank him for the very kind words he addressed to me. 
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Mr. SHITEMI (Kenya): Mr. Chairman, permit me, right from the oixtset, to • 
congratulate you on your assumption of the Chair of the Committee on Disarmament. 
You bring to youx' assignment wide and relevant experience; v;e f e e l confident the 
v/ork of the Conmiittee i s in сэ-раЬ1е hands. We also v/ant to extend our sincere and 
v/arm gratitude to the outgoing Chairman, Ambassador P. de l a Gorce of Prance, for 
the excellent job he did in .guiding this Committee over the complicated f i r s t part 
of this spring session. 

Per more than three decades the international comm.unity has continued to seek 
v/ays and means of slov/ing the a.rms race and achieving the eventual elimination of 
nuclear v/eapons. Although a number of agreem.ents have been reached v/ith a viev; 
to l i m i t i n g nuclear armaments and t h e i r proliferation'j reducing m i l i t a r y tension 
and creating a p o l i t i c a l climate conducive to further and m.ore s i g n i f i c a n t 
achievements, i n the f i e l d of nuclear disarmament, negotiations on genuine disarmament 
issues, liave been very discouraging. 

As this Committee engages i n f u t i l e debates on v/hether certain items on i t s 
agenda are ready f o r negotiation, the international community continues to v/itness 
the unprecedented grov/th of nuclear arsenals and the deployment of nev/ and 
increasingly sophisticated nuclear-v/eapon systems, as v/ell as some increase i n the 
number of States v/ith either.nuclear-v/eapon capability'or possessing nuclear v/eapons. 

My delegation i s therefore deeply concerned that, unless our efforts tov/ards 
slov/ing the arms race arer-successful, the 1980s, v/hich the General Assembly proclaimed 
as the Second Disarmament Decoxle, could v/itness the emergence of additional 
nuclear-v/eapon States. This v/ould not be of any help to our disarmament e f f o r t s , 
but i t appears inevitable, given the prevailing disillusionment at the pace of 
nuclear disarmament negotiations and the apparent reluctance on the part of 
nuclear-v/eapon States, p a r t i c u l a r l y the tv/o leading nuclear-v/eapon States, to come 
to grips v/ith the t r u t h that they no longer have the monopoly i n nuclear technology. 

Kenya i s strongly^opposed to nuclear v/eapons retention and t h o i r p r o l i f e r a t i o n , 
both horizontal and v e r t i c a l . The international instrumente v/hich v/e have signed 
and r a t i f i e d i n the f i e l d o.f disarmament stand a,s clear testimony of our dedication 
to the course of disarmament. 

We v/elcome Egypt into t h i s club; i t v/as i n Cairo that the Organisation of 
African Unity, under the Chairmanship of Egypt, f i r s t declared A f r i c a as a 
nuclear-vieapon-free zone. Egypt, being at the crossroads of tv/o continents, took 
the courageous decision to introduce a resolution in the l a s t General Assembly 
declaring the Middle East as a nuolear-v/eapon-free zone; v/ith this background as a 
clear indication of Egypt's intention, i t v/as a l o g i c a l consequence that Egypt should 
become a member of the non-proliferation treaty club. 

The f a i l u r e of the second Reviev/ Conference of the Parties to the non-
p r o l i f e r a t i o n Treaty to reach consensus on the contents of a f i n a l declaration raises 
serious questions about the future of the HPT as the central element of the 
international régime to prevent the p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear v/eapons. I f that 
f a l t e r s , v/e v / i l l be l e f t on very shalcy ground indeed. 
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The desire of the people of the continent of A f r i c a , which has been expressed 

through numerous resolutions of. the Organization of African Unity, cas well as in 
those of t.he United îîations General Assembly, to see t l i e i r continent free of 
nu-clear weapons i s regrettably being frustrated bj the actions .of certain countries 
wliicli consider tliemselves aciong tlie strong non-proliferation a.dvocateo. The 
economic s e l f - i n t e r e s t of these countries, among others, seem to have overridden the 
v i t a l environmental and. secui-ity interests of the people of tlie region, as well as 
tliose of the world community. 

The quiet bu.t steady nuclear collaboration between the r a c i s t régime i n Pretoria 
and some nuclear exporting countries Parties to the 1ТРГ casts some doubt on tlie 
c r e d i b i l i t y of t l i e i r pronouncements and efforts tovrards genuine nuclear disarmament, 
v/e llave every reason to. believe that this collabora.tion lias given South A f r i c a the 
necessary nuclear technolog;^' to enable i t to produce nuclear vreapons at any time 
i t . deems appropriate. The acquisition of nuclear vrea.pons by tlie P retoria régime 
vrould liave a reverberating p o l i t i c a l and security effect on the part of African. 
States and vrould further erode the importance of the ÏÏPT. 

To expect the rest of A f r i c a to s i t i d l e and vratch the nuclear drama unfold 
in t h e i r continent vrithout respond.ing appropriately vrould be u n r e a l i s t i c . Let us 
put our minds together to ensure tliat that drama тгШ never unfold, f o r , vrhen — 
and i f — i t indeed materializes, i t v.rould be almost impossible to control the chain 
reaction. 

The proclamation by tlie General Assembly of tlie 19GOs as both a Second 
Disa,rmam-ent Decade and a Third United Ifetions Development Decade c a l l s f o r a more 
active pursuit of negotiations by the Coimriittee on Disarmaiaent on, disannament 
measures, vrith a vievr to completing the p r i o r i t y items by the end of the decade. 
It also c a l l s for sp e c i f i c arrangements for the transfer of resources from m i l i t a r y 
to so c i a l and economic purposes. 

l/e эхе a l l avrare of the fact that the resolution by \rliich' tlie General Assembly 
declared the decade of the 1970s а.з a Disarmament Decade envisaged a relationship 
betvreen disarmament and development, anticipating'that the resom-ces saved vrould be 
diverted to s o c i a l and economic development f o r the benefit of the international 
community. The linlc betv.reen disamaraent and development vras also iinderscored i n 
the Pinal Doc-oment of the f i r s t special session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disari'nament, vrliich stated tliat resources released a.s a result of the implementation 
of disaniiament measures should be devoted to the economic and socia l developm.ent 
of a l l nations and contribute to the bridging of the economic gap betvreen the 
developed and developing countries. I t i s regrettable that tliat objective has not 
been achieved because considerable human and natural resources have been diverted 
to the manufacture of armaments. 

My delegation vrelcomeo the c¡.uicl: decisions reached to re-establish the four 
ad hoc vrorlcing groups. l/e very much hope tlia,t tlie mandate of some of the groups 
v-rill be made more comprehensive to enable the Comraittee to come to grips with the 
real issues of deliberating international conventions. l/e extend our 
congratula.tions and our support to the Cliairra-en of the ad hoc vrorlcing groups. 

file:///rliich'
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The question of the oe.ssation of nuclear-weapon tests has been discussed 
as a highly important measure of disarmament for m.ore than tvre decades, and yet no 
substantial progress has been made to slow down or even reduce the number of testings.. 
Since the conclusion of the p a r t i a l test-ban Treaty, concerted international efforts 
towards a comprehensive test-ban have been made, p a r t i c u l a r l y through the 
General Assembly and the negotiating bodies, predecessors of the CD. 

Doth the f i r s t and the second Review Conference of, the Parties to the Treaty 
on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear v/eapons have appealed to the nuclear-v/eapon 
States Parties to the Treaty to take the lead in solving the technical and p o l i t i c a l 
d i f f i c u l t i e s involved and to make every e f f o r t to achieve a comprehensive ban a l 
an early date. 

Since i t s establishment i n 1976, the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Eзфerts to 
Consider International Co-operalive Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events 
has submitted several reports to this Committee i n the hope that they could contribute 
to the solution of the v e r i f i c a t i o n question. 

The General Assembly has, through i t s numerous resolutions,, called upon a l l the 
nuclear-v/eapon States to re f r a i n from conducting any testing. That the Assembly 
attaches the. highest p r i o r i t y to t h i s question i s indicated i n paragraph 50 of the 
Pina l Doc\дment of the sioecial session devoted to disarmament and i n i t s l a t e s t 
resolution, 55/465, i n v/hich i t called upon the Committee on Disarmament to exert a l l 
efforts i n order that a draft com.prehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty iharj be submitted 
to the General Assembly no l a t e r than at i t s second special session devoted to 
disarmament to be held in 1982. 

Since the beginning, the discussions on this question have been faced by three 
problems v/hich the nuclear-v/eapon States appeared to liave liad d i f f i c u l t i e s i n 
resolving s a t i s f a c t o r i l y , namely, the questions of v/hether the adoption of a 
comprehensive test-ban should be made contingent upon the parti c i p a t i o n of a,ll 
nuclear-v/eapon States, the control of the conduct of nuclear explosions f o r peaceful 
purposes under a ban, and that of effective means of v e r i f i c a t i o n . I t i s the, 
understanding of my delegation that the f i r s t tv/o iiroblems have been solved and that 
the only major remaining issue i s that of v e r i f i c a l i o n , 

V/ithout dv/elling on this subject any longer, I think i t v/ould not be 
unreasonable to conclude that the question of the nuclear- test-ban has been discussed 
exhaustively and that any further deliberations of a general nature v / i l l not 
contribute or even improve the v/ork э1геэЛу done. Vrtiat v/e need at this juncture 
i s p o l i t i c a l v / i l l to begin concrete negotiations on the subject in the hope that v/e 
v / i l l have a draft readj'' to submit to the Assembly at i t s second special session on 
disarmament., V/e strongly urge the members of th i s Conmittee to sliov/ t h e i r good-v/ill 
to f a c i l i t a t e the establisliment of the tv/o ad hoc v/orking groups, on a nuclear 
test-ban and on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament, V/e 
have already expressed our support f o r the formation of these ad hoc v/orking groups 
in a l l our e a r l i e r interventions in plenary meetings of th i s Committee. 

V/e. very much hope that the c o l l e c t i v e stand on this subject taken by the 
Group of 21 v / i l l be heeded.. 

The CHAIRI'IM'l; I thank Mr. Shitemi, the representative of Kenya, for his 
statement. I thank him also for the f r i e n d l y v/eloome he addressed to me i n my 
capacity as Chairman of this Comjnittee, 
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Mr. RUZEK (Czechoslovakia); Comrade Chairman, my intention today i s to deal 
with items 1 and 2 of the agenda and to touch on agenda item 6 3,s w e l l . In 
connection with items 1 a.nd 2 I intend to introduce new proposals of the group of 
socia,list countries and ask you to circulate the paper as an o f f i c i a l document of 
the CD. • • • " 

But l e t me, Соглгаае Chain-nan, f i r s t of a l l express my deep .and sincere 
satisfaction in seeing you, the representative of a neighbouring s o c i a l i s t country, 
as the Chairman of our Committee during the month of March. ' I am f u l l y convinced 
that your Chairmanship w-ill be marked by further important results of our vrork. I 
vrould l i k e also to assure you of the readiness of my delegation to be of as much 
help as x/ould be needed i n connection v.ith tho needs of our оопшюп vrork. 

My congratulations go also to your px-edecessor, the distinguished ilmbassador 
of Prance, François de l a Gorce. During his Chairmanship our Committee succeeded 
in overcoming the d i f f i c u l t i e s w-hich usually mark the beginning of every session. 
The positive results of his term of o f f i c e are clearly reflected in the work of our 
Committee and i t s subsidiary bodies. 

Allov; me, furthermore, to take t h i s ' opportunity to extend m.y vrarmest greetings 
to our nev; colleague from Argentina, iimbassa-dor Jiménez Dávila. Some of us have 
already had the pleasure and honoiu: of v;orking with him i n the past and I am sure 
v/e ma.y look forv/ard to a continuation of t h i s co-operation. 

The effort to reach 'the goal of general and complete disarip.ament f u l l y r e f l e c t s 
one of the basic aspirations of the foreigi-i policy of the Czechoslovalc S o c i a l i s t 
Republic. We have alv/ays i n the past supported a l l constructive i n i t i a t i v e s and 
proposals directed tov/ards this end. We also added our voice to a l l common peace 
i n i t i a t i v e s of the s o c i a l i s t countries, v/hich provided for p a r t i a l disa-rmament 
m.easures, the r e a l i z a t i o n of which v/ould pave the v/ay tov/ards general and complete 
disarmament. We have alv.'ays attached primcry im.portance xu this regard to the 
question of nuclea.r disarmament in a l l i t s aspects. We thoroughly studied a l l 
relevant proposals a,nd together v/ith other s o c i a l i s t countries s-pared no effo r t 
ain-ied at resolving t h i s key disarmament problem. 

We therefore note v/ith a f e e l i n g of deep s a t i s f a c t i o n tha.t to the numerous 
existing i n i t i a t i v e s of s o c i a l i s t countries, inclviding those submitted i n the 
Committee on Disarraament, new, far-reaching proposais have been made at the 
26th CongTresE of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union. The General Secretary of the 
Centrai Cocmiittee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union a.nd President of the 
Presidium of tbe Supreme Soviet of the USSR, Leonid Brezhnev, stressed that "the 
nev/ measures v.ro are proposing embrace a v/ide range of issues. A l l of them pursue 
a single aim, our сотгагоп aspiration — to do everything possible to relieve the 
peoples of the danger of a nuclear v/ar, to preserve v/orld. peace. This, i f you l i k e , 
i s an organic continuation and development of our peace programme in reference to 
the'most burning, topical problems of present-day international l i f e " . 

We regard the i n i t i a t i v e s raised by President Brezhnev, as a strong impetus 
for the a c t i v i z a t i o n of present negotiations on disarmaflient. 
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In view of the fact that our Cor-imittee has not been able u n t i l now to engage-
in substantive negotiations on items 1 and 2 of i t s agenda, the group of s o c i a l i s t 
countries has formulated new proposals i n a paper with the t i t l e s 

"Considerations of a groiip of s o c i a l i s t countries in the Connnittee 
on Disarmameiit concerning negotiations i n the Committee on 
Disarmament on the cessation of the nucleoa" arms race o.nd nuclear 
disarmament and aJso on the comijlete and general prohibition of 
nuclear-weapon tests". 

With your permission I would l i k e to read the text i n f u l l : 

"The s o c i a l i s t countries attach very great importance to the question of 
the -cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmaiaent, and also to the 
question-of the complete and -generaJ prohibition of nuclear-wea^pon tests', i n 
the b e l i e f that nuclear weapons constitute the most serious threat to the 
existence.of mankind. 

"Everyone i s aware of the many i n i t i a t i v e s which have consistently been 
taken by these countries \.dth a view to the effective solution of the 
above-mentioned proble'ms, both i n the Comimittee on Disarmament and i n the 
United Nations and other intemationa,l fora. A group of s o c i a l i s t countries 
has submitted to the Committee on Disarmament docimients CD/4 and CD/109 which 
contain a s p e c i f i c programme of measures aimed at the solution of the 
nuclear disarmament problem. These proposals s t i l l remain i n force, 

"The course of the deliberations i n the Committee on Disarmament provides 
evidence of increasing support f o r these i n i t i a t i v e s of the s o c i a l i s t countries, 
I-ïany delegations in the Committee on Disarmament are expressing serious concern 
at the imceasing nuclear arms race, and гЛ the continuation of the process of ' , 
perfecting and accumulating nuclear i/eapons. An ever vrider and more weighty 
appeal i s being m.ade in the Committee f o r the immediate commencement of 
negotiations on these questions vrhich are of v i t a l importance for the fviture 
of mankind. General Assembly resolution 35/152 ^and С and also General Assembly 
resolution 35/145 A and В — vrith respect to the comi^lete and general 
prohibition of nuclear-vreapon tests — likewise c a l l upon the mem.bers of the 
Committee to discuss these issues as a matter of p r i o r i t y . 

"In the opinion of a group of s o c i a l i s t countries, one constructive 
contribution to the discussion of the question of the cessation of the nuclear 
arms race and nuclear disarr.iament, and also of the problem of the complete, 
and general prohibition of nuclear-vreapon tests vrould be the establishment of 
tvro vTOrking groups on these topics i n 'bhe Committee on Disarmament. Proposals 
to set up such groups have been contained i n the statements made by the 
representatives of s o c i a l i s t countries. They vrere form,ula-ted in docviment CD/14I 
tabled at the,current session by the delegation of the German Democratic Republic 
on behalf of a gi'oup of s o c i a l i s t countries. Similar ideas have also been 
expressed by the representatives of many other States. And t h i s - i s precisely 
vrhat the above-mentioned resolutions of the t h i r t y - f i f t h session of the 
United Nations General Assembly require the Committee to do. 
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"Unfortunately, because of the unconstructive positions of certain 
delegations, the Committee i s at present iihable'to solve p o s i t i v e l y the 
question of the establishment of working groups. In these ciraumstances, a 
grouio of s o c i a l i s t countries represented i n the Committee, displaying • 
f l e x i b i l i t y and the desire to st a r t business-like negotiations on the substance 
of the above-mentioned questions as soon as possible, proposes thatî 

1. Inforraal "consultations with the participation of a l l the 
nuclear Powers shou.ld be started forthv/ith i n the Committee-
on Disarmament, under the guidance of the Chairman of ' the Committee, 
v/ith a viev/ to preparing s p e c i f i c negotiations on the cessation of 
the nuclear arms race ana nuclear disarmament; 

2. Informal consultations v/ith the participation of a l l the nuclear 
Pov/ers should be i n i t i a t e d v/ithout delay, under the guidance of 
the Chairman of the Committee, for the purpose and general 
prohibition of nuclear-v/eapon tests v/ith a viev/ to the conclusion 
of a treaty on this matter at'the e a r l i e s t possible date; 

3.. Informal meetings of the Committee should be held at least once 
a v/eek on the substantive issues of the cessation of the nuclear 
arms race, nuclear disarmament, and' the complete and general 
prohibition of nuclear-v/eapon t e s t s . 

"In making this proposal -bo the Committee on Disam-iament, the delegation 
of a group of s o c i a l i s t countries express the hope that i t vi/ i l l serve a-s a 
basis f o r constructive negotiations on the above-mentioned p r i o r i t y questions 
of disarmament v/hich appear as items 1 and 2 i n the agenda for the current 
session of the Committee on Disarmajnent." 

Let me express our firm conviction that the proposals I have just introduced 
w i l l contribute to our common endeavours -in dealing v/ith the problem of-nucleax 
disarmament. v/e ask the Chair to distribute the introduced paper as an o f f i c i a l 
doc-ument. 

Permit me nov/ to say a fev/ v/ords about item 6. My delegation attaches great 
importance to the question of the elaboration of a com.prehensive programme of 
disarmament. Today, when p r a c t i c a l l y only a year separates us from the second 
special session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarraament, vre 
believe that our negotiations on'the comprehensive programme should lead' to " ' 
r e a l i s t i c and useful r e s u l t s . 

As f a r as the scope of the programme i s concerned, i t i s our -vievr that' i t 
should be broad enough to embrace a l l main directions of negotiations. At the 
same time i t should duly r e f l e c t a l l major issues vrhich have to be resolved. As 
regards the pri n c i p l e s of the programmé, the basie âne should be that of equality 
and equal security. ¥e deem i t of outstanding importance that the programmé should 
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unite the efforts of States f o r the resolution of the basic problems of disarmament 
in an atmosphere of constructive co-operation. Here I am speaking of the seane 
concern .that led the Czechoslovak delegation at the thirty-fourth'session of the 
United Nations General Assembly to i n i t i a t e the elaboration and adoption of the 
Declaration on International Co-operation for Disarmament. 

During l a s t year's negotiations the Czechoslovak delegation a c t i v e l y 
participated in the v/ork of the Ad Hoc liorking Group on a Comprehensive Programme 
of Disarmament. ¥e accordingly submitted four vrorking papers dealing with the 
subjects of "objectives", "general guidelines", "pr i n c i p l e s " and "forms and machinery!'. 
Then, on -.belialf of a group of s o c i a l i s t countries vre submitted document CD/128 
ent i t l e d "Proposal for the main elements of a comprehensive programme of disai^nament". 
liy delegation i s of the opinion that together vrith the docvЯllents, vrorking papers 
and vievrs' expressed by many other delegations a s o l i d basis has been created f o r the 
preparation of the preliminary drafting of the progTramme. 

At our present session the Ad Hoc V/orking Group on a Comprehensive Programme 
of Disarmament, under the experienced g-uidance of Ambassador Garc'ia Robles of Mexico, 
has already engaged i n substantive negotiations. Some important questions have 
already been discussed. At the present stage, the group i s considering, the chapter, 
"Measures", of the "Outline of a comprehensive programme of disarmament". V/e 
welcome the fact that the vrorking group has turned to t h i s important aspect at this 
early phase of i t s proceedings. The content of the future programme v r i l l 
undoubtedly have i t s bearing on other sections of the "Outline". I t therefore, 
in our view, merits our prLmary attention and thorough examination. V/e have at our 
disposal a set of valuable documents, tiiat are of considerable help to our common 
vrork.- The P i n a l Document .of the f i r s t special session on disarmament, the 
recommendations of the Disarmament Commission concerning elements of the CPD and 
the Declaration of the 1930s as the Second Disarmament Decade vrere a l l adopted by 
Consensus. Per this reason vre believe that these doctmients represent a s o l i d and 
construotive basis f o r our further work vrith the aim of the elaboration and adoption 
of a mutually acceptable and u s e f u l , document. 

As regards the nature of the programme, vre do not think that i t should take 
the form of an international convention or treaty. In fact, vre are of the opinion 
that commitments of this form should materialize i n the process of the r e a l i z a t i o n 
of p a r t i a l disarmament measures that vrould be included i n the comprehensive programme. 

Concerning the stages of implementation, vre believe tloat these stages vrould . 
primarily depend upon measures vre are going to incorporate into the programme. At 
the same time vre do not think i t advisable that vre t r y to divide the measures 
concerned into sharp, clear-cut and unreal i s t i c a l l y short stages. Hovrever, vre can 
agree, vrith the assumption that some i n d i c a t i v e , - r e a l i s t i c stages of implementation 
probalily could.be agreed upon. 

These are some of our thoughts re-garding the elaboration, of 4he comprehensive 
programjae of disarmament at the present tim.e. 

http://could.be
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The CHAШÎ Ш̂ [•. I thanlc Ambassador Paizelc, the representative of Czechoslovalcia, 
for his statement and fo r the congratulations, he addressed to me on the occasion 
of my assumption of tho Chairmanship. The working paper he submitted w i l l be 
translated i n t o ' a l l working languages and circulated as an o f f i c i a l document as 
soon as possible. 

lir.. ISSPtAELYAIl (Union of Soviet Socialist, Republics)(translated from Russian); 
Today the Soviet delegation would lilce to outline i t s position on the consideration 
of the question of the cessation of the nuclear arras race and nuclear disarmament 
within the framevrork of the Committee .on Disarmament, ¥e liave already pointed out 
more than once, that among the whole set of disarmament problems the Soviet., Union 
sp e c i a l l y singles out those r e l a t i n g to nuclear disarmament; the same point was. 
made . once more at the 26th Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, 
vfhich concluded i t s work a fevi days ago, 

l/ithout delving into past history and without going beyond the l i m i t s of the 
vrork of the Committee on Disarmament, I should l i k e to r e c a l l that the Soviet Union, 
together v/ith other s o c i a l i s t countries, i s i n favour of our m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating 
body occupying i t s e l f , as a matter of f i r s t p r i o r i t y and v/ithout delay, .with the 
issues V i h i c h relate to curbing,the nuclear arms race. In order to avoid any 
misunderstanding, I should lilce to make i t clear that vre are not proposing simply 
a discussion of these issues but th e i r business-lilce examination, the conduct of , 
concrete negotiations v/ith the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l nuclear-vreapon Powers and also 
of non-nuclear-v/eapon States. In doing so v/e understand and emphasize tliat the 
problem of nuclear disarmament i s a complex one v/hose solution v / i l l require a great 
deal of time. We have no i l l u s i o n s on. t l i i s score and v/e vrould not wish such 
i l l u s i o n s to be entertained by others. 

In 1979> document CD/4 entitled "Negotiations on ending the production of a l l , 
typos of nuclear weapons and. gradually reducing their stockpiles u n t i l they have 
been completely destroyed", v/hich i s knovm to us a l l , v/as submitted to the Committee. 
That document naturally retains a l l i t s force and has lost none of i t s urgency. 
Its sponsors — the Soviet Union and other s o c i a l i s t countries — pointed, out that 
progress towards the f i n a l goal — the complete destruction of a l l stockpiles of 
nuclear vreapons — could take place by stages on a mutually acceptable and agreed 
basis. In this connection i t v/as envisaged that the existing balance i n the f i e l d 
of nuclear,strength should remain undisturbed at a l l stages, v/ith the levels of 
nuclear strength being constantly reduced. The proposal i n document CD/4 to the 
effect that the implementation of measures i n the f i e l d of, nuclear disarmament, should 
proceed p a r a l l e l vrith the adoption of international p o l i t i c a l and legal guarantees• 
strengthening the security of a l l States vrithout exception i s also of fundamental ' 
significance. 

At meetings of the Committee i n 1979 and 1980 the Soviet delegation explained 
and c l a r i f i e d i t s position on the subject of document CD/4. That document also 
provides an ansvror to the question of fissionable materials which has been raised 
by some delegations. We consider that the question of the prohibition of the 
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production of fissionable materials f o r m i l i t a r y purposes should not be considered 
i n i s o l a t i o n but i n conjunction viith the vrhole set of nuclear disarmament problems, 
i n particular that of gradual reduction of the accumulated stockpiles of nuclear 
v/eapons and delivery vehicles. Let me remind you that, i n development of t h i s 
theme, the delegation of the German Democratic Republic also submitted document CD/109. 

,, Our position on various subjects, including that of problems of nuclear.-
disarmament, i s also stated i n document CD/14I, submitted to the Committee at i t s 
present session. The document emphasizes the urgent need for the setting up of an 
appropriate vrorking group as soon as possible. The a c t i v i t i e s of such a group vrith 
the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l nuclear-vreapon Pov/ers as v/ell as non-nuclear-v/eapon countries 
should,, v/e are f i r m l y convinced., f a c i l i t a t e the e a r l i e s t start of negotiation^ — 
and I say negotiations, l e t me emphasize i t once.more — on ending the production.-, 
of a l l types of nuclear v/eapons and gradually reducing t h e i r stockpiles u n t i l they 
have been completely destroyed. 

Tho Soviet delegation has heard vrith great attention and interest the statements 
made by representatives of various countries on the f i r s t and second items of our. -. 
agenda. I t seems to us that common to a l l those statements, vrith rare exceptions, 
v/as the absolutely c l e a r l y and unambiguously displayed desire to embark at l a s t 
upon negotiations, upon a business-like examination of the p r i n c i p a l aspects of 
nuclear disarmament vrithin the framevrork of our Committee. 

The'grounds and motives underlying t h i s proposal have been convincingly and 
comprehensively expounded by representatives of both the socialist'-and the developing 
countries, as well as by some western States. I t therefore seems to us that there 
i s no need to adduce fresh arguments — although one could, i f one v/ished, advance 
many — i n favour of the setting up of an appropriate vrorking group. In that 
connection, I should l i k e to refer to the statement by the Cuban representative on 
3 î'Iarch, i n v/hich he reviewed a large number of o f f i c i a l documents of the Committee 
on Disarmament r e l a t i n g to t h i s . t o p i c . Among them, mention was made i n p a r t i c u l a r , 
of document CD/IIO, referred to by representatives of the "Group of 2 1 " . .In that 
connection, \/e sho.uld 1Дсе to support, the statement by the Yugoslav delegation on 
3 llarch suggesting-that documents CD/II6 and CD/4, as v/ell as other documents, 
should form the basis of the a c t i v i t i e s of the v/orking group on nuclear disarmament. 

To our great regret, hov/ever, vre are obliged to note that i n the. Committee there 
i s no unanimity, no consensus on the question of using the Committee for negotiations 
on the cessation.of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament or, accordingly, 
on the setting up of an ad hoc vrorking group. The statements by the United Kingdom 
and United States delegations on that subject have been subjected to v/hat vre consider 
to be just c r i t i c i s m . 

The Soviet delegation would also lilce to support those delegations vrhich e n t i r e l y 
disagree vrith assertions to the effect that the time has not yet come for negotiations 
on nuclear disarmament, that conditions for t h i s are not yet r i p e . For the nuclear 
arms race i t s e l f — the accumulation of nuclear vreapons i t s e l f , as has been 
convincingly demonstrated i n the statements of many delegations including that made 
by the Nigerian Ambassador today — i s fraught vnLth the gravest danger to manlcind, 
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to say nothing of the sonihre prospect of th e i r uso. In our view, whicïî, as'we 
see, i s shared hy many memhers of the Committee,' i t i s never too soon to.curb, the 
arms race and, f i r s t and foremost, the nuclear arms race. On the contrary, t h i s 
must he done as quickly as possihlo, while the p o s s i h i l i t y of exercising control 
and, consequently, of agreed arms l i m i t a t i o n has not yet heen completely l o s t . 

In tho a h s e n c G of consensus on the estahlishmont of a vrorking group on nuclear 
disarmament, many representatives of the "Group of 2 1 " have said tliat they are i h 
favour of keeping open tho poss.ihility of discussing nuclear disarmament issues 
through the holding of informal meetings or consultations. Without, of course, 
ohjocting to t h i s , vre should l i k e to o'tress once more that the obligatory and 
p r i n c i p a l purpose of vrork of such a kind done hy us under the guidance of the 
Chainaan of the Committee should he to prepare the ground for negotiations on the 
substance of t h i s problem. Othervrise such work vrould be, to put i t mildly, a 
vraste of time, and could degenerate into a f r u i t l e s s academic debate. 

In the statement hy ray esteemed Indian colleague, supported by other delegations, 
i t vras proposed that the basis of discussion a t the informal meetings should be 
the report of a group of experts on a comprehensive study on nuclear weapons. Let 
me r e c a l l that mention vras made of chapters ¥ and VI and of the conclusion. ¥e 
havo some reservations on this document as a vrhole, but v e are not opposed to the 
discussion of a number of topics connected vrith nuclear disarmament questions. 
However, i t does not seem desirable that vro should confine ourselves to this one 
document. The delegations of the various countries arc entitled -~ and that, I . 
believe, i s vrhat w i l l actually happen — to make use of a l l possible sources -and 
studies r e l a t i n g .to that subject. 

The representative of B r a z i l , supported by the delegation of Venezuela, suggested 
that the Secretariat should prepare a l i s t of proposals on nuclear disarmament. 
\'/hile recognizing the usefulness of that idea, vre should merely lilce to point out 
that i n the interests of saving time and funds i t might be vrorth vrhile to look 
through the United Hations archives for a document of.that kind and simply make the 
necessary additions to i t . Something similar vras propared before the f i r s t special 
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. 

The representative of, Czechoslovakia, speaking just before me, submitted for 
the CommittGe's examination a paper e n t i t l e d "Considerations of a group of s o c i a l i s t 
countries i n the Committee on Disarmament concerning negotiations i n the Committee 
on Disarmament on tho cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament, 
and also on the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-vreapon tests". In 
associating myself- vrith the statement made by the Ambassador of Czechoslovakia, I 
vrish to stress that this document" also r e f l e c t s the'-Soviet delegation's position 
on the questions concerned i n the l i g h t of the si t u a t i o n which has. come about i n 
the Committee. 

We hope that the vievrs of the Soviet Union and other s o c i a l i s t countries stated, 
i n that dooument v r i l l prove useful for our common vrork and w i l l be studied vr-ith due 
attention by other delegations. 
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Ilr. УШ-ГШШС (YugoGlavia.) : Me have examined the situation that hao been created 
in the Comraittee i n connection with the setting up 01 working groups for the 
comprehensive test ban end nuclea-r disarraament and wdth rega.rd to the opening of 
negotiations v/ithin the frameu-ork of the Coraraittee" on the c.:raplex of nuclear 
disarmament questions. Me believe that t'le creation 01 the corresponding vrorking 
groups-is the most effective to i n i t i a t e negotiations as soon as possible. 
In vievr of the fact that, owing to the refusal of a fo-.r countries, i t vras not 
possible 00 fa'jc f o r the Coraimittec to reach a consensus to this e f f e c t , vre think 
i t i s imperative to continue the iniroraal raoetings f o r consideration of the proposals 
for -the establisliment of ad hoc vrorking groups on iterara 1 and 2 of the Committee's 
agenda,' as v/ell a.s f o r considera.tion of the establisliraent of other ouboidiary bodies. 

Mc consider i t indispensable most urgentlj- to open a discussion at the inforraal 
meetings of the Cor;imittee v/ith regard to the report of the Secreta.ry-General 
containing the comprehensive stud;^ on nuclear vreapons vrhich vras presented at the 
t h i r t y - f i f t h session of tlie United Iîations General Assembly, and p a r t i c u l a r l y 
chapters Y and 41 and the conclusions. 

In order to lia,ve as effective as possible a consideration of the problems under 
the agenda item, Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament, vre 
think i t vrould be useful that the Committee's secretariat prepare as soon as 
possible the materials compiled, v/ith regard to the proposs.ls on nuclear disa.rmaraent 
that v/ere submitted to the Commit-tee frora. 1979 u n t i l the present as v/ell as a l l 
other proposals on th i s subject (including resolutions of the United, îîations 
General Assembly). In our opinion this task should, be carried out i n tv/o stages. 
Hovrever, the materials having to d,o v/ith the proposals submitted to the Committee 
from 1979 u n t i l tlie present should be presented as soon as possible. 

IJe consider that the complex of nucleai- disarmament questions, as one of the 
most important issues of disarmament, should constantly be the subject of 
consideration i n the Committee and v/o therefore propose that the- Coimidttee 
proceed., as soon as possible, v/ith the considroration of and. negotia„tions on 
concrete arrangements and solutions f o r nuclear disarmainent. 

The CHAIPdIâH. Distinguished delegat'-s, i n accordance with the decision taken 
by the Committee at i t s 104th plenary meeting, the distinguished representative 
of Spain, Ambassador dc La-iglesia, hs.s asked for the f l o o r . Thus, he has become 
the f i r s t representative of a State non-member of the Committee to address a plenary 
meeting of our Committee during this session. I extend to hira a v/arra. v/elcome. 
Hay I i n v i t e you, Anbasoa.dor, to' take the f l o o r . 

Ilr. de LAIGLSSIA (Spain) (translated frora Spanish); Iîr. Chairman, allow me 
f i r s t to express ray gratitude f o r your kind vrords and. my pleasure i n seeing you 
discharging the'office of Chairman of this Committee and also ray appreciation of 
the opportunity you have given me to speak at this plenary meeting. This i s the 
t l i i r d time that I have had tlie honour of addressing this Conmúttee, for Spain 
attaches tlie greatest ira.portance t'- i t s v.rork. Altliough lii-therto i n this forum v/e 
have been p a r t i c u l a r l y concerned v/ith chemical v/eapons, a l l aspects of i t s a c t i v i t i e s 
deserve our attention. 

In the f i r s t place, vre v.risli to ma.ke i t clear tliat v/o share the conviction tliat 
nuclear disarmament should be the priraary concern of the internationG,l coi-raaunity, 
for these v/eapons are a. "sv/ord of Damocles" hanging over the liea*.d.G of a l l liimian 
beings in th i s period of history. I t i s of fundamental ira.portance to check the 
pr o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear v/eapons, both h o r i z o n t a l l y and i n the grov/tli of the 
arsenals of such v/eapons held by the five n-acl ear-v/e apon Pov/ors. 
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Along t h i r j line.of thinking, wo .follov^ed v.dth groat intereot the t r i l a t e i - a l 
negotiations directed to\iarda the preparation of a convention to ban a l l nuclear 
explosions. \/e believe that v e r i f i c a t i o n i s tho raost conrolc-x problem i n that 
connection and vro therefore hope that tho vrork of the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c 
Experts to Consider International Co-operative lîeasures to Detect and Identify 
Seismic Events v / i l l have favourable repercuosionc on the vrork of the Conmittee 
on this subject and v / i l l f a c i l i t a t e t h e a.chievoraent of positive r e s u l t s . 

Ue are also concerned v/ith the question of ra d i o l o g i c a l v/eo.pons and for thic 
reason v/cvr.::lGome the re-esto^blishment of the Ad Hoc "v/orking Group v/hich i s to 
examine all aspects connected v / i t h such v/eapons and to prepare .proposals tímt v/ould 
f a c i l i t a t e the elaboration of a draft treaty designed to chock their development. 
I t i s our viev/ that v/ith regard t o v/Go.pono of mass destruction, i t i s n e c G s s a.ry to 
avoid di-afting texts that arc too general and that i t i o also necessary to delimit 
the sphere of their application. In t h i s connection, i n our viev/, 'áio reotilt of the 
vrork of the Conference l a s t autumn on the subject of v/eapons deemed to b e excessively 
injurious or to have indiscrim.inate effects e o n s t i t u t e o an example v/hich should be 
borne i n mind because, i f subjecto co.n be divided up and limited protocols dra^fted, 
i t may be possible t o achieve p a r t i a l progress tha/b v / i l l simplify the solution of 
the problems deriving from such v/eapono. 

As for the negotiations towards tb.e preparation of a. comprehensive programme 
of disarmament, v/e should l i k e to r e c a l l that this program)/ie irj to be submitted to 
the. second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament v/hich v / i l l 
be held i n the spring of 1 9 3 2 . Thus, there i s very l i t t l e time and i t v / i l l be 
necessary to speed up the v/ork i f f t i s hoped to a.chieve the objective that the 
Committee has set i t s e l f . 

I also wish to mention b r i e f l y t h e question of effective safeguards for 
non-nuclear-v/eapon Statec. So f a r there has been l i t t l e progress in this f i e l d 
and the Ad Hoc l/orking Group on this subject reached t h e conclusion that i t v/ac not 
possible to achieve a common approach. Уе hope that i t v / i l l prove possible at 
t h i s session to resolve t h i o iorAie so that the next report to the General Assembly 
ma.y include some conclusions offering hope tha.t, i n t h e not too distant future, 
draft arrangements v / i l l bo v/orked out v/hich v / i l l help a.lleviate the nuclear threat 
that v/eighs heavily on non-nuclear-v/eapon States. 

\/e v/ould again l i k e tu oxpreso our conviction that pragmatic c r i t e r i a must 
prevail and. that i f i t does not prove possible to v/ork out treaties on a high 
international l e v e l , instruments should be prepared i n the form deemed viable since 
that v/ould ena,ble us to make progress tovrards the entry into force of the effective 
safeguards that v/e a l l v/ish to see implemented. 

In addition to what I have just said, I vrish to refer at greater length i n 
this statement to a p a r t i c u l a r aspect of the problem of chemical v/eapons since,' 
ao I have already said, those constitute the part of the Committee's v/ork to vrliich 
vre have devoted special attention. This i s the q.uestion of v e r i f i c a t i o n vrithin the 
framevrork of a system of measures to prohibit the development, production and 
stockpiling of such weapons. In fact, I spoke about this question i n my statement 
in this Committee on 1 July I9OO. 



CD/PV.112 
26 

(Mr. de LaiglGoia, Spain) 

Purthernore, at the thirt3'--fifth session oP the United Nations General Assemhly, 
we co-sponsored resolu.tion 55/144 С which, tmder agenda item 54, requested the 
Secretary-Genera"'- to carry out an-, impartial investigation to ascertain the significance 
of reports on a c x i v i t i e s prohibited by tlie General Protocol, signed at Geneva i n 1925 
which deals with the use i n war of asphyiciating, poisonous or other gases and of 
bacteriological methods of warfare. I t i s our b e l i e f that a l l measures which may 
help increase содрИапсе with international instruments on disarmament and related 
matters desei-ve a l l our attention. 

Today I should l i k e to mention a .point referred to i n the i n t e r e s t i n g report 
submitted by the Ad Hoc 'forking Group which was given the task of defining the 
issues to be dealt vdth in the negotia-tion of a convention to prohibit the 
production of chemical weapons — • tiie Group that was presided over very e f f i c i e n t l y 
by Ambassador Okavra. This involves the question of confid.ence-building raeasixres, 
and especially those vrhich might be adopted p r i o r to the entrj^ into force of a treaty 
on the subject. Indeed, i f i t vrere'possible to put before the international 
community a set of voTontary rules i n that sense, i t i s clear tha-t a very favourable 
climate vrould be created f o r the acceptance by the greater part of the community 
of an agreement that might subsequently be submitted to i t . 

Mien the General Assembly vras dravring up tho P i n a l Document on i t s f i r s t special 
session devoted to disarmament, our delegation stressed the importance of unilatera.l 
measures i n the sphere of the l i m i t a t i o n of 'bhe arms race. We thus consider that 
any confidence-building measures that may be adopted as regards r e s t r i c t i o n s on the 
development of chemical vreapons vrould have an extremely positive effect and vroiild pave 
the vray f o r the negotiation of the relevant treaty. 

I t has been said that the objective of these measures i s to re s t r a i n the urge 
to competition provoked by ignorance about the extent of possible threats, and in 
fact the race vrhich vre are unfortunately vritnessing at this time i n the chemical 
virsapons sector i s i n large mmsure the f r u i t of the profound mistrust vrhich exists 
about the p o s s i b i l i t y of attacl: by one side or the other with such vreapons. 

A l l these fac t s , in our opinion, make i t essential for us to dispel this 
atmosphere and i n order to do so i t i;s important that confidence-building measures 
should, be axlopted. Since i t cannot be anticipated that vrithin a short space of time 
a treaty including such measures v r i l l anter into force, i t seems to us useful to 
propose some measures vrhich States might adopt voluntarily. In this connection we 
wish to r e c a l l once more the proposals of the United Kingdom. a.nd the Federal Republic 
of Germany v/hich, although they referred p a r t i c u l a r l y to the problems of v e r i f i c a t i o n , 
could also to a certain extent be regarded as voluntary confidence-building measures. 

The close relationship betvreen chemical vreapons and the industry vrhich 
manufactures the vrhole range of products required, by mankind in this pi'oductive 
sector, makes i t necessa.rj'- i n studying tho matter to take acco-unt of the interests 
of the ind.ustry and. to seek i t s direct co-operation. 

The Chairman's aide-mémoire, annexed to the report of the Ad Hoc Vforking Group — 
includes among pre-convention raea-cures the d.eclaration of stocks and production 
f a c i l i t i e s and the p o s s i b i l i t y of i n v i t a t i o n s to v i s i t GW f a c i l i t i e s . 
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Undoubtedly, i f countries v/hich are i n a position to do so v/ore to adopt 
measures of this kind, that v/ould be extremely useful, for a very .precise Icnovrledge 
of the offensive capacity of t h i o . type of v/eapon of mass destruction vrould reduce 
the interest in i t of countries v/hich, lacking such Icnov/ledge, might v/ish not to be 
in a position of i n f e r i o r i t y i n respect of such v/eapons. 

Ilov/ever, v/e think that these declarations and v i s i t s should not be confined to 
the purely milita.i^'' sector but should also include c i v i l i a n f a c i l i t i e s i n viev/ of 
the close relationship these may ha.ve v/ith production for v/3.rlike purposes. 

Me therefore believe that i t v/oul6. be very desirable to promote an exchange of 
information -/hich, v/ithout compromising tho right of factories to preocr-ze t h e i r 
i n d u s t r i a l secrete, v/ould provid^e greater information ahout their potential for the 
production of chemical v/eapons. To t h i s end, v/e suggest that international congrosses 
should be organized v/ith' the participation of enterprises i n the chemical sector 
so that they can, so far as they are v / i l l i n g and able, exchange information on the 
various aspects of the development, production, destruction and conversion of chemical 
v/eapons of a l l classes, 

Proba.bly the variouc participants in "symposia" of this kind v/ould, react very 
d i f f e r e n t l y according to tho security requirements of the i r countries or th e i r ov/n 
economic interests; nevertheless, in our viev/, t h o more information the international 
community h a n on 'this category of ueapons, the fev/er v / i l l b e the chances that th e i r 
manufacture v / i l l become v/ideoprea-d, cince theii- purely t a c t i c a l nature gives them 
limited value as a deterrent and the d i f f i c u l t i e s involved i n th e i r use make them 
m i l i t a r i l y less useful than ether conventional v/eapons, v/hich i s the reason v/hy they 
have been us^d r e l a t i v e l y l i t t l e since the f i r s t v/orld v/ar. 

Another aspect of confidence-building measures on v/hich I v/ish to comment i s 
that of the precautionc taken by coimtries to defend themselves against possible 
attacks with chemical v/eapono. Here a.gain vre believe t h a - t i t vrould b e useful to 
hold international meetings for exchanges of information about protection against 
asphyKiating and. poisonous gasos both as regards the armed, forces and as regards 
the protection of c i v i l i a n popula^tions. I t i s clear tha.t everything that tends to 
reduce the effectiveness of chemical weapons v / i l l help to reduce interest in the 
possession of this type of weapon. 

I also v/ioh to point out tho very groat iraportance of t h e j o i n t •[Jnited States-IJSSIl 
report of 7 July 19ЗО on progress i n the b i l a t e r a l negotiations on the pi-ohibition 
of chemical v/eapons, v/hich v/as circulated to the Committee i n document C.D/112. The 
report reiterates the clesira.bility of setting up a. consultative comm.itteG to exercise 
functions connected v/ith the v e r i f i c a t i o n of compliance v/ith a future convention. 

In vievr of v/hat vras agreed in resolution 55/144 C, v/hich I mentioned, e a r l i e r , 
i t seems to us that i t v/ould be d.esirable for Member States v o l u n t a r i l y to accept 
the competence of the United Nations Secretary-General as regards the conduct of 
invectigations to clear up situations of doubt resulting from reports that may 
circulate on the use, or even the existence, of stocks and. on the production of 
chemical v/eapons. Me believe that everything that may serve to increase the 
information of States v/ith respect to the offensive capacity, as regards this 
category of v/eapons, of other members of the international community v/ould have 
very fs-vourable repercussions f o r the acceptance by i t of a convention on the t o t a l 
prohibition of everything associated vrith such v.̂ eapons. 
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Confidence-building, measures атг r e l a t i v e l y nev; i n the f i e l d of disarmament and 
aims control, althougli they pre-date the Pinal Act of He l s i n k i , since i t may be 
said that the settlements after the f i r s t v.rorld v.̂ ar v;liich provided f o r the 
demil i t a r i z a t i o n of the Bhineland liad such a character, lievertlieless, t l i e i r 
increase i n popularity began, precisely at H e l s i n k i , and although they liave not 
developed as much as could be v;ished, v;e believe that t l i e i r future i s promising. 
To this end., v;-: urgi that a 3tud.y should be made of their application i n the f i e l d 
of chemical v/eapons, v;liere v;e believe that they vrould be perfectly appropriate, 
ovring to the pa r t i c u l a r characteristic of those vreapons of mass destruction. 

\Ia believe i n the value of the voluntary character of confid.ence-building 
measures that m.ight precede the .adoption of a convention on the subject, because 
.the necessarily asymmetrical nature of such measures vrould imply u n i l a t e r a l d_ecicions 
not susceptible of s t r i c t r e c i p r o c i t y , altliough l o g i c a l l y t h e i r adoption by some 
countries could give r i s e to sim i l a r reactions on the part of others. 

S i m i l a r l y , v;e think this approacli l i m i t s the r i s k of escalation vrhich is. the 
great problem alvrays affecting everything connected vrith arms control and 
disarmament. \/e must also state that the problems r e l a t i n g to chemical vreapons are 
very d i f f e r e n t from those r e l a t i n g to other conventional v.'oapons a,nd thus the 
characteristics of possible confidence-building measures i n this sector must of 
necessity d i f f e r from those concerned vrith other aspects of tlie vrar potential of 
States. 

F i n a l l y , I vrish to n o t i f y tlio Committee on Dioarmament of my Government's 
desire to participate not only in р1епз.гу meetings of the Committee but also i n 
the other bodies negotiating issues vrhich appear on i t s agenda, i n accordance, 
naturally, vrith the p o s s i b i l i t i e s offered, by i t s rules of procedure to non-member 
countries. 

The СНЛ.Ш1ШТ; ' I thank Ambassador de La i g l e s i a for his statement; v/e.vrill take 
note of his sugge-tions and examine tliem i n accordance vrith the rules of procedure. 

l i r . SAPJJI (India): Permit mc, l l r . Chairman, f i r s t of a l l to extend to you, the 
vrarm congratulations and best vrishes of my delegation on your assumption of the 
Chairmanship of the Committee on Dioarmament for the month of Marcli, and offer you 
the f u l l co-operation of our delegation in the discharge of your heavy 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s . I'ly delegation vrould also l i k e to express i t s deep admiration 
for His Excellency, Ambassador de l a Gorce of Prance, vrho so s k i l f u l l y guided the 
vrork of our Committee i n tlie month of February. Hut for l i i s invaluable 
contribution, our Committee might not have been able to get dovm to substantive 
vrork at sucli an early phase of our spring session. 

I have taken the f l o o r to associate my delegation f u l l y vrith the recommendation 
m.ad.e by the distinguished Ambassador of Yugosla.via. Ifc continue to believe that 
an ad hoc vrorking group vrould offer the best mechanism for the conduct of 
substantive negotiations on nuclear disarmam.ent. Hovrever, -ontil the States vrhich 
are opposed, to this recommendation change thei r position, vre f e e l tlrnt vre must 
get dovm to a svibsta-iitive examination of concrete issues i n informa.l meetings of 
the CD. 
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I víould aleo l i k e to addreoo myself b r i e f l y to the comments made by the 
distinguished Ambassador of the Soviet Union on the proposal of our delegation 
that \re i n i t i a t e substa,ntive discuosionc by concentrating on sorac of the issues 
which have been raised in the com.prehensive study on nuclear weapons vrhich vras 
prep?.red by a group of experts. In malcing this recommendation, vre did not imply 
that our discussions should, somehovr bo fenced in vrithin the four vralls of the study. 
I f vre have s p e c i f i c a l l y referred to chapters 5 and б and the conclusions of the study, 
i t i s in order to ensure that our substantive debate m.ay have a certain focus and 
structure; othervrise, vre vrould merely hold a repetitive and general debate, lie 
have supported the proposals mo,do .by the d.elegations of .Brazil and Venezuela; the 
documentation maxle available to the Comm.ittee could form the basis of our future 
discussions. And i t goes, vrithout saying that any delegation ma,y raise issues i t 
considers valuable to the discussion. 

Mr. ALTAP (Palcistan); Mr. Chairman, I have requested the f l o o r primarily to offer 
our congratulations to you on your accession to the Chairmanship of the Committee. 
¥e are confident that the Coimnittee v r i l l benefit from your a.ble guids-nce of i t s 
a f f a i r s as much as i t did during- the Chairmanslii-p of your very distinguished 
predecessor, the Ambassador of Prance, to vrhom. v-re offer our thanks and f e l i c i t a t i o n s . 

My delegation agrees vrith the distingv-vished. Am.bo.ssad.or of Yugosla.via that vre 
should continue to vrork f o r the establisliraent of tho tvro ad hoc vrorking grovxps on 
items 1 and 2 of our agenda. Me also f e e l that i t may be useful to begin vrith 
a, study of chapters 5 and 6 of the Secreta,ry-General ' s report, but there are many 
other doc-umcnts and compila,tiono v-rhich rnay be of equal usefulness. My delegation 
i s i n agreement vrith the distinguished Ambassador of the USSR that, in his vrords, vre 
should not fence ourselves in vrithin the ambit of one single document, and I am 
glad that the distinguiohed representative of India lias also expressed l i i s agreeraent 
Viith that. There are other documents mentioned by the distinguished Soviet Amba-ssador, 
such as the v-rorking paper of the Gh-ovip of 21 in docuraent GD/116, vrhich contain 
important proposals meriting our renevred consideration. Me should э-lso occupy 
ourselves vrith the preparation of negotiations on the substantive question of the 
ad hoc vrorking groups on items 1 and 2. I t covild be helpful to express our vievrs 
on the specific tasks of tliese tvro proposed vrorking groups. That, vre believe, 
v r i l l advance the vrork entrusted to this Committee, especially i n view of the l i m i t e d 
time available before havo to report progress i n our negotiations to the 
General Asseraloly at i t s second special session devoted to disarmament. 

Mr. de QUTüIROZ DUARTE ( B r a z i l ) : Mr. Chairman, my delegation vrishes to put on 
record that i t supports the proposals made by the distingulshsd representa.tive o.f 
Yugoslavia, Me believe that the time io more tha,n rips f o r this Committee to take 
decisions that v r i l l enable i t to organize ra.eaningful, concrete negotiations on the 
cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. In o"ar vievr, a 
discussion of substantive issues i n informal meetings of the Committee should start 
immediately and should focus on chapters 5 and б and the conclusions of the 
Secretary-General's report on the cora.prehensive study on nuclear v/eapons as vrell as 
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on proposals presented .since the inception of the CD, to be compiled by the 
Secretariat and on other relevant materioJ presented i n the United ilations timt 
could be added to the compilation at a second stage. V/e realize that there might 
be other sensible ways of providing substantive material for the informal meetings, 
but the important point, to our delegation, i s that the Conmjittee shoiild -succeed i n 
establisliing a meaningful dialogue aimed at setting up a v.rorking group on item 2, 
as has been proposed by the Group of 21 . 

The СГИ-ШЖН; Distinguished delegates, 1 liad the intention to suggest holding 
a short informal meeting to discviss some questions. Unfortunately, our time ha.3 
run out, so that I am obliged to take up these matters at our next informal meeting 
on I'londay, to be able to formalize these questions гЛ our next plenary meeting. 

The next plenarjr meeting of the Committee on Disarmamont v / i l l be held on 
Tuesday, 10 lîarch 1931, at 10.30 a.m. The meeting i s closed. 

The meeting rose e.t 1 n.a 
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The CHAIBIiAIÏ; Distinguished delegates, I declare open tho l l ^ t h p l e n a r y meeting 
of the Committee on Disarmament. The Committee continues today i t s consideration of 
item 6 of i t s agenda, "Comprehensive programme of disamiamont''. 

Before giving the f l o o r bo the representatives inscrihed i n the l i s t of 
speakers, I vrould l i k e to deal v-rith two subjects vrhich require action hy the 
Committee. As the members are avrare, vre considered at our informal meeting yesterday 
the communication received from Austria informing us of questions of particiiLar 
concern to i t on the agenda of the Committee. According to previous practice, the 
Secretariat has circulated the relevant draft decision, vrhich i s contained i n 
Working Paper ITo. 35 . l / I f there i s no objection, I v r i l l consi6.Gr that the draft 
decision i s adopted. 

I t vras so decided. 

The CHAIPJIAIT; I v-rould l i k e now to turn to another subject. I-iem.bors of the 
Committee w i l l r e c a l l that, at our 106th plenary meeting, the Chairman of the 
Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts to Consider International Co-operative Measures 
to Detect and Identify Seismic Events introduced the progress report on the Group's 
eleventh session. In accordance vrith previous practice, I intend novr to submit that 
progress report, contained i n docvtment CD/15O, for approval by the Committee. Before 
I proceed, I v-rould l i k e to ask members i f they vrould l i k e to comment on that report. 

Mr. FLOl'ffllffiEE (United States of America); My intervention i s simply to ask, 
since this i s the f i r s t time I have eeen document CD/15O and I have not had a chance 
to compare i t vrith tho one which was circulated informally e a r l i e r , i f there are any 
changes i n this docvmient from the one the seismic experts presented e a r l i e r and, i f 
there are, would you be so good as to point them out to us. I f the report i s 
unchanged, I vrovfLd have no d i f f i c u l t y i n approving i t . 

The CHAIH4AH; I can confirm that this document has not been changed. I t i s 
the same as the c-ie circulated e a r l i e r . 

Hr. LIDGARD (Sweden): Mr. Chairman, I just vranted to r e c a l l that, as a matter 
of f a c t , I did introduce t h i s paper two vreeks ago. 

The CHAIRMAÜT: I f there are no objections, I v r i l l consider the progress report 
of the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts, as contained i n document CD/15O, adopted 
by the Committee. 

I t was so decided. 

1/ "In response to the request of Austria [CD/148 and CD/163] and i n accordance 
with rules 33 to 35 of i t s rules of procedvire, the Committee decides to i n v i t e the 
representative of Austria to participate during 198I i n the meetings of the Ad hoc 
vrorking: groups on chemical vv-eapons and on effect i-e international arrangements t o " 
assvrce non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons." 
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Mr. COKDEEO DI MONIEZEMOLO ( i t a l y ) (translated from French); I should l i k e 
f i r s t , on behalf of my delegation, to congra-tulate you, Mr. Gha,irm3,n, on your 
accession to the chairmanship of the Committee for the month of March. I am certain 
that your h-oman and professional q u a l i t i e s and jovx long e:qierience i n m u l t i l a t e r a l 
diplomacy w i l l prove most valxxable for the progress of our work. 

I a,lsc wish to say how much we appreciated the masterly way i n vrhich your 
predecessor. Ambassador François de l a Gorce, carried out. his duties i n February, 
Under his exempla.iy guidance, the Committee completed an important stage i n i t s work. 

of d i 
My intention today i s to discuss item 6 of our agenda, comprehensive programme 

•̂j. v..isa,rmament, i n accordance with our agreed'prograjime of work. However, i n view 
of the course talcen bj our ' discussions and the inte roerme с tiens between the questions 
vre are- to dea.1 v-,"ith, I should l i k e also to touch on item 2, Cessation of the nuclear 
arms race and nuclear disarmament. I v r i l l begin vrith that subject. 

Ify delegation shares vrith others an awareness of the importamce and irrgency 
attaching to the question of the cessation of thé. nuclear arms race and nuclear 
disarmament. I t therefore earnestly hopes that there v r i l l be progress i n this 
matter i n a l l the forums concerned, those of a m u l t i l a t e r a l character, such as this 
Committee, and those of a b i l a t e r a l character d i r e c t l y involving the tvro Powers which 
possess the largest m i l i t a r y arsenals. 

Although i t i s clear that there i s not, at this stage, a consensus on the 
setting up of em ad hoc vrorking group on the subject of nuclear disarmament problems, 
that does not mean the end of our e f f o r t s i n that directions i n an e,rea of such 
importance and complexity, the Committee i t s e l f , at the more s t r i c t l y p o l i t i c a l 
l e v e l , constitutes a working group. Ve are positive that the Comriiittee on Disarmament 
cannot dissociate i t s e l f from the search for solutions to one of the fvmdamental 
problems of our time and that i t may have a part to play, at the appropriate stages, 
i n the nuclear disarmament process. I t has already done so i n the pa.st, as i s 
evident from the existence of the non-proliferation Treaty, the Treaty concerning 
the sea-bed and the ocean f l o o r and the p a r t i a l test-ban treaty. In those cases, 
'two p r i o r conditions were f u l f i l l e d ; the purpose of the negotiation had been cle a r l y 
defined and the role of the Committee cl e a r l y i d e n t i f i e d . ¥e have not yet reached 
that point as regards item 2 of our agenda., a question that everj.'-one agrees i s 
"complex", that i s , one vrhich has many different aspects and i s closely connected with 
other matters that go beyond i t s l i m i t s , toviching upon the veiy founda-tions of the 
internationaJ system as i t ?,t present e x i s t s . 

Even i f vre are not at the stage of being able re a l l s t i call;,'' to contemplate the 
establislmient of сгп ad hoc vrorking group, vre ought nevertheless to continue to examine 
this subject of v i t a l importance for a l l manlcind, vrith a l l the attention and urgency 
i t deserves. My delegation notes with s a t i s f a c t i o n a general f e e l i n g i n favour of 
holding informal meetings of the Committee on this subject during this f i r s t part of 
our annual session, as vrell as on the question of the t o t a l prohibition of nuclear 
tests. In that connection i t supports the draft declaration by the Chair vrhich the 
delegation of the Federal Republic of Germany submitted yesterday, at the Committee's 
informal meeting. ¥e vrould regard t h i s as not simply a school exercise or purely 
the o r e t i c a l , but rather a preliminary e f f o r t related to this Committee's essential 
function, vrhich i s s t i l l that of negotiating concrete measure s. 
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Some delegations have sugge-sted-that such discussions should--centre ••on a' 
well-defined focal point. liy delegation i n general shares t h i s concern for 
methodology, hut i t wonders whether the more appropriate s t a r t i n g point for 
discussions on matters of substance might not s t i l l be the relevant paragraphs of 
the Progroimne of Action contained i n the P i n a l Document. Those paragraphs, which 
were the subject of a consensus, r e f l e c t the various elements and various standpoints 
i n a balanced, carefully-negotiated vrhole. I f vre sta^rted from there, we should be . 
going i n the right d i r e c t i o n . So f a r as agenda item 2 i s concerned, thé p r a c t i c a l 
d i f f i c u l t y hampering our e f f o r t s i s the fact that the Programme of Action constitutes a 
broad framevrork of a general character, vrhereas the Committee's purpose, and the task 
for .which i t vra.s set up, are to negotiate s p e c i f i c measures of a m u l t i l a t e r a l nature. 
To overcome t h i s contradiction, the Committee should try to a,na-lyse i n d e t a i l .the 
various aspects of a question vrhich objectively i s "complex". This vrovild mean seeking 
to i d e n t i f y , one by one, i t s constituent elements and to define t h e i r correlation with 
other factors determining the disarmament process; my delegation i s thinlcing i n 
partioular of the relationship betv-reen nuclea.r disarmament and the security- of States, 
between nuclear disarmament and conventional disarmament, ' and betvreen measures vrhich 
could be.implemented and the p o s s i b i l i t i e s for t h e i r v e r i f i c a t i o n , 

There- i s one s p e c i f i c measure that has already been i d e n t i f i e d and to vrhich we 
have a l l attributed the highest p r i o r i t y : the complete prohibition of nuclear tests, 
which appears as item 1 of our agenda. Other measures could be i d e n t i f i e d ; many 
valuable contributions have i n past years been made tovrards that end;. I vrould r e c a l l , 
among others, those of the delegations of Canada and A u s t r a l i a . 

This brings me back to the points I vranted to malee i n connection vrith 
agenda item 6 e n t i t l e d , "Comprehensive programme of disarmament". Here again, vrhat 
we must do i s to break down the general subject of nUclea^r disarmajnent. I vreuld add 
that the Committee's informal meetings on nuclear disarmament might alsq.be of value 
for the vrork of the Ad Hoc V/orking Group vrhich i s concerned vrith the comprehensive . 
programme. ' 

My delegation has always taleen a special interest i n the preparation of a. 
comprehensive programme of disarmament. Mr. Speranza, . Secretar;,'- of State at I t a l y ' s 
M i n i s t i y of Foreign A f f a i r s , once again pointed to the basic reasons for this i n his 
speech to t h i s Committee on 3 February 1981. 

I vrish today to refer to various aspects of a more general kind, leaving 
consideration of s p e c i f i c problems to l a t e r occasions, 

I vrould emphasize, above a l l , that my delegation hopes i t v r i l l be possible to 
complete the preparation of a draft comprehensive programme vrithin the Committee before 
the General Assembly's second special session drevoted to disarmament. Although i t i s 
for the C-eneral Assembly to say the f i n a l vrord on the comprehensive programme, my 
delegation vrould very much regret ai-y suggestion of the Committee's being unable to 
agree on a draft programme, for that vrould undermine i t s c r e d i b i l i t y . In order to. 
prevent such a p o s s i b i l i t y a r i s i n g , vre must a l l show the utmost f l e x i b i l i t y . 

http://alsq.be


( i .á, Cordoro J)i :-СП to sonólo, I t a l y ; 

The Ad Нос ¥orkinc Group v/hich i s under the chairmanship of Mr. Garcia Piohles 
hao i d e n t i f i e d bv/o points on v/hich there appea.rs to he a consensus; .(a)., the 
comprehensive prograni:ie should consist of a series of phases; (h) there should he 
a rev lev/ a.t the end of each phase. It seems to mc important to stress these tv/o 
elements, since they servro, iniK̂r_r'J._Í£i, to distincuish the comprehensive programme 
from the Гго̂ гелзте of Aci;ion outlined i n the PinaJ Document, and from other documents 
sinila.r i n content. For no one wants the comprehensive programme to be m.erely one 
more l i s t of disarmament moasvires. Houcver, ve do not believe that t h i s difference 
can be created a r t i f i c i a l l y by conferring on the comprehensive progrrame a l e g a l l y 
binding chaa-acter v/hich i s inapproprici-te to i t . l l T i l e i t i s true that the ta.sk for 
vhich the Committee vas set up i s to ne¿'otia.te agreed texts, i t does not necessarily 
follov/ that such te::tc need be conventions or tr e a t i e s . In fact, the purpose of the 
ргоогсаше, as ve pointed out i n our v.rorking paper CD/I55j i s to establish "an agreed 
framev/ork for substantive negotiations i n the f i e l d of disarmament". 

, Similar observations are called f o r with regard to the time-frames vhich, i t i s 
' proposed, should accompany each phâ se or stage of application of the programme; t h i s 
proposal — although i t springs from a concern v/hich v/e v/ell understand — seems to 
us to r e f l e c t a legal rather than a p o l i t i c a l approach. In lav/, an obligation'is' 
v i r t u a l l y pointless v/ithout a time-limát for i t s fulfilment. Dut the comprehensive 
programme can hardly talœ the form of a leg a l instrument; i t .is, rather, a, p o l i t i c a l 
underta-king. Di t h i s context, a, pre-determined time-ta.ble v/ould not of i t s e l f malte 
i t more effective. 

I v.rould point out that both those v/ho support the idea, of f i x i n g time-frames and 
those v/ho are opposed to that idea a^gree on the fact that the p o l i t i c a l w i l l of 
Sta.tes i s the decisive factor. The f i r s t group, hov/ever, v/ould l i k e t h i s v / i l l to 
be ta-ken out of the sphere of fluctualions i n the internalional situation and be 
t i e d from the outset to a time-table covering every step and every phase leading to 
general and complete disa,r!mment vmder effective control. 

My delegation i s convinced that i t v.'ould be possible to pursue the same aim, 
that of giving the comprehensive programme r e a l and la s t i n g effect, by undertaking, 
side by side v/ith the programme, a. sustained p o l i t i c a l effort to elimlna.te the 
sources of tension and inj u s t i c e i n the v/orld and to increa.se the effectiveness of 
the international machinery provided, both v/ithin and outside the United Hâtions, 
for the peaceful settlement of disputes and the promotion of the p o l i t i c a l , c i v i l , 
socia.l and economic rights of human beings. Herein l i e s the value of the so-called 
c o l l a t e r a l measures v/hich are at each stage to form an integral part of the 
comprehensive prograiaiie, alongside the measures s p e c i f i c a l l y concerned i/ith arms 
control and disa.rmament; t h e i r implementation, and the strengthening of international 
security and confidence v/hich would follov/, v/ould contribute f a r more to safegu-arding 
that " p o l i t i c a l w i l l " of States from the vagaries of the international situation 
than i/ould the setting of a detailed time-table. 

The CbDlIEI'AN; I thanl: the distinguished representative of I t a l y f o r his 
statement and f o r the congratulations he addressed to me on the occasion of m.y 
assumption of the chairmanship. 
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Mr. SOBFRâPTO (indonesia): Mr. Chairraan, paragraph 11 of the Declaration of 
the I9G.OS as the Second Disannament Decade states that the comprehensive programme 
for disarmament, recognized as a,n important element i n ал international disarmament 
strategy, "should he elaborated v.'ith the utmost urgenc;/-". It further sta.tes that 
"the Committee on Disarmament should expedite i t s vorli on the elaboration of the 
programme \iitb a view to i t s adoption no la.ter tha.n at the second special session 
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, scheduled for 1982". Our Committee 
has acted accordingly by deciding on 12 February that the Ad Hoc Vorhing Group 
on a Comprehensive Pregrararae of Disarmament, which was established l a s t year, should 
resume i t s work, and the VJorking Groггр, tinder, the chaiinnanship of 
Ambassador Garcia Robles'of Mexico, has already engaged i n substantive negotiations, 
on the matter. 

Now that the working group, the most suitable organ for negotiations, has 
alre3.dy started i t s substantive vrork, and since ray delegation stated the genera.l 
position of my Government on matters r e l a t i n g to the CPD l a s t year i n t h i s Coramittee, 
I s h a l l 'confine myself to the question of the possible form of the instrument 
elaborating the programme and the question of a time-frame. 

With regard to the f i r s t question, vihile the CPD, being a programme, may not 
take the form Of an" intematiohaJ instrument of a l e g a l l y binding character such 
as a convention or a treaty, i t should not, however, be considered as a simple 
recommendation. It must have a certain degree of binding force vjhich vrould be 
higher than that of a mere declaration, although perhaps lower than that of a 
convention or a treaty. The programme should not be just an expression of intentions 
by States; i t should also c l e a r l y set foi4h commitments by States to implement 
the programme in gOOd f a i t h . 

As to the second question, i t i s also the view of my delegation that the 
programme should be conceived within a s p e c i f i c tirae-frarae and, to enable the 
international community to talce stoclc of the progress of the implementation of the 
programme, periodic reviews should be foreseen. 

Needless to re-emphasize that e'very proposed measure i n tho prograrame shovild 
not be considered as an end i n i t s e l f . It i s only one of the steps leading to the 
ultimate goal of the disarmaiaent process, i.e.,'general and complete disarmament 
under effective international control.., Even general and complete disarmament 
under effective international control i s not an end in i t s e l f either. It i s a 
means to achieve another objective, i .e., a. genuine and la^sting international peace. 

I cannot conclude my b r i e f statement without extending to you, Mr. Chairman, 
•the warmest congratulation of my delegation for' your assumption of the chairmanship 
of the Committee for this month. Your task i s heavy and d i f f i c u l t but I am confident 
that you can alviays count on the co-Operation of a l l the members of the Committee. 
My delegation i s also convinced that the Coramittee w i l l benefit from your vast 
experience and that, vro can continue to move forv/ard i n our vrork to malee further 
progress. I should also lilce to express the sincere gra.titude of my delegation to 
your predecessor. Ambassador Francois do l a Gorce of France, vjhо presided over our • 
vrork during the month of February. Thanics to his f l e x i b i l i t y and firmness, his 
patience and e f f i c i e n c y , the Committee was able to deal with procedural matters 
quickly and to begin negotiations on raost of the items on i t s agenda. 
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The СЫАШ'1аЯ; I thsjüc the representative of Indonesia for his statement and 
for the kind vjords he addressed to me. 

Mr. YU Peiwen (China) (translate d from Chine so); Mr. Chairman, before I come 
to the substantive part of ray statement, I wish f i r s t to extend you my congratulations 
for your assumption of-the Chair during this month. With your vast experience on 
the subject of disarmament and your great s k i l l , I believe that under your 
chairmanship good results and progress w i l l be achieved i n the work of the Committee 
on Disarmament. The. Chinese delegation pledges i t s f u l l co-operation nitb you. 
At the same time I wish to taJce this opportunity to express our sincere gratitude 
to the Araba.ssador of Prance who presided over the meetings of the Committee l a s t 
month. Lilce others present here, I admire Ambassador de l a Gorce for his diplomatic 
s k i l l and his devotioxi to the cause of disarmament. His e f f o r t s had a great deal 
to do with the good beginning we have made in our work this year. I also wish to 
thanlc him for his friendship towards a l l of us and his s p i r i t of co-operation. 

Today I vjould lilce to state our views on tho two agenda items, "Cessation of 
the nuclear arras race and nuclear disa.rraaraent" and "Comprehensive programme of 
disarmament". 

LiJce many others, the Chinese delegation attaches great importance to the 
qiiostion of the cessotion of the nuclear a.rms race and nuclear disarmament, hecause 
i t has a direct bearing on the major issue of eliraina,ting the danger of nuclear war 
and maintaining international peace and security. 

The statements made by many representatives have reflected their aioprehension 
and serious concern ovei" the present situation with regard to world nuclear 
armaments. Having engaged i n testing, development and production over a long period 
of time, each of the two Superpowers has accumulated an enormous number of nuclear 
weapons. According to the estimates made in the "Comprehensive study on nuclear 
weapons" presented by the Secretary-General to the General Assembly, these two 
Superpowers together possess a t o t a l of /¡.8,000 nuclear warheads of various kinds 
vjhich account for 97 per cent of the t o t a l number of nuclear warheads i n the world, 
or, i n term.s of nuclear warhead y i e l d , they have i n t h e i r hands a t o t a l of 
19 b i l l i o n tons or 96 per cent of the woi-ld's t o t a l nuclear y i e l d . The above 
figures have made i t amply clear that the two Superpowers with the largest nuclear 
arsenals i n the world are posing threats to intemationat peace and the security 
of a l l the countries i n the world. Only they have the capability to wo.ge a nuclear 
war. 

Moreover, i n t h e i r contention for nuclear superiority, the two Superpoi;ers are. 
now starting a .new round i n the nuclear arms race centred on qualitative irapi-ovement, 
which has given cause for added apprehension. Having attained numerical superiority 
i n strategic weapons, that late-coming Superi30wer i s now working feverishly to 
improve the quality of i t s nuclear weapons, with iDarticular emx)hasis being given to 
the strengthening of i t s coimterforco c a p a b i l i t i e s so as to achieve across-the-board 
nuclear superiority. Meanwhile, the other Superpower has also accelerated i t s pace 
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of nuclear expansion and i n t e n s i f i e d i t s e f f o r t s to develop nev; types of strategic 
weapons. The fierce race between the t\;o Superpowers for nuclear superiority 
constitutes the key factor -ijljich account;; f o r the lacl: of substantive progress in 
disarmament. 

Motivated by t h e i r desire for the i-emoval of the danger of nuclear wan, many' 
small and medrom-sised coLmtrieo have put forward a series of reasonable views 
and proposals. They c a l l for the prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons, 
cessation of the qualitative improvement and develo^jment of nuclean weapon systems 
and cessation of the production of a l l types of nuclear weapons and t h e i r means 
of delivery, and drastic reduction of the stockpile of nuclear vjeapons leading 
to t h e i r ultimate and complete elimination at t'he e a r l i e s t possible date. They 
have called upon the two .Superpowers to implement i n eannest the provisions of 
the F i n a l Document of the f i r s t special session of the General Assembly devoted 
to disarmament, which affirrii tho speciaJ r e s p o n s i b i l i t y in the task of achieving 
nuclear disa.rmament to be assumed by countries with the most important nuclear 
arsena-ls. They have also proposed that appropriate and r e l i a b l e v e r i f i c a t i o n , 
measures be provided for various stages and aspects of the nuclear disarmajnent 
process, so a.s to ensuire the implementation of the a-greements reached. These 
views and proposals deserve oui- serious a.ttention and close study. 

China has consistently stood f o r nuclear disa.rmament and resolutely opposes 
nuclea.r wa.r. \!e are ready to work with other countries in our common search 
for p r a c t i c a l measures to halt the nuclear arms race and to a t t a i n nuclear 
disarmajnent. Jii our view, when exploring i n a concrete manner how to a t t a i n our 
common goal, we should i d e n t i f y approaches effective for the resolution of 
disarmament problems based on the salient features of \jorld ba.lance, or rather 
the world imbalance i n matters of armaments. As I mentioned e a r l i e r , the two 
Superpowers at present have the largest nuclear arsenals. Added together, t h e i r 
nuclear warheads are at least 50 times the t o t a l warheads of the rest of the nucle 
countries combined. The overvihelming majority of countries i n the world have no 
nuclear weapons. Under such circumstances, i t i s impossible to talk about equal 
security among the coiaitries of the world. Consequently, i n order to remove 
the very r e a l threaits to world peace and to a^ssure a l l the countries of equal 
security, i t i s necessary for the countries with the largest пис1еа„г arsenals' 
to take actions i n advance of other countries by halting the nuclear arms race, 
cea.sing the testing, production and development of a.ll types of nuclear weapons 
and d r a s t i c a l l y reducing t h e i r stockpiles of nu.clear wea.pons. To take such steps 
i s t h e i r unshirkable r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . Here also l i e s the litmus test as to whether 
they are w i l l i n g to reduce the danger of nuclear wa,r by tal.:ing concrete actions. 
It goes without sayiiig that on the question of nuclear disarraament, the other 
nuclear-weapon countries raust bear t h e i r share of the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . At a 
certain stage of the nuclear disarmament process, they should a.lso take actions. 
But in our view, i t i s neither p r a c t i c a l nor f a i r to raalee the same demands on 
the other nuclear-v/eapon countries as on the tvjo Superpowers. This сгп only 
help the l a t t e r countries maintain and increase t h e i r immense m i l i t a r i ' superiority 
and hegemonic threats. 
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The goal of nuclear diparmaraent should Ъе the complete prohibition and 

t o t a l destruction of nuclear woo^jons. Fending the rttainment of t h i s ' l o f ty.goal, 
p a r t i a l measures a.re obviously necessary. Here i t ' should be pointed, out that 
the mere "COSsation of the testing development and production of nuclear weapons 
could only curb t h e i r quantitative increase and quaJi'to.tive inproveraent, but i t 
alone vjould not remove tho danger of a nuclear war, beca^use there would remain., 
the serious threats posed by the enormous nuclear a.rsenals of the Superpowers. 
As a re suit,, a number of small and modium-siaed countries hĉ ve called for the 
prohibition of the use of nucloar weapons pending the achievement of nurolear 
disa,rmament. This represents .a rea^sonable demand which, i n .our view, merits • . 
our serious' attention in the course' of bur considoration of the question of 
the cessation of the nuclear arms race. 

The cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear dioarraamont'is a very 
broa,d and Complex issue which involves many sp e c i f i c questions requiring study 
and effective actions. We w i l l ¿oln the other delegations i n an exploration 
of this complex issue. In view of the existing difference of views on various 
aspects of this issue, we are. in favour of the proposal made by the non-aligned 
and the neutral covmtries at this session of the Coramittee that an ad hoc 
working group on nuclear disarraaraent be forraed to discuss various stages of 
nuclear disarmament as envisaged i n paragraph 50 of the Fi n a l Document of the 
f i r s t special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament and other 
related issues. It remains the sincere hope of this delegation'that progress 
conducive-to nuclear disarmament can be made through serious discussions and 
nego t lab ions. 

I viould lilce now to iuxn b r i e f l y to the question of a coraprehensiv.e._programme 
of disarraaraent. The Chinese delegation ha,s always attaxhed great importance to .. 
the. formulation of the programme. China submitted to the United Hations 
Disarmament Commission at i t s f i r s t session in. Hay 1979 t.he "Proposal on the 
elements of a comprehensive programme of disarmaanent". (A/CH . 1 0 / 5 ) . In July I9SO, 
we a^gain put foin-jard a working paper containing "Proposals on the main principles 
of a comprehensive programme of disarmament" (CD/CPÛ/\-/P.3) . We w i l l continue 
our efforts'ab •this session and we stand ready to co-operabe with-other 
delegations. 

The United Hations General Assembly i n i t s resolution 35/4^ stabes: "The 
Coramittee on Disarmament should expedite i t s v/ork on the elaboration of the 
programme with a view to i t s adoption no• l a t e r than at,the second special session 
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmar.ient, scheduled for 1902". There i s 
not much tirae l e f t , and the Coramittee On Disa.rmament w i l l ha.ve to intensify i t s 
vrork on this itera. We earnestly hope that this session of our Coramittee w i l l 
succeed i n forraulat.ing a draft progrararae acceptable to a l l countries so as to 
contribute to the success of the second special session of the General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament. 
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\!e are of the view that i n order to enable the programme to guide the 
future disarmament process i n a positive wa-y, i t s formulation must constantly 
tal:e into account the present international r e a l i t i e s marked by a world-wide arms 
race and p a r t i c u l a r l y the Superpowers' i n t e n s i f i e d arms expansion and wavr 
prepara-tions. Both the principles guiding the disarmajnent process and the 
p r i o r i t y order of the vaxious disarmaxnent measures should be determined on the 
basis of international r e a l i t i e s . Only thus сал future disarmament negotiations 
be propelled forward i n the right d i r e c t i o n . 

In viev of the continuous exacerbation of international tension, the 
programme should clearlj/- stress that the objective of disarmament i s to oppose 
by effective means a l l acts of armed a,ggression and i n p a r t i c u l a r the outbreal: of 
a new world war, and to maintain international peace a.nd security. A l l the 
disarmament measures must be evaluated and determined on the basis of t h i s 
fvmdamental objective. \/hile pursuing this basic objective we share the view that 
the p r a c t i c a l results of the disarmament process should be conducive to the 
economic and s o c i a l development of the various countries concerned; amd i t i s i n 
l i n e with the basic interests and pressing demands of the developing coimtries 
to specify that the promotion of the New International Economic Order i s also one 
of the important objectives of the disarmament process. 

As a nuclear war poses serious threats to mahiiind, the importance of effective 
measures fox- the cessation of the nuclear arms гз.се and nuclear- disa.rmament 
undoubtedly need to be f u l l y reflected i n the prograiîime. At the same time, we 
should attach the importance they deserve to the questions of reducing conventional 
armaments and the prohibition and destruction of b i o l o g i c a l and chemical weapons. 
In the post-war period, conventional wars have been waged year i n and yeai" out i n 
some parts of the woi-ld, a fact we must bear i n mind when formulating the programme. 

We are also of the view that vjhile formulating compx'ehensive disarmament-
measures we need also to- give serious attention to p a r t i a l measures, including 
regional measures. To exclude any foi-m of foreign m i l i t a i y presence frora the 
zones- of peace or the nuclear-free zones and to do a\Ja.y with a l l forms of armed 
aggression and m i l i t a r y thi-eats would contribute greatly to international pea.ce 
and security. 

The coraj)rehensive programme of disarraament i s to define the orientation and 
stages of future disairnaraent a c t i v i t i e s . - It would give impetus to futui-e 
disarmament woi-k. The programrae i s not eqxiivalent to a convention or a trea.tyi 
nonetheless, i t i s to be foxmulated by way of serious negotiations. A l l the 
co-untries should malie t h e i r e f f o r t s f o r i t s implementaiion and r e a l i z a t i o n , 
and i n this sense, a l l the countries are to raaJie f u l l commitments to the 
programme. Ог-ir work on the programme i s vei-y important and i t . i s . our hope that-
good results w i l l be achieved through the j o i n t e f f o r t s of a l l the delegations 
here. 
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The CHAIRI'-Î/U?; I thank the representative of China f o r his statement and the 
•words of weloome he addressed to the Chair. • • : 

l i r . УШГОНДС (Yugoslavia) (translated from French); Mr. Chairman, the entire' 
complex of questions r e l a t i n g to disarmajnent that are on our• Comjnittee's agenda 
have a single fundamental goal, namely, general and complete disarmament under 
effective international control. In this connection'it i s our Coimnittee's duty 
to' reach agreement, before the next special session of the General Assembly devoted 
to disarmament, on a comprehensive programme of disarmament which should make 
possible the attainment of this goal. 

.Beginning l a s t year, the Committee has undertaken intensive work on this task 
and an ad hoc working group with a precise mandate was established f o r I h i s purpose. 
Nevertheless, the work has been proceeding f a i r l y slowly and the results achieved 
have not been sucli ao to give cause f o r s a t i s f a c t i o n . I t i s clear, hov'jeyer, that 
progress i s being made, even i f many questions are s t i l l open. I t i s important to 
have a constructive basis f o r the specific negotiations'which are to follow. I t 
remains to be seen г-mether we are prepared to complete the task entrusted to uŝ  by 
the F i n a l Document of the tenth special session-. • 

In ray delegation's view, we raust a l l , at this time, make raaxinmm efforts'to 
succeed in completing these negotiations by the next special session and thus to 
creal.e ..the basis and the framework for 'the conduct of the disarmament process, in 
\«rhich'everyone w i l l assume Ills share of r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . Since i t i s in the v i t a l 
interests of a l l the peoples in the world to ensure-the success of the disarmament 
negotiations, i t goes without saying that each country also has the obligation- to 
play as active a role in this process a.,s i t can. This vill be possible only i f 
the p o l i t i c a l w i l l exists to i n i t i a t e the dioarinaraent process on the ba.sis of this 
programme and to establish'the p r i n c i p l e of equitable p a r t i c i p a t i o n , taking into 
account the requirements of a l l countries, regardless of their s i z e , l e v e l of 
development or m i l i t a r y povrer. I t must be borne in mind by a l l countries and, 
in p a r t i c u l a r , by those vrhich possess nuclear vreapons, that the arms race has direct 
negative effects on the security of a l l and on the p o s s i b i l i t y of economic 
development. It i s also true thai no one v r i l l escape the consequences of a 
possible outbreak of nuclear war. Despite the fact that this, i s the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 
of a l l countries, the nuclear-vreapon Povrers have by f a r the greatest r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 
f o r the immediate i n i t i a t i o n of the process of disarmajnent and in pa r t i c u l a r , 
nuclear disarmament. It i s therefore essential that those countries should 
participate as actively, as possible in the vrork of our Committee on a l l the agenda 
items before i t — something'vrhich i s not alvrays the case. A l l this applies also, 
of course, to the comprehensive programme of disarraaraent. 

On the bOvSis of the decisions taken at the f i r s t special session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disai-mament, the united Nations Disarmament Commission 
defined the main elements vrhich novr serve as the starting-point f o r the Coimnittee's 
negotiations. This means that a l l the States Members of the United Nations have 
made their contributions. In vievr of a l l tlie statements that have been made, 
ray delegation considers that the time has novr come to prepare the text of the 
programme so that i t might be ready f o r the next special session. 
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My delegation's views on this matter have heen expressed on various occasions 
in the united Nations Disarmament ComnrLssion and i n this Coiimiittee. • At this time, 
I would merely l i k e to l i s t some of the main elements.on which, in our view, the 
programme should he based. F i r s t , we c h a l l continue to logard as a v a l i d approach 
the elements of the prograiiu'ne specified in the working paper which was. submitted to 
the United ETations Disarmament ' Commission by S r i Lanka on behalf of a l l the 
non-aligned countries and which i s contained in document A/CÎI . 10/6. I t i s not 
necessary to point out that Yugoslavia supports this proposal, which r e f l e c t s the 
j o i n t positions of the non-aligned countries on this matter. 

Tlie comprehensive programme of disarmament nîjst, above a l l , f u l l y r e f l e c t i t s 
t i t l e . In other words i t must, in substance, be a complex, well-planned and 
action-oriented document covering a l l the measures and phases necessary to ensure 
the s t r i c t implementation of actions designed to lead gradually to the achievement 
of the ultimate objective, namely, general and complete disarmament under effective 
international control. This.presupposes a series of elements which ve w i l l have 
•to negotiate and determine. The adoption of such a comprehensive programme of 
action vrould provide ample proof of the existence of the p o l i t i c a l v r i l l to 
implement i t . Without that, in our vievr, there v r i l l be no question of organized, 
conscious and l a s t i n g international action to halt the arms race. Thus, the 
programme v r i l l be an important means of overcoming existing " r e a l i t i e s " , vrhich 
are not adequate and vrhich we v/ould a l l l i k e to see changed. 

A very important aspect of the programiae i s the urgent need to take s p e c i f i c 
measures. There i s no doubt that nuclear disarmament i s a matter of the highest 
p r i o r i t y . We have a l l agreed on t h i s , although the other disariiiament measures 
are also, up to a point, p r i o r i t y matters. For each of the p r i o r i t i e s established, 
vrithin the framev-rork of disarmament measures, there should be stages f o r the 
application and p r a c t i c a l implementation of disarmament. The implementation of 
disarmament measures by stages should permit a more general revievr of the 
implementation process at each stage and the appropriate adjustment of subsequent 
stages, i n conformity vrith the programme adopted. 

Another matter of p a r t i c u l a r importance i s that of establishing the framework 
fo r the programme, vrhich should be as f l e x i b l e as possible and should take account 
of the actual situation and of the p o s s i b i l i t i e s f o r the effective implementation 
of the measures contemplated, so tha,t the agreement reached on the o v e r - a l l 
time-table f o r , and stages i n , the implementation of the prograimne can be carried 
out vrithout h i t c h . In so doing, v-re must be very clear about the vrording of the 
programme because any ambiguity i n that respect and any ar b i t r a r y interpretation 
of the application of the measures, both as regards t h e i r content and as regards 
a given time-limit, might lead to misunderstanding and d i s t o r t i o n , as has, 
unfortunately, occurred i n the application of some of the provisions of the 
F i n a l Document of the f i r s t special session devoted to disarmament. 

I vrould l i k e to stress that p a r t i c u l a r attention should be given to the l e g a l 
aspect of the programme. A number of proposals have been submitted on the possible 
international l e g a l obligations to be embodied in the programme. In this 
connection, we consider that the progranïîie should contain some essential elements 
of obligation. F i r s t , there i s the p o l i t i c a l v r i l l c l e a r l y expressed in vrhat has 
been adopted, and the v r i l l to v/ork as a c t i v e l y as possible f o r i t s consistent 
implementation. Secondly, v/e should establish rules of conduct f o r the 
implementation process, with s p e c i f i c r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s f o r ea,ch country. There 
should also be appropriate machinery f o r m.onitoring implementation . I t v r i l l have 
to be decided during the negotiations vrhether this w i l l take the form of an 
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instrument creating obligations for the international cormunity or ,v;hether i t w i l l 
be i n a form setting out specific obligations for a l l countries, • In any event, 
i t i s very important to define r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s , so that they may be unconditionally 
accepted by a l l countries and f u l l y assumed in accordance with an appropriate 
procedure. 

In conclusion, I would l i k e to emphasize that the Coim-nittee's r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 
to the international community to establish the comprehensive programjne of 
disarmament i s a challenge to a l l of us and tliat v;e should respond in a positive 
manner, sparing no ef f o r t to reach agreement on this programme so that i t may be 
submitted for adoption at the General Assembly's second special session on 
disarmament. 

Mr. AHMAD (Pakistan): № . Chairman, may I begin by saying that the 
Pakistan delegation i s happy to see you preside over the Committee on Disarmament 
during the month of March. We have no doubt that your vast experience and special 
acumen in the diplomacy of disarmament will guide the word of the CD tovrards the 
constructive path of concrete negotiations on important items on our agenda. 

With respect to your predecessor. Ambassador do l a Gorce of Prance, I cannot 
but express deep admiration f o r the s k i l l and serenity vrith vr-hich he conducted the 
proceedings of the CD in the d i f f i c u l t opening phase of i t s 1931 session and in 
dealing vr-ith the organisational and other questions v-rhich vrere resolved so speedily 
under his guidance. This has established a s o l i d foundation upon which vre can 
endeavour to construct substantive agreements during the current year's negotiations. 

My delegation has requested the f l o o r today to express some thoughts on tvro 
of the most important items on the CD's agenda, the nuclear test ban and the 
cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. bfy intervention on 
those items i s delayed, f o r which I ask the Committee's indulgence. 

Almost f i v e years have elapsed since m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on a 
comprehensive test-ban treaty vrere interrupted by the agreement of three of the 
nuclear-vreapon Povrers to conduct separate talks on the subject. The t r i l a t e r a l 
negotiations have as yet to produce a nuclear test-ban treaty; indeed, the prospects 
for an early conclusion of the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations have, i f anything, receded 
since l a s t year. Even more distressing, from the admittedly limited information 
provided to this Cormnittee about the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations i n the progress report 
submitted l a s t July, i s the indication that the treaty vrhich i s under formulation 
w i l l be substantially different in conception and scope from the comprehensive 
test-ban treaty vrhich the international comn:unity has called f o r year after year. 
Per one thing, the treaty v r i l l accept a d i s t i n c t i o n betvreen nuclear-vr-eapon tests 
and peaceful nuclear explosions, vrith a l l the attendant problems for nuclear 
non-proliferation and v e r i f i c a t i o n of the test ban. From, a l l accounts, even 
nuclear-vreapon tests vrould not be prohibited for a l l time but merely placed under 
a moratorium f o r a r e l a t i v e l y b r i e f period. Furthermore, the expected provisions 
of the treaty vrould in several respects e n t a i l unequal treatment of the 
nuclear-weapon States and the non-nuclear-vreapon States and discriiîiinate even 
among the nuclear-vreapon States. 

Such an arrangement i s not l i k e l y to attract the vride adherence vrhich was one 
of the expected features of the test-ban treaty according to the P i n a l Document of 
the f i r s t special session of the United Hations General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament. Under the circumstances, the most that can be eзфected of the 
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t r i l a t e r a l negotiations i s an agreement f o r a moratorium on nuclear testing by the. 
three negotiating part i e s . However regrettable this-may be, even such a lim i t e d 
•agreement would provide some measure of satis f a c t i o n since those States v/hich have 
been responsible f o r over 90 per cent of nuclear tests v/ould have undertaken to halt 
these t e s t s , a l b e i t f o r a limited period of tim-e. If they prove sincere i n this 
undertaking, i t covild prove possible during this tii;ie to evolve a test-ban treaty 
v/hich i s ..both comprehensive and equitable. l.-e do not thinlc i t i s a great 
concession f o r ajiy of the tliree negotiating parties to agree, to abide by the 
temporary ban v/hich they have themselves suggested even i f at present one or̂  both . 
of the other nuclear-v/eapon Powers do not f i n d themselves in a position to'join . 
this t r i l a t e r a l arrangement. 

Such a comciitnent by the three negotiating parties to the concept of a 
neclear test-ban i s necessary v/hen one adds up the cost of the delay i n the 
conclusion of a test-ban treaty as a result of the' protracted t r i p a r t i t e talks.. 
For one thing, the hundreds of nuclear tests which have been conducted during the 
past f i v e years have greatly enhanced the sophistication of the nuclear.v/eapons".'in 
the arsenals of the major nuclear-v/eapon Pov/ers. I t i s as yet not even certain 
v/hether the t r i l a t e r a l treaty v / i l l e f f e c t i v e l y prevent the continued qua l i t a t i v e 
improvement of nuclear v/eapons possible through laboratory tests and simulation 
techniques. As a consequence of the delay, the quantity of unsafeguarded 
fissionable material at the disposal of a number of States has increased laanifold, 
eroding the impact of any test-baai treaty on the v e r t i c a l and horizontal 
prolifération .of nuclear v/eapons.. Besides ,'during this time, nuclear explosions 
have been conducted by tv/o non-nuclear-v/eapon States, either f o r declared 
"pea-ceful purposes" or clandestinely, r a i s i n g further questions about the eventual 
prospects and effectiveness of a nuclear test-ban treaty. 

Despite these d i f f i c u l t i e s , the Pakistan delegation remains prepared to engage 
in m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on a nuclear test ban and to m.aice every e f f o r t to 
overcome the d i f f i c u l t i e s in the v/ay of an equitable and genuine agreement to ban 
nuclear testing. l/e do not believe that the continuation or other-zise of the 
t r i l a t e r a l negotiations i s any reason to prevent the CD from making an attempt to 
negotiate a comprehensive test-ban treaty, since the outcome of those negotiations 
i s not l i k e l y to provide a useful basis f o r a m u l t i l a t e r a l agreement on the question. 

The Pakistan delegation therefore continues to hope that agreeraent v / i l l be 
reached i n the near future f o r the establishment of an ad hoc v/orking group of the 
Cónmiittee to open negotiations on a nuclea.r-test-ban treaty. Further delay in 
i n i t i a t i n g such negotiations w i l l increase the complexities surrounding the test ban 
and may v/ell render the task, v/hich i s now admittedly d i f f i c u l t , v/ell nigh impossible 
to'accomplish. The creation of an ad hoc v/orking group of the'CD v/ould provide 
every State member of this Committee vrith the oppor-fcunity to participate in i t s vrork. 
The manner in vrhich each State chooses to do so, and the int e n s i t y of i t s 
involvement in the negotiations, i s something v/hich raust be l e f t to the State 
concerned and cannot be dictated by others as a" precondition f o r the i r ovrn 
par t i c i p a t i o n in the negotiations . 

Pakistan shares the general vievr expressed in our Coraraittee and elsevrhére, 
that the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament i s the most 
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iiíTportant and most urgent task in the f i e l d of disarmament. The Committee on 
Disarmament has an important contrihution to make to the success of this objective. 
It i s , of course, obvious that given the present state of international relations 
and differences among the nuclear-woapon States, the CD i s not in a position 
actually to negotiate concrete agreements on nuclear disarmament, apart from 
such measures as the СТБ, control over fissionable materials and security 
assurances to non-nuclear-weapon States. ITor would my delegation wish in any 
way to-pre-empt or obstract- the b i l a t e r a l and r e s t r i c t e d negotiations on nuclear 
issues betvreen the tvro Superpovrers. These negotiations, vre hope, v r i l l be 
resumed as soon as possible and w i l l be accompanied by measures to resolve 
outstanding p o l i t i c a l disputes end sources of tension, ¥e also hope that they 
w i l l lead to genuine control over the nuclear ariiis ra,ce betvreen the Superpovrers • 
and early and substantial reductions in thei r nuclear o,rscnals. 

Hovrever, there are tiro d i s t i n c t reasons vrhy vre believe that the CD should 
be enabled at th i s session to undertake at least e>q)loratory talks on the 
subject of nuclear disarmament. In the f i r s t instance, vre believe that such 
exploratory talks in the Committee could provide very useful c l a r i f i c a t i o n s of 
concepts and issues vrhich could materially assist the conduct of b i l a t e r a l or 
r e s t r i c t i v e negotiations betvreen the Superpovrers and their a l l i a n c e s , especially 
at this time vrhen one of these Povrers i s revievring i t s policy and the other ha»s 
advanced a number of proposals pertaining to nuclear disarmament. Secondly, 
such an examination could help to elaborate a useful framevrork f o r nuclear 
disarmament on the basis of paragraph 50 of the Pin a l Document. It v r i l l be 
necessary in any case to attempt such an elaboration in the context of the 
comprehensive programme on disarmament which v r i l l not be meaningful vrithout greater 
precision in regard to nuclear disarmam.ent. Such an approach vrould also contribute 
to the success of the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament. 

In the statements made in the Cormiittee, many interesting ideas have been 
put fonrard regarding the purpose of the examination of nuclear issues. In the 
vievf of the Pakistan delegation, there are a.t least four broad issues vrhich need 
to be addressed in some depth. 

The f i r s t area of interest concerns the implications of the concepts and 
doctrines r e l a t i n g to the nucleo.r arms ro.ce and nuclear disarmament. Poi- instance, 
there has been a most interesting excha.nge of vievrs betvreen the distinguished 
representatives of India and the United ICingdom on the concepts of "mutual 
deterrence" and "strategic equive.lence" betvreen the two Superpovrers and their 
respective al l i a n c e s . Tlie Pa,kistan delegation shares the vievr that i t i s most 
dangerous to extrapolate the doctrine of deterrence, evolved from the experience 
of a past era, to the q u a l i t a t i v e l y nevr situation created by the development 
and deployment of nuclear vreapons. Huclear deterrence may or' may not have 
prevented a general c o n f l i c t during the l a s t three decades, vrhich i s but a minute 
in history. We have yet to disprove the dictum that a vreapon, once i t i s developed 
and deployed, v r i l l be used sooner or l a t e r . 
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S i m i l a r l y , there are certain implications of tlie concept of "strategic 
parity" or équivalence between the Superpowerc wliich require closer 
consideration. P i r s t , experience indicates — and tlie debate about the SALT I I 
agreeraent i s the most recent example — that i t i s extremely d i f f i c u l t f o r even 
the two major nuclear-weapon Povrers to leach agreeraent on what precisely 
constitutes such "parity" or "equivalence". The combination of mutual d i s t r u s t , 
technical innovation and bureaucratic i n e r t i a continues to push tho balance, of 
power to ever liigher l e v e l s . Secondly the search f o r strategic p a r i t y betvreen 
the Superpowers results in a s i g n i f i c a n t d i s p a r i t y of povrer betireen them and tlie 
other States of the vrorld. It i s reasonable to expect t l i o l the l a t t e r v r i l l , 
sooner or l a t e r , attempt to reduce the grovring asymmetry i n n n l i t a r y capa.bility 
vis-à-vis the Superpovrers through vrhatever means are available to them. The 
calculation of a "strategic equivalence" betvreen three or- more centres of povrer 
v r i l l be a d i f f i c u l t i f not an iD.possible task. To place absolute i-eliance on 
nuclear deterrence in such circumstances, i s to play Piussian roulette vrith the 
future of mankind. 

Anotlier area vrliich requires close examination and fur-fcher elaboration i s 
the process of nuclear disarmament, vrhich i s defined in rather e l l i p t i c a l terras 
in paragraph 50 of the P i n a l Document. We have agreed in that paragraph that 
the f i r s t step in nuclear disarmament would be to "halt the nuclear aras race". 
\/hat does this plirase imply? Does i t mean that a l l progranmies I'elated to nuclear 
vreapons sliould be simultaneously lialted by a l l nuclear-vrea,pon Povrers? But this 
vrould not eliminate the existing d i s p a r i t i e s which are an important motive for 
the continued development of nuclear vreapons. Would i t imply a halt in the 
current ijrogramnies of the ma.jor nuclear-vreapon Povrers f o r the development and 
deployment of nevr nuclear vreapons and vreapons systems? In this case also, the 
perceptions about existing or potential d i s p a r i t i e s and vrulnerabilities vrould 
have to be taken into account. The second sta,ge of nuclear disarma,raent, as 
defined, in paragraph 5O of the P i n a l Document, c a l l s f o r a reduction in the 
nuclear arsen.als of the nuclear-vreapon Povrers. There are at least tvro.vra.j'-s in 
which such reductions could be sought. One vray vrould be to ask -bhe raajor 
nuclear-vreapon Povrers to acliieve s i g n i f i c a n t reductions to reduce asymmetries 
vrith other nuclear States before the l a t t e r join in the process of sucli 
reductions. Al t e r n a t i v e l y , i t could be prescribed that each nuclear-vreapon Povrer 
undertake a proportional reduction by stages of i t s nuclear vreapons arsenal. 
Similar questions arise'vrith regard to the t h i r d and f i n a l stage of the process, 
of nuclear disariTiament outlined i n paragraph 50 of the P i n a l Document e n t a i l i n g 
a phased and time-bound prograrmiie f o r the reduction and ev^entual elimination of 
nuclear vreapons. 

Some principles and guidelines are available to provide answers to the kinds 
of questions vrhich I have raised. Por instance, the P i n a l Document refers to 
the primary r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of the tvro major nuclear-vreapon Povrers in the context 
of nuclear disarmament. I t i s evident frora t l i e i r quantita.tive and qualitative 
superiority in nuclear armaments, -that they must assurae tlie lead in promoting the 
process of nuclear disarmament. Indeed, they have ackno^rledged this r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 
in undertaking the negotiations on strategic nuclear агп-ш'лепts and, more recently. 
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on medium-range nuclear v/eapons as v/ell. Yet the present l e v e l of agreement on 
these issues i s ambiguous at best and i s ¡nanifested qviite^of ten. in lack of 
understanding betv/een the nuclear-v/eapon Pov/ers, and betv/een them and 
non-nuclear-v/eapon States, thus contributing to the climate of mutual dist3?ust 
and suspicion . 

Á t h i r d and importent area v/hich the CoKimittee should address i s the 
relationship betv/een nuclear and conventional v/eapons. Prom a l l accounts, the 
current assessment of the v/estern all i a n c e about i t s alleged i n f e r i o r i t y in 
conventional v/eapons i n Europe has led i t to place extraordinary reliance on 
nuclear v/eapons as a deterrent. This has produced d i f f i c u l t i e s in promoting 
nuclear disarmnent as v/ell ao an agreement on the non-first-use of nuclear 
v/eanons. On the other hand, the nembers of the V/arsav/ Treaty contend that there 
i s no imbalance in conventional forces i n Europe. The best ansv/er to the problem 
vreuld be, of course, f o r the tv/o sides to reach an agreement vrhich could establish 
a mutual balance at a lovrer l e v e l of conventional armaments. But such an 
agreement has proved d i f f i c u l t because of different perceptions of the present 
si t u a t i o n . A more in-depth explanation of these different perceptions about 
the balance of forces in Europe could produce a f u l l e r understanding of the 
d i f f i c u l t i e s vrhich confront the Vienna talks and assist in the evolution of more 
precise guidelines regarding the relationship betv/een nuclear and conventional 
disarmament. In this context, further examination of the proposals presented 
to the I'ladrid Conference, e.g., extending confidence-building measures, could 
provide some v/ays and means of modifying the threat perceptions vrhich are at the 
root of the hesitation to negotiate measures f o r nuclear disarma-ment. 

P i n a l l y , the question.of v e r i f i c a t i o n v r i l l as3um.e special importance in the 
context of m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on nuclear disari/iament. At present, 
reasonably effective meaisures of v e r i f i c a t i o n are available to only tvro or 
three advanced States, Per instance, the SALT I I agreement provides f o r some 
novel techniques to ensure compliance, such as non-interferon Co vrith national 
means,of v e r i f i c a t i o n . Tlie question arises as to hovr such raeasures f o r effective 
v e r i f i c a t i o n can be developed at the international l e v e l . In this context, the 
proposals f o r the International S a t e l l i t e Monitoring Agency and the seismic 
monitoring system envisaged assume special importance. 

The Pakistan delegation i s disappointed that certain members of the Coiiiiaittee 
on Disari/iament are as yet not prepared to accept the establishment of an 
ad hoc vrorking group on•the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear 
disarrnament. Because of this s i t u a t i o n , my delegation i s prepared to accept a 
more f l e x i b l e modality f o r exploratory talks on nuclear disarmament and could 
go along vrith the vievr that, these talks be conducted in informal meetings of 
the Committee, as vra.s done at the Cominittee's 1979 session, Hovrever, this time 
the discussions on the subject should be more structured and should address in depth 
some of the specific points I have mentioned. A fevr meetings of the Comiaittee 
could also be devoted to the consideration of important parts of the United Hations 
study on nuclear vreapons. 
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5I.̂ Ĵ15ad5?:lËÎ' 1 thank the representative of Pakistan, Aahassador Alimad, for 
his stateraent and for the vrords of .welcorae he addressed to tho Chair, 

И£г_..?^^Ш^М1М5 (Venezuela) ( trans l a te d frora _Sp ani sh ) ; Allov/ rae to hegin 
my statement by offering you our sincere congratulations on your assumption of 
the Chair during the ra.onth of llarch. l/e are acquainted v/ith your personal and 
professional q u a l i t i e s and v/e Icnov/ they are a guarantee for the good progress 
and successful development of the•Committee's v/ork. You can f u l l y r e l y on tho 
modest co-operation of my delegation i n everything that тшу help you to discharge 
your delicate task as Chairman, i n v/hich v/e predict you v / i l l he conpletely 
succèssfuJ. 

In my statement today I v/ish to refer to tv/o of the items on our agenda. 
In the f i r s t place, a v a i l i n g myself of the provision i n paragraph 30 of the 
rales of procedure, I v / i l l touch on the subject of a nuclear test ban. I s h a l l 
then turn to the item v/hich appears on tho agenda for today, a comprehensive 
programrae of disarmament. 

l/ith regard to the former• subject, I v/ish to begin by e:qpressing my 
delegation's s a t i s f a c t i o n a t the fact that the Committee i s close to reaching a 
consensus on the idea of devoting a series of informal meetings to a consideration 
of substantive aspects rolatod to a nuclear test ban and nuclear disarmament. 

It i s not my intention to claim a righ t of authorship, but I thinlc i t v/ould 
be useful to r e c a l l that the idea of holding informal raeetings on these tv/o 
subjects originated i n a statem-ent I made at the inforraal meeting held i n the 
afternoon of 19 February l a s t . On that occasion and as a reaction to the 
announcement made on tho morning of that same day and repeated at the afternoon 
meeting by the representative of the United Kingdom to the effect that his 
delegation did not support the establishment of a v/orking group on a 
nuclear-toot-ban treaty, I said that i n our opinion the Cora.mittee could not f a i l 
to discharge i t s r e s p o n s i b i l i t y as a negotiating body because there v/as opposition 
to the sotting up of a v/orking group. I stated that i n viev/ of the i m p o s s i b i l i t y 
of setting up v/orking groups i n connection v/ith agenda items 1 and 2, the Committee 
should consider the a d v i s a b i l i t y of i t s e l f undertaking the task of negotiation 
and that to that end the Coramàttoe should a l l o t i t s e l f i n i t s programme of work 
the time necessary for the conduct of substantive negotiations on the tv/o 
agenda items at informal meetings. 

We are g r a t i f i e d to observe that Venezuela's idea inspired the fojrmulation' 
of various s p e c i f i c proisosals such as those submitted by India, b r a z i l , the 
s o c i a l i s t countries and the Federal Republic of Germany. I/o trust that the 
ComTiiittee w i l l very soon reach a consensus on this idea. 

Hov/ever, these informal meetings must not become a monologue i n v/hich only 
one sector of the Committee takes part. For them to be r e a l l y f r i i i t f u l , i t i s 
essential that the largest possible number of countries should participate i n 
them, and especially those possessing nuclear v/eapons, and that the l a t t e r should 
make their contribution and reply to the questions and arguments v/hich may be 
put forv/ard on the tv/o items. 
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Along this l i n e of thinking, I should l i k e to take the occasion to formulate 
some ohsoîvations on the question of a nuclear test han, on which we v/ould l i k e 
to have the reactions of the Pov/ers p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n the t r i p a r t i t e negotiations. 
'These reactions could he given at one of the informal meetingo. 

Ao you knov;, my delegation i s among those v/hich inaintain that the treaty 
to he negotiated should have the objective of banning a l l nuclear tests, of any 
raagnitude, i n a l l environments and for a l l time. • In other v/ords, the ban oh 
testing, on nuclear tests, should be ooniprehensive and global. ïn огп-'opinion, a 
p a r t i a l ban vrOuld'make i t d i f f i c u l t to achieve the goal of a general and universal 
acceptance of the treaty v/hich should c l e a r l y be aimed at. 

This position of ours i s based on the fact that any test allegedly or 
ostensibly carried out for peaceful purposes v / i l l alv/ays make i t possible to 
obtain information for m i l i t a r y purposes. In thio connection I v/ould l i k e to 
quote a paragraph from the book by Alva Myrdal e n t i t l e d The Game of Pisarmament 
(Pantheon Books, Hew York, l, 7 6 , p.213): ~ " ' 

"The truth, to be kept firmly i n mind, i c that there i s no d i s t i n c t i o n 
possible betv/een huclear explosive devices for m i l i t a r y or for c i v i l i a n 
purposes, one for bombing some place on earth and one for engineering vrork 
to mine or excávate i t . A l l nuclear devices are potential bombs, and of 
a destructive force way beyond conventional explosives. The sole difference 
that can be claimed i s the doubtftil one of intent." 

To a l l this should be added that i t i s precisely at the testing stage that 
a nuclear eiqplosive device can demonstrate i t s p o t e n t i a l i n the m i l i t a r y sphere. 

¥e therefore consider that the ban on tests should be. absolute and should 
cover a l l ' e^qporimental nuclear e:çplesions. 

This does not mean that v/e are opposed to the peaceful use of nuclear 
explosiono. As far as such use i s concerned, our view i s that i n very special 
circumstances and under very s t r i c t control by an international authority, a 
State coivld be authorized to e^qplode a nuclear device v/hen thé pu.rpose of the 
explosion i s dcnonetrably peaceful and i f appropriate measures are taken to 
prevent such an explosion being used to secure benefits or information of a 
mi l i t a r y nature. 

On this issue, the t r i p a r t i t e repoi-t submitted l a s t year by the nuclear-
v/eapon Povrers V i h i c h are conducting negotiationo on a nuclear-test-ban treaty 
states i n i t s paragraph 10 that these countries have agreed that the treaty 
v / i l l be acconpanied by a protocol on nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes 
and that this protocol v / i l l be an integral part of the treatj"-. 

Уе understand this to mean that the treaty that i s being negotiated i s i n 
fact a comprehensive treaty, that i t v / i l l ban any type of test including those 
that are ostensibly for peaceful puiT>oses, and that the p o s s i b i l i t y of conducting, 
not indeed tests, but peaceful nuclear езфlesions v / i l l be regulated by the 
protocol. I f this interpretation i s correct, v/o are pleased to state that t h i s 
v/ay of dealing v/ith the matter i s satisfactory to us cince i t corresponds with 
the "Venezuelan p o s i t i o n outlined e a r l i e r . 
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\Ic would., howevers l i k e to receive Ргогя the Powers p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n the 
t r i l a t e r a l negotiations f u l l e r and. more conprohensive information about the 
protocol. The t r i p a r t i t e report, i n the same paragraph fiom which I have just 
quoted, says that the protocol w i l l take into account tho provisions of a r t i c l e V 
of the non-proliferation Treaty. Can we take i t that this means that the 
protocol w i l l serve as the special international agreeraent to which a r t i c l e V 
of the 1ÎPT refers and that i t w i l l regulate a l l the issues referred to i n this 
a r t i c l e ? I f the reply i s i n the affirmative, has due account been taken of ' 
the need.to ensure non-discriminatory treatment for tho non-nuclear-Vieapon 
countries and of the need to keep the promise that such coimtries w i l l benefit ' . 
free of charge from, the results of research and the development of technology 
derived from peaceful nuclear explosions? . . 

I t would also.interest my delegation to knovr hov i t is.proposed to approach 
i n the'protocol the question of procedures and mechanisms designed to ensure that 
peaceful, explosions are in. fact peaceful. In th i s connection, I should l i k e 
to r e c a l l that the Treaty of Tlatelolco contains i n a r t i c l e 13 f a i r l y f u l l 
provisions which could serve as a basis for working out an appropriate systeia to 
regulate the vise, e3cclu.sively for peaceful purposes, of nuclear explosions. 

To sum up, v/e v/ovild l i k e to receive from the Pov/ers p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n the 
t r i l a t e r a l negotiations f u l l and, i f possible, detailed information on -fche proposed 
protocol r e l a t i n g to peacefu.1 nuclear eiçplesions. 

So fa r my delegation has not expressed i t s viev/s as regards the cornprehensive 
programme of disarmament the elaboration of v/hich hao been entrusted to us by 
the General Assembly. Ve should l i k e to take advantage of the fact that the 
Committee has put this item on i t s schedule of plenary meetings to make a fev/ 
comments and to give our viev/s on some of the issues v/hich arise i n connection 
v/ith the cornprehcncive prograrome. 

In the f i r c t place, v/e wish to state our agreement v/ith, and svipport of, 
the recoramendations on this subject v/hich the ' Disarmam.ent Commission formvilated 
i n chapter IV of i t s report submitted to the General Assemblj/ at i t s t h i r t y - f o u r t h 
session (document A/34/42). In i t s proposals on the elent;nts of a coi-iiprehensive 
programme of disarmament, the Comraission has offered a very f u l l preliminary 
sketch of v/hat the programme should be. 

In the second place, v/e v/ish to place on record that my delegation attribviteo 
p a r t i c u l a r iriiportance and p r i o r i t y to the v/ork of the Ad Hoc. Working Group v/hich 
i s responsible f o r negotiations on this subject since, as v/e knov/, the results 
are to be submitted f o r consideration and approval by the General Assembly at i t s 
second special session devoted to disarmament, v/hich i s to be held next year. 
Last year tho Group did a great deal of v/ork under the chairmanship of 
Anfoassador A d e n i j i , This year, v/ith Ambassador Garcia Puobles i n the chair, i t 
i s steadily advancing tcv/ards the fulfilment of i t s mand.ate. 
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Ae propoeed Ъу the Disarmament Commission, the conprehensive programme should 
provide the necessary framework for substantive negotiations i n the f i e l d of 
disarmament. That i c to say that i t should serve as a framework and guide for 
the substantive negotiations on disarmament so as to ensure that they lead to the 
emergence of a balanced and orderly s e t — the largest number p o s s i b l e — of 
concreto d.ioarr;iament measures within the ohortect possible time. 

ily delegation aloe vindorstands t h i s set of measures miist of necessity 
observe a reciprocal interrelationship and i s to be achieved through a gradual 
but sustained process of negotiation that v / i l l giaarantee security to a l l States, 
The progranmo should bo carried out i n such a v/ay that instead of decreasing the 
security of States, i t progressively strengthens that socurits" as i t s 
implementation proceeds. That i s to say, the programme must contain as one of 
i t s i n t r i n s i c elements the objective of security through disarmament. 

Furthermore, the programme must be designed i n such a v/ay that i t i s not 
exposed to the uncertainties of the international si t u a t i o n . Its implementation 
m.ust not bo subject to the changes that r e l a t i o i i s betv/een States frequently 
undergo and that often load to the interruption,, suspension or deferment of 
ongoing negotiating processes. To that end, the p a r t i c i p a t i n g States must 
agree that once the negotiation of a certain issue, among those provided for 
under the programme, has begun, they v / i l l make a l l necessary efforts to ensure 
that external events do not affect the conduct, rhythm or results of such 
negotiations. 

Ifith regard to the nature of the instrument i n v/hich the programme should 
Ьф cast, v-/e v/ould prefer, l i k e the majority of the members of the Committee, • 
that i t should be a l e g a l l y binding, instrument. w'e understand, hov/ever, that •• 
this v / i l l not be accepted by some countries.- For that reaopn v/e hope that the 
prograirane v / i l l take the form of a document v/hose nature i o such that - i t irnposes 
a eolemn undertaking that i s as binding as possible. • One v/ay of achieving 
t h i s , as Ambassador Adeniji has suggested, might be for. the programme ,to be 
incorporated i n , or preceded by, a declaration which vrould be adopted during 
the second special session of the General Assemfoly. .'Tliis declaration should 
contain a clause v;hich' embodies an undertaking to conduct i n good f a i t h the 
negotiations provided for i n tho programme and to contribute to the inplementation-
of a l l the disarmament measures established therein. 

V/ith regard to the measures that should be included i n the programme, we 
note, v/ith other delegations, that the F i n a l Document on the f i r s t special session 
of the General Assembly and the report of the Disarmament Commission contain a 
l i s t of meacures i n respect of v/hich there i s a consensus. Tlie ooirprehensive 
programme should include at least a l l these meaoures. As one of our colleagues 
has said, the programme cannot involve any retreat from .v/hat has already been 
adopted i n the F i n a l Document and .v/hat also has been accepted by the 
Disarmament Comm-ission. The same c r i t e r i o n applies to the question of p r i o r i t i e s . 
The p r i o r i t i e s set i n the programme should be the same as those set out i n 
paragraph 45 of the F i n a l Document without that preventing the conduct of 
negotiations simultaneouslv/ on a number of p r i o r i t y measures or on a l l of them. 
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In this comoction va wish to reiterate cor support of the view expressed i n 
paragraph 11 of the report of the Disarmament Commission to the effect that from 
the very heginning of the implementation of the comprehensive programme of 
disarmament, special attention should he given to the immeliate cessation of the 
nuclear arms race and the removal of the threat o f a nuclear vax. 

IJith regard to the tmne-frame of the prograimno, i t i s clear that no one 
ejcpects a r i g i d schedule to be established or ar b i t r a r y dates to be set f o r the 
implementation of the disarmament measures envisaged. On the other hand, we 
have maintained and we continue to think that any programme, by i t s very nature, 
must be related to some period of time. A progi^amiTio and tim.e are two v i r t u a l l y 
inseparable concepts. Por that reason, we thinlc that the corrprehensive disarmament 
programme must have a time reference even i f i t i s merely indicative of what 
constitutes the common hope of countries about the period within lihich they wish 
to see i t cornpleted. On this subject various sviggestions have been made: 
25 years, the end of the century, etc. Any of them i s acceptable. Let us bear 
in-mind that the time factor, even when i t i s only an indicative elem.ent, alv/ays 
plays an irrportant role as a psychological stimulus. The job we have to do on 
this very subject i s i t s e l f a demonstration of t h i s . V/e must cocplete the 
elaboration of the draft programme i n time f o r i t to be considered by the second 
special session of the General Assembly. This circumstance puts pressure on us 
v/hich -is b e n e f i c i a l for the completion of our taslc. 

Although v/e maintain a f l e x i b l e p o s i t i o n as regards the time-frame, v/e 
consider i t essential that the programme should envisage various phases or stages 
of execu.tion. The number of phases or stages w i l l have to be determined i n 
r e l a t i o n to the measures, p r i o r i t i e s and time-frame, although each stage should 
be planned in- such a way as to ensure an apijropriate balance and harmony between 
the measures i t covers. V/e also consider i t essential that each phase should 
be subject to an evaluation and review process that v/ould make i t possible to 
check the rate of implementation so that the necessary decisions could be taken 
to speed up the process v/here delays v/ere detected or to introduce the necessary 
corrective measures v/hen cases of non-fv.lfilraent v/ere- i d e n t i f i e d . The review 
process could, as has been suggested, be carried out at special sessions of the 
General Assembly convened for that p-urpose. V/e therefore share the view of the 
Disarmament Commission that the programe must establish an adequate procedure 
for i t s implementation and f o r the constant monitoring of that implem-entation, 
and that for that purpose the United Nations should plaj^- a central r o l e . 

In conclusion, v/e v/ish to place on record our readiness to co-opierate v/ith 
the V/orlcing Group responsible for preparing the draft programm.e, and to promise 
oiu: support to i t s Chairman, Ambassador Garcia Robles, i n the ef f o r t s he i s 
making to ensure that the Group f u l l y discharges the maiidate i t has been given 
so that the Comjnittee m.ay submit i n due time the- comprehensive programme of 
disarmament the elaboration of which has been entrusted to i t . 
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The CMIMLAlM ; I thank the representative of Venezuela, Aiabassador Taylhardat, 
for his statement and for the kind vrords he addressed to me. 

Iîr, SUIÍÍ-ÍEPLHAYES (United ICingdom); Mr. Chairman, before malcing a fevr b r i e f 
remarks about the comprehensive programme of disarmament, I should l i k e to talce 
this opportunity to congratulate you on your assumption of the chair for the 
mon ti l of Ma.rch. I am sure that the Committee w i l l be veil served by your practised 
and capable.direction. I should also l i k e to pay tribute to your predecessor, 
Amba,ssa.dor do l a Gorce, vrho ga,ve us such a good start along the road this year. 
I should l i k e to offer him my delegation's sincere thanks for his s k i l f u l and 
impartial chairmanship. 

I s h a l l novr turn to item б of our agenda, vrhich i s the subject of our 
discussions in plenary this week, the comprehensive programme on disarmament. As 
I mentioned in my opening statement of the session, i t i s not my intention to- spend 
a' great deal of time in discussing in plenary those items vbich are the subject of 
negotiabion in the vrorking groups and in fact my delegation has already made a 
contribution to the discussions of d e t a i l i n our CPD l/orlcing Group. 1 nevertheless 
take the opportunity of our Plenary meeting to set out my delegation's general 
approach to this subject. 

We are a l l avrare that the dravring'up of a CPD vras a task entrusted to this 
Conmittee by the General Assembly ab i t s f i r s t special session on disarmament in 
197s. We are reciuested to submit our f i n a l version to the second special session 
in just over a year's time. Given this r e l a t i v e l y short time-table, my delegation 
vrelcomes the brisk and business-like approach talcen by Ambassador Garcia Robles in 
the CPD Working Group. We think a completed comprehensive prograimne vrould be a 
useful contribution from this Committee to the second special session. I t v r i l l 
act as a spur to progress in armsroontrol negotiations at a l l levels and in a i l 
spheres, by setting out a clear pattern for us to follow. 

I t i s not, hov/ever, i n our vievr feasible for the programme to bo l e g a l l y 
binding, as has been suggested in the past by some delegations. Mor can wo see how 
States can expect us to predict, at this stage, the time i t w i l l take to complete 
such a frr-reaching and complicated programme. I liave said in the paper I 
subraitted on this point hi the Working Group that there i s no purpose in trying 
to set i m r e a l i s t i c and a r t i f i c i a l deadlines. By t h i s , of course, I mean that 
the setting of any spec i f i c deadline i s u n r e a l i s t i c and a r t i f i c i a l . The requirements 
and complexities of the arras control negotiations vrhich vre are l i s t i n g in our 
progrararae are such that vre cannot predict at this time how soon v/e could complete 
even some of the tasks vre ha.ve already begun, l e t alone the measures for vrhich 
no preparations have as yet been made, nevertheless, i t v r i l l , I f e e l sure, be 
possible to reach agreeraent on the dravring up of a series of interrelated phases 
or stages in v/hich to organize the fulfilment of the tasks alrea-dy i d e n t i f i e d by 
the United Hations General Assembly at i t s f i r s t special session on disaruament 
and by tho Disa-rmament Commission. 

The prograiniiie w i l l help us to see the often d i f f i c u l t path ahead of us and to 
raise our eyes to our ultiaiate goal of general and complete disarmament. I t v / i l l 
also demonstrate the sincere p o l i t i c a l coraraitment of the vrorld coraniunity to the 
pursuit of serious and v e r i f i a b l e measures of arms control. We should not b e l i t t l e 
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the importance of such a, demonstration at a time vrhen intemational confidence. needs 
to' he restored. For this rea.son my delegation v / i l l play an active and constructive 
pa.rt in the negotiations in the Working Group on a Comprehensive Prograiane of 
Disarmaa.ient. We hope that the programrae v/hich the Committee produces v / i l l be a 
p r a c t i c a l aaid f l e x i b l e guide, so that i t v / i l l not f a l l by the vraysid.e as e a r l i e r 
exercises of this na.ture ha,ve done. We should aim to prepare a programme v/hich v / i l l 
be of l a s t i n g value to future negotiators, u n t i l our f i n a l objective i s achieved. 

Before concluding, I should l i k e just to add that I listened v/ith much interest 
to the arguments put forv/ard in the statement of the distinguished Ambassador of I t a l y 
e a r l i e r on at this mornii-ç's meeting. He expla^ined much better than I had done, the 
v i t a l connection betvreen the СРВ and v/ider c o l l a t e r a l measures designed to establish 
the international climate in v/hich a CPD could succeed. 

The СНАШРУШ; I thank the representative, of the United Kingdom, 
Ambassador Summerhayes, for his stateraent and for the kind words of v/elcorae addressed 
to the Chair. 

Distinguished representatives, in accordance v/ith the decision taken by the 
Coraraittee at i t s 104th plenary meeting, I talce pleasure in caJling on the 
distinguished representative of Norway, H.E. the Under-Secretary of State for 
Foreign A f f a i r s , Mr. Johan Jorgen Hoist. Mr. Hoist vra.s appointed Under-Secretary 
of State in the Ministry of Foreign A f f a i r s i n 1979. In the period betvreen 1976 
and 1979 he held the position of Under-Secretary of State in the Ministry of Defence, 
U n t i l 1976 he vras Director of P L e s e a r c h at the Norv/egian Institute of International 
Relations. Mr. Hoist i s one of Norv-zay's most prominent experts on disarmament. 

Mr. HOLST (Norv/ay): Mr. Chairman, i t i s a pleasure and privilege to be the 
f i r s t Norv/egian representative to address the Corranittee on Disarmariient in our nevr 
role as an active observer in this important negotiating forum. We are plea.sed 
that agreed procedures enable interested non-members to participate in the vrork 
of the Comraittee on Disarmajnent. Small nations l i k e Norx/a,y ai-e hampered by 
limited resources. We nevertheless have an important stake in the negotiating 
proceas here in Geneva, and s h a l l attempt in our rolo' as an obsei-ver Sta.to to make 
a useful contribution to the vrork of the Committee. I sincerely hope that this 
v r i l l be but cb beginning and that Norv/ay v r i l l in due course, become a, f u l l member 
of the Comraittee on Disarma,ment. 

Allovr me aJso, Mr. Chairman, to pay tribute to you, the distinguished 
representative of the German Democratic Republic, in the responsible post of 
Chain.iaii of the Committee on Disarraament for the month of March, a.nd I vrant to 
thank you most sincerely for the kind, and warm vrords of v/elcorae vrhich you 
a.ddrsssed to me concerning ray personal q u a l i f i c a t i o n s . I. hope that upon the 
completion of my reraarks, you v r i l l not be accused of mislea,ding advertising. 

There are tvro issues of special concern on the' CD agenda to vrhich I vrant to 
address myself i n sorae d e t a i l : a complete .nuclear test ban, and э. chemical vreapons 
convention. 

These agenda items, in addition to that of a comprehensive prograirane of 
disarmament, have been given highest p r i o r i t y by the General Assembly for the period 
leading up to the second special session on disarraaxnent next year. 
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Sinoë a comprehensive programme on disarmament i s on our agenda this morning, 

1 want to offer a few remarks and•observations concerning the purposes and'contents . 
of such a programme. 

It i s generally recognized, I believe, that disarmament i s of central importance 
to the future of international society and that i t w i l l not be accomplished i n the 
immediate future. Progress has to come i n concrete and limited f i e l d s establishing 
s p e c i f i c ceilings-and constraints v/ith respect to p a r t i c u l a r v/eapons or m i l i t a r y 
a c t i v i t i e s . In actual fact the accomplishments during the l a s t tv/o decades have not 
been unimpressive, v/hen compared for example to what v/as done during the between-the-
'•Х\гаг years-.-' "I make this point not because progress has been satisfactory. Par from i t , ' 
But i t i s important to maintain public c r e d i b i l i t y — b e l i e f i n the proposition that 
disarmam.ent and arms control constitute r e a l i s t i c and p r a c t i c a l objectives, and hot 
just r h e t o r i c a l reference points i n diplomatic discourse. 

Iv'hile we must focus negotiating efforts inside and outside this Committee-on 
s p e c i f i c -and-limited issues, i t i s at the same tim.e important to create a framev/ork 
f o r a;s ses sing p r i o r i t i e s , linkages and progression. This i s im.portant f rom-the ptoiht 
of view of preserving coherence for the t o t a l negotiating e f f o r t . Even more important 
i s the p o l i t i c a l task of preserving and projecting a v i s i o n of the ultimate goal and 
the roads to be travelled to reach i t , and obtaining commitments on behalf of the 
major Powers to pursue the goals and travel the roads. 

The arms race i n i t s many aspects and dimensions amounts to an enormous 
misallocation of resources i n a world replete with poverty and inequity. I t contains 
dangers also of miscalculation,' accelerated competition and accident. Me must 
introduce greater certainty and p r e d i c t a b i l i t y into a'dangerously competitive s i t u a t i o n . 
This v / i l l necessitate greater openness with respect to m i l i t a r y programmes and 
-budgetary allocations. Secrecy has become to a large extent ah anachronism, i n the 
era of s a t e l l i t e photography and observation. But satellites-'can only register the 
results of budgetary decisions made several years ago. Budgetary secrecy i s dangerous 
because i t breeds uncertainty, stim.ulates anticipatory reactions and reduces 
p r e d i c t a b i l i t y . 

A compreherisive prograimne of disarmament must include confidence-building 
measures, commitments to s p e c i f i c reductions and abstention from s p e c i f i c a c t i v i t i e s , 
agreed procedures of implementation, v e r i f i c a t i o n and. appropriate security 
arrangements 

The threat from nuclear weapons constitutes the prim.ary challenge. I t has to 
receive p r i o r i t y attention i n negotia.tions on arms control and disarmament. 

Let me offer a fev/ remarks on some of the elements of the comprehensive programme 
to which my Government attaches pa r t i c u l a r importance. 

The nuclear-weapon States carry not only the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y but a true obligation 
to reduce the role of nuclear v/eapons i n t h e i r strategies and arsenals. The time has 
come to break the s p i r a l of upv/ard tr.end.s and re-restablish confidence i n the w i l l and 
a b i l i t y of man to breaJî the nuclear bondage. 
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Experience suggests that the c o n v e r t i b i l i t y of nuclear-weapon power into 
p o l i t i c a l l y useful currency i s very limited indeed. The nuclear-weapon States must 
r e f r a i n from attempting to increase t h e i r c o n v e r t i b i l i t y an.d from incorporating • 
nuclear threats into t h e i r diplomatic conduct. Experience suggests, furthermore, 
that any- advantage which may be attained i n the nuclear weapons competition i s at 
best of incremental u t i l i t y and always short-lived. I t i s incumbent upon the nuclear-
weapon States to arrive at agreements and arrangements between them.v/hich can dampen 
the incentives and propensities to s t r i v e for u n i l a t e r a l advantage. 

. Disarmament e f f o r t s , i n m.y view, should be undertaken also with the aim-of 
contributing to the establishment of the nev; international economic order through the 
reallocation- of scarce human and material resources from m i l i t a r y purposes to s o c i a l 
and economic development, particviLarly for the benefit of the developing nations. -

A complete test ban i n my view i s a cardinal measure for h a l t i n g the nuclear 
arms race. A comprehensive test-ban agreement would constitute a non-discriminatory 
instrument of essential - relevance to the promotion of non-proliferation. By 
concluding such a treaty, the nuclear-weapon States would take a. s i g n i f i c a n t step i n 
the d i r e c t i o n of meeting t h e i r obligations -under a r t i c l e VI of the.non-proliferation 
Treaty. . ', • 

Progress towards a CTB agreement has been a l l too slow, but .1 v;ant to j o i n those 
who welcome the jo i n t progress report which was submitted i n Geneva on 30 July I98O 
by the participants i n the t r i p a r t i t e negotiations. 

That report, of course, i s no substitute f o r an agreement. Testing continues; 
during the 1970s, more than 4OO nuclear explosions were reported. 

The technical issues are complex, especiallj'" those v/hich relate to v e r i f i c a t i o n . 
However, the benefits of an agreement and the r i s k s involved i n .violating such an 
agreement should i n my viev/ nov/ outv/eigh the technical obstacles to an agreem.ent. 

An adequate v e r i f i c a t i o n system i s a necessary component i n a t o t a l .test-ban 
regime, both i n order to ensure compliance and to build confidence. I t i s precisely 
i n that area, concerning -fche question of an adequate v e r i f i c a t i o n system, that my 
country i s making i t s contribution through the expertise and instrumentation provided 
by the Norwegian seismic array (NORSAR). 

A major part of such a. v e r i f i c a t i o n system w i l l be an. effective international 
exchange of seismic data. In recent years most important progress has been ma.de 
towards the establishment of a system for inteme..tional seismic data exchange by the 
Ad. Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts to Consider International Co-opera-tive Measures to 
Detect and Identify Seismic ..Events. This Group, was origi'nally established by the 
Conference of the Committee on Disarmament i n July 1976 following a Swedish i n i t i a t i v e , 
and l a t e r maintained by the Committee on Disarmament. Non/egian s c i e n t i s t s have 
participated a c t i v e l y i n the v/ork of the Ad Hoc Group v;hich, i n i t s .reports CCD/55S 
and CD/43, recommended the estallishment of a global seismological system in.ord.er 
to f a c i l i t a t e v e r i f i c a t i o n of a CTB. As t h e • s c i e n t i f i с secreta.ry of the Ad Hoc Group, 
a Norv/egian s c i e n t i s t has been responsible for co-ordinating the technical a c t i v i t i e s 
of the Group, i-mother Norwegian expert i s currently heading one of five study groups 
set up by the Ad Hoc Group v/ith special r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r co-ordination of the 
groups' efforts to achieve a f l e x i b l e and e f f i c i e n t international exchange of seismic 
waveform data. 
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The seismologioal observatory HORSAH, which comprises more than 50 seismometers 
distributed over the south-eastern part of Norway, has for more than 10 years been,, 
recording signals from, earthquakes and underground nuclear explosions. Experts from 
many countries have participated i n the research a c t i v i t i e s at NORSAR. These have 
resulted i n improved methods for distinguishing the signals of explosions from those 
of earthquakes. This work has contributed to the technical f e a s i b i l i t y of v e r i f y i n g a 
com.prehensive test-ban agreement. In my view Norway i s i n a position to malee 
si g n i f i c a n t contributions to the control system associated with such a treaty, by 
making N0R3i\R data available f o r a global- seismologioal system, and by as s i s t i n g i n the 
s c i e n t i f i c évaluation of the recorded data i n order to v e r i f y adherence to the treaty. 

In his address to the United Nations General Assembly's f i r s t special session on 
disarmament i n 19-78, the Norvregian Foreign Minister stated Norv/ay's willingness to 
make NORSAR available as one of the stations i n a global seismic v e r i f i c a t i o n system 
to monitor adherence to a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban agreement. NORSAR's 
detection capability for several important areas o f the world i s superior to that of 
any other of the seismic stations l i s t e d i n dooument CCD/558. 

During the past 10 years, Norwegian s c i e n t i s t s have conducted, extensive studies 
and completed large-scale research projects relevant to the, problem of the detection, 
location and i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of undergromid nuclear explosions. Results from the most 
recent research have been presented to the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts on 
Seismic Events for inclusion i n the Group's report. 

Under the Ad Hoc Group's current mandate the following technical contributions 
have been presented by Norv/egian experts; 

(1) Magnitude estimates of earthqualces and. und.ergro-und explosions. This study 
was -undertaken to obtain improved magnitude estimates at stations close to 
a given seismic event. It i s recommended, that the currently used magnitude-
correction fa,ctors should be revised i n order to obtain tmiform determination 
of magnitude for earthquaices and explosions. 

(2) I d e n t i f i c a t i o n of seismic phases from regional events. This study i s based 
on data from, an experimental small array which has been i n operation at 
NORSAR since 1979- I t i s shown that seismdc phases can be i d e n t i f i e d with 
high r e l i a b i l i t y from such an array, by use of specialljr developed signal 
processing techniques. 

(3) Location procedures for regional seismic evrents. This study describes a 
location proced-ure for a sm.all array that can provide location estimates 
for regional seismic events -with an error of less than 3О 1-an. Such location 
data, although preliminary i n character, would be most useful for event 
d e f i n i t i o n when reported to the international data centres of a global 
s-urveillance network. 

(4) Options f o r high-speed excha.nge of seismic waveform data. This study aims 
at evaluating the p o s s i b i l i t i e s of using modern data communication technology 
to achieve -fast and r e l i a b l e exchange of seismic waveform data i n d i g i t a l 
form. The study recomn-iends that p r a c t i c a l experiments be carried out i n this 
connection. Norway i s wdlling to co-ordinate such experiments. 

I understand that i n i t s efforts to design a global surveillance system most of 
the work of the Ad Hoc Group bas been based on currently available -fcecbnology. In 
the coming years MQ hope to participa-ko acti-zoly i n upgrading o-uch c. globc-il system to 
incl-ude the most adva-aced communications and computer systems available. 
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Let me reiterate that we w i l l m.alve every e f f o r t , p o l i t i c a l l y as well as through 
our technical expertise and instrum.ents, to f a c i l i t a t e agreement on an international 
v e r i f i c a t i o n system for a treaty banning a l l nuclear tests. 

Let me turn to a few other measures r e l a t i n g to the challenge from nuclear 
v/eapons. 

Top p r i o r i t y must be given to preventing the further p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear 
weapons. If we do not succeed i n dissuading the emergence of new nuclear-weapon 
States, we may face the r i s k of nuclear anarchy. I t i s fundamentally i n the interest 
of a l l States to prevent a further spread of nuclear weapons. But a l l States face 
security problems. In order to r e f r a i n from exercising the nuclear option they have 
to.be given reasonable assurances that States which figure i n t h e i r security calculus 
w i l l exhibit s i m i l a r r e s t r a i n t . The NPT contributes to such reassurance, as would 
nuclear-weapon-free zones i n the proper circumstances and. configurations.. But 
perceptions of the u t i l i t y of a nuclear option will be influenced very l a r g e l y by 
the p o l i c i e s p-ursued by the nuclear-weapon States and the role which nuclear weapons 
play i n t h e i r conduct and postures. 

Linlcages at this l e v e l were c l e a r l y demonstrated when the second Review Conference 
of the Parties to the non-proliferation. Treaty ended i n Geneva l a s t September without 
reaching agreement on a f i n a l declaration. Norv/ay regrets this f a i l u r e , especially 
since i n fact general agreement v/as attained i n many s i g n i f i c a n t areas of concern. 

The Conference, hov/ever, did accomplish what i t set out to do, namely, review 
the operation of the Treaty during the l a s t f i v e years. V i r t u a l l y every delegation 
maintained that this important armó control Treaty, designed to prevent the further 
spread of nuclear v/eapons, represents a unique accomplishment i n the arms control 
f i e l d , and that i t continues to serve the security interests of every party to the 
Treaty. 

The basic disagreements during the Eeview Conference related to the a b i l i t y and 
determination of ohe nuclear-v/eapon States to reduce the role of nuclear weapons i n 
the process of international relations by negotiating real reductions i n t h e i r 
arsenals. A large number of States f e l t that the nuclear-v/eapon States had. not 
f u l f i l l e d t h e i r obligations under the non-proliferation Treaty to pursue negotiations 
aimed at miclear reductions with s u f f i c i e n t determination and vigour. 

In t h i s connection I v/ant to emphasize the importance of a vigorous continuation 
of the SALT process aiming at agreements which v / i l l r esult i n substantial reduction 
i n the arsenals and deployments of strategic nuclear arms. The grovaid has been 
prepared for such brealcthroughs and the two major nuclear-we apon Pcv/erc new have the 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r reaching beyond the incremental approaches of the past. Norv/ay 
attaches p a r t i c u l a r importance to a rapid and determined reopening of the negotiations 
with the aim of averting a nev/ arms race on the continent of Europe v/ith competitive 
deployments of theatre nuclear forces. An increased nuclear emphasis i n the 
management of the security order i n Europe i s i n my viev/ largely incompatible with the 
consolidation.of a non-proliferation regime i n the global context. 

My Government would l i k e also to see the production of fissionable materials 
for vreapons purposes halted altogether. 

http://to.be
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A ban on the production of fissionable material for weapons purposes would place 
nuclear-weapon States on a more equal ba.sis with non-nuclear-weapon States than has 
been the case t i l l now. The nuclear-weapon States would then have to accept much -, 
the same IAEA safegua.rds as are required of non-nuclear-weapon States, thereby 
eliminating one element of apparent discrimination between the two categories of 
States. 

The question of assuring the security of the non-nuclear-weapon States has so 
far not received a satisfactory solution. Horiray accepts the arguments of those 
States which hold that Security Council resolution 255 of 19 June I968 does not 
provide s u f f i c i e n t guarantees to non-aligned States'. 

Those States that are not parties to alliance security systems involving nuclear 
security guarantees and which have been asked to renounce t h e i r option to acquire 
nuclear weapons have a legitimate claim to guarantees against being attaclied. or 
tlireatened by attack with nuclear weapons. 

Therefore the nuclear-weapon States bear a special r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r finding a 
solution to this problem, which indeed i s of c r u c i a l significance to the entire non-
p r o l i f e r a t i o n regime. The recipients of assurances on t h e i r part should be prepared 
to consider constructively alternative options for promoting an internationally 
acceptable non-nuclear-weapons regime. 

Norway considers that on the subject of negative security assurances some 
sig n i f i c a n t progress has been achieved by the declarations on the' subject by the 
nuclear-vreapon States at the United Nations General Assembly's f i r s t special session 
on disarmament held i n 1978. They could be further strengthened and formalized. 

Let me turn now to the problem of a chemical weapons convention. Progress i s 
urgently needed i n this matter. The potential for ohemrcal vrarfare i s spreading. \ie 
have seen reports that such weapons may have been used i n recent c o n f l i c t s . I t i s 
important to build obstacles against, a broader acceptability,of the use of such 
weapons. The most useful instrument i n this connection vreuld be a chemical vreapons 
convention. The reports tabled by the United States and the Soviet Union on t h e i r 
b i l a t e r a l negotiations i n 1979 and I98O (documents CD/48 and CD/112) provide a 
constructive basis for further e f f o r t s . 

Inspiration may be dravm from l a s t year's Review Conference of the Parties to the 
Convention banning the development, manufacture and storage of bacteriological 
(biological) weapons and t h e i r destruction. This Conference vras chaired by'Noníay. 
In my view i t i s encouraging to note that by the time of the Review Conference, 
81 States had r a t i f i e d the Convention, six new States had acceded to i t and 37 other 
States had signed the Convention but s t i l l not completed the process of r a t i f i c a t i o n . 
In the f i n a l consensus declaration, the States Parties to the Convention reaffirmed 
t h e i r strong determination to exclude completely the use of bacteriological 
(biological) agents and toxins as weapons. 

A sim i l a r convention concerning chemical vreapons i s of very high urgency at the 
present time. Hopefully, the Ad Hoc Working Group set up on that subject by the. 
Comjnittee on Disarmament w i l l be.able to present positive results to that end i n the 
near future. My Government i s in'strong support of such endeavours, and hopes to 
contribute constructively to the work of the Ad Hoc V/orking Group. 
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¥e recognize the paramount importance of the issue of v e r i f i c a t i o n . In spite 
of the technical complexities, the' task must be one of designing around the obstacles, 
and also of defining the commitments i n ways which are compalible with technical 
solutions to the problem of v e r i f i c a t i o n of compliance. P o l i t i c a l w i l l i s needed 
i n order to establish the proper designs. I t i s necessary also i n order to produce 
a balanced assessment of the ri s k s of cheating, with the dangers of an uncontrolled 
s i t u a t i o n f o r the futiire of international r e l a t i o n s . 

The f i r s t objective must be the prohibition of the development, production and 
s t o c k p i l i n g of chemical v/eapons and the destruction of e x i s t i n g stocks. We do 
recognize, however, that an effective a b o l i t i o n of chemical v/eapons and chemical 
v/arfare v / i l l require i n addition the prohibition of a c t i v i t i e s , f a c i l i t i e s , 
organization and planning intended f o r the use of chemical v/eapons. A convention 
must'take this m.atter into account. We are i n c l i n e d , therefore, to favour a 
comprehensive approach. 

In this connection we consider the definitions of "chemical warfare capa b i l i t y " 
as presented by Sv/eden and outlined i n documents CD/97 and CD/142 a useful 
conceptualization of the issues. 

A comprehensive solution i s important and urgent. Binary components may be more 
generally available i n future, thus d r a s t i c a l l y reducing the lead-times involved 
i n the acquisition of chemical v/arfare agents. The concept does, however, raise 
some problems of d e f i n i t i o n regarding "preparation f o r warfare" on the one hand and 
"protection against such warfare" on the other. 

• Let me mention that i n A p r i l I98O i t was announced that Norway v / i l l not allov/ 
the stationing or storage of chemical v/eapons on i t s t e r r i t o r y . This policy 
p a r a l l e l s Norway's poli c y banning the stationing and storage of nuclear weapons on 
i t s t e r r i t o r y . 

We are nov/ approaching the General Assembly's second special session on 
disarmament. The outcome of the next ser sion w i l l i n great measure depend on the 
extent to v/hich by that time effective steps have been taken to implement•the 
Programme of Action adopted at the f i r s t special session. 

An important factor i n t h i s connection i s the comprehensive programme of 
disarmament which i s the subject matter of one of the four v/orking groups of t h i s 
committee. We are confident that i n this ai-ea as v/ell as i n other areas of relevance 
for the success of the next special session this Committee w i l l talce those i n i t i a t i v e s 
vrhich are most urgent v/ith respect to the follovr-up of the Progranmie of Action. 

In addition to the great number of highly important matters which need to be 
dealt with at the second, special session, my Government vrishes a.ttention to be paid 
to a proposal vrhich we put forward at the f i r s t special session and which vras-in part 
reflected i n the P i n a l Document (paragraph 125 (q)). This concerns the proposal that 
countries adopt procedures for assessing the impact of major v/eapons procurements 
ano m i l i t a r y programmes on arms control-and disarmament. The idea of r e s t r i c t i n g 
the arms race i n i t s genesis v/as reflected to some-extent i n the Pinal Document of ' 
the i i r s t special session by a recommendation that States assess the possible 
implications of t h e i r m i l i t a r y research and development for e x i s t i n g agreements. 
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Norway has drawn attention to a general management problem and does not want 
to suggest the im.position of p a r t i c u l a r solutions. The approach m.ust be the f l e x i b l e 
one of aligning commitments with the decision procedures of the States involved.. The 
goal of building arms control considerations and t h e i r e x p l i c i t evaluation into 
national decisions on arms procurement i s , we believe, an im.portant one. Conversely, 
arms control and disarmament proposals should be assessed through a s i m i l a r process 
i n order to provide the basis for a coherent over-all policy on national security. 

Indeed, the perspective should be broadened besrond that perspective as well. No 
State can assess such matters only i n terms of national interest. ¥e have to develop 
a concept of and commitment to international security. In this context my Government 
considers the work of the Committee on Disarmament of paramoxmt importance. 

P i n a l l y , I'ir. Chairman, i n extending my thanks to you f o r granting me this 
opportunity to address the Committee, I want to offer my best wishes for a successful 
outcome of the deliberations i n the Committee on Disarmament i n the months to come. 

The CHAIEI-'IAN; I thank the representative of Norway, Mr. Hoist, Under-Secretary of 
State for Foreign A f f a i r s , f o r his statement and the kind words addressed to the 
Chair. I am convinced that the members of the Committee on Disarmament have liste n e d 
with great interest to the explanations of his country's position on certain 
disarmament items which are now being considered by this body. 

Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) (translated from Russian); 
Comrade Chairman, I have a question to ask. A week ago — l a s t Tuesday, that i s — 
we handed the Secretariat a document with the request that i t should be circulated.. 
I should l i k e to lonow why the process of c i r c u l a t i n g documents takes so long. 
Furthermore, l a s t Thursday — f i v e days ago — a document was submitted on behalf of 
a group of s o c i a l i s t countries which we unfortunately have not received. In the two 
cases, both Russian and English texts of the documents vrere handed to the Secretariat. 

The CHAIRI-'IAN; I have taken note of the request of Ambassador Issraelyan and v r i l l 
check this with the Secretariat. I w i l l do my best ensure the c i r c u l a t i o n of these 
documents as soon as possible. 

The next plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament w i l l be held on 
Thvirsday, 12 March 1981, at 10.30 a.m. The meeting stands adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 1 p.m. 
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