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The СНАНа-'ШТ! The Conni+teo s t a r t s today i t s f u r t h e r c o n s i d e r a t i o n o f agenda 
i tems and ou t s t and inc quest ions r e l a t i n g to the o r g a n i s a t i o n o f work. As u s u a l , 
i n conformity v/ith r u l e 30 o f tho r u l o s o f procedure , monhers are a t l i b e r t y to mal<e 
statements on any o ther sub jec t r e l e van t to tho work o f the C c n n i t t e e . 
D i s t i n g u i s h e d co l l eagues , before proceed ing , nay I , nn beha l f o f tho Indones ian 
d e l e g a t i o n , express our most s ince r e a p p r e c i a t i o n to the outgo ing Chairman, 
Ambassador Venkatesv/aran o f I n d i a , ^^rho has p r es ided over the proceedings o f the 
Committee d u r i n g the month o f J u l y v ; i th great s k i l l and e f f i c i e n c y . Wi th a 
combinat ion o f f i m n e s s and f l e x i b i l i t y he has succeeded i n h i s i n i m i t a b l e v;ay i n 
c r e a t i n g an atmosphere which has helped the Committee to make f u r t h e r progress i n 
i t s work. I hope tha t I can count upon h i s counse l i n the days a.head. 

S p e c i a l t r i b u t e i s a l s o due to the Chairmen o f the four ad hoc work ing groups . 
Ambassador G a r c i a Robles i j i t h h i s vas t exper ience and d i p l o m a t i c s k i l l has enabled 
the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme oii Disarrnament to nalce 
progress i n e l a b o r a t i n g the va r i ous stages o f the prcgramm.e. Ambassador Komives 
o f Hungary, i n h i s c a p a c i t y as Chairman o f the Ad Hoc Working Group ^n R a d i o l o g i c a l 
Weapons, i s l e a d i n g the Working Group w i t h great e f f i c i e n c y i n f o v u l a t i n g the t e x t 
o f a d r a f t convent i on . The Ad Hoc Vforking Group on Chemical Weapons i s m a n i f e s t l y 
malcing progress londer the s k i l f u l l e a d e r s h i p o f A.mbassador L idgard o f Svreden. I t i s 
to be hoped tha t i n due t imo the Committee can agree on a..new mandate f o r thivS . 
Working Group which talœs i n t o account the progress it...has made. Tho Ad Hoc..Working 
Group on S e c u r i t y Assurances I s work ing hard under i t s ded icated Chairman, 
M i n i s t e r C i a r r a p i c o o f I t a l y , to a r r i v e a t agreed f o rmula t i ons on the va r i ous 
a l t e r n a t i v e s o f sy.ch s e c u r i t y guarantees . 

D i s t i n g u i s h e d co l l e agues , i t i s indeed a great honour to p r e s i d e over the work 
o f t h i s important Committee, c o n s t i t u t e d to be the s i n g l e m u l t i l a , t e r a l disarmament 
n e g o t i a t i n g forum f o r arms c o n t r o l г-nd disarmam.ont agreements, v;hich w i l l enable 
the vrorld to achieve the u l t i m a t e ob j e c t i v e o f genera l and complete disarmament 
under e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l c o n t r o l . We are a l l aware t h a t , i n pu rsu ing t h i s 
o b j e c t i v e , v/e have to pass through a long a.nd d i f f i c u l t r o a d . There are d i f f e r e n t 
n a t i o n a l i n t e r e s t s and d i f f e r e n t s e c u r i t y concerns, Gometiv.:e3 c o n f l i c t i n g , i nvo l v ed 
i n d e a l i n g w i t h disarmament ma t t e r s . Wc should persevero i n t r y i n g to narrow down 
those d i f f e r e n c e s and r e c o n c i l e the c o n f l i c t i n g s t andpo in t s , so tha t convergent 
views may f i n a l l y emerge a„s to how to ensuro the s u r v i v a l o f mcinlcind . 

August i s the l a s t month o f t h i s y e a r ' s s e s s i o n i n which the Comjiittee w i l l 
have to produce a r epo r t on i t s a c t i v i t i e s to be conve;red to the coming t h i r t y - s i x t h 
s e s s i o n o f the Genera l Assembly. Th i s time the r epo r t w i l l bo o f s p e c i a l importance 
i n v iew o f the f a c t tha t the second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n o f the Genera l Assembly cr. 
Disarmament i s to be convened i n the s p r i n g o f next y e a r . The t h i r t y - s i x t h s e s s i o n 
o f the Genera l Assembly, and c e r t a i n l y the second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n , w i l l eva luate the 
Committee 's perform.ance and e f f e c t i v eness d u r i r c the t ' l ree years o f i t s e x i s t enc e , 
s ince i t s r e s t r u c t t i r i n g i n 1978. The Genera l Assem.bly at i t s f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i o n 
e s t ab l i shed the Committee 's terms o f r e f e rence and p r i o r i t i e s . I t w i l l be aga ins t 
those terms o f re fe rence and p r i o r i t i e s , and aga ins t the p r o v i s i o n s o f the r e l e van t 
r e s o l u t i o n s o f the t h i r t y - f o u r t h and t h i r t y - f i f t h sess ions o f tho Genera l Assembly, 
and e s p e c i a l l y r e s o l u t i o n 35/46 d e c l a r i n g the 1980s as the Second Disarmament Decade, 
that o-cx performance w i l l bo evaluated and judged. I n •^rdcr tha t the Genera l Assembly, 
and the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community a t l a r g e , can be c o r r e c t l y informed o f the work o f 
t h i s Committee, the r e p o r t should r e f l e c t as t r u l y as p o s s i b l e the r e a l s i t u a t i o n , 
the progress we are malcing and the d i f f i c u l t i e s we are s t i l l f a c i n g i n our n e g o t i a t i o n s . 
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(The Chairaan) 

Dur ing the past three years d e l e g a t i o n a f t e r d e l e g a t i o n has expressed i t s 
d i sappo in tnent a t the neagre r e s u l t s which have Ъееп achieved by the Cont i i t t e e . 
Three years a r e , r e l a t i v e l y , not very l o n g , but we m s t not fo rge t tha t be fore us 
the EKDC and the Conference o f the Comaittee on Disarnanent (CGD) had been 
occupying themselves w i t h d isarnanent a l r eady s ince 1^62.' I t i s there fo re f o r 
n e a r l y twenty years tha t the i s s u e o f d i sarnanent has been d i scussed and nego t i a t ed 
wi thout too nuch p rog r ess . 

On txTO i t o n s , considered o f the h i ghes t p r i o r i t y by the Genera l Assembly at i t s 
f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i o n on d i sarnanent and i n o ther r e l e v a n t r e s o l u t i o n s , nane l y , the 
conprehensive nuc l ea r t e s t ban and the c e s s a t i o n o f the nuc l ea r arms race and 
nuc l ea r disEirnanent, the Connittee- has not been able to agree even to forni ad hoc 
working groups to s t a r t m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s . I t i s not ny i n t e n t i o n a t t h i s 
time to put the blame on anyone i n p a r t i c u l a r . I t V i i l l not be an easy task to g i ve 
an acceptable e xp l ana t i on to j u s t i f y the Committee's i n a b i l i t y to s t a r t d e a l i n g 
e f f e c t i v e l y w i t h these i s sues to which the i n t e r n a t i o n a l connuni ty at taches the 
g rea tes t importance and the h i ghes t p r i o r i t y . 

When we spealc about disarmament, e s p e c i a l l y nuc l ea r d i sa rnanent , i t i s obvious, 
tha t we do not address ourse l ves to c oun t r i e s l i k e I ndones i a . Wlien we speak about 
disarmament, i t i s the nuclear-weapon Powers and the m i l i t a r i l y s i g n i f i c a n t S ta tes 
tha t we have i n mind. . Everybody, i n c l u d i n g the nuclear-vreapon Powers, speaks o f the 
need f o r disarmament, but apparen t l y the c u l t u r a l and moral mo t i va t i ons are not ye t 
s t rong enough to overcome n u t u a l d i s t r u s t and produce the necessary p o l i t i c a l w i l l , 
and above a l l the read iness to t r a n s l a t e tha t w i l l , i f i t i s the r e , i n t o concrete 
d i sámame nt measures. 

The few weeks which remain o f t h i s y e a r ' s s e s s i o n w i l l n a i n l y be needed by the 
Committee to produce i t s r e p o r t . I hope tha t the four ad hoc working groups w i l l 
wind up t h e i r subs tan t i v e worlc as soon as p o s s i b l e and s t a r t f i n a l i z i n g t h e i r 
r epor t s so tha t the Conni t t ee can f i n i s h w i t h i t s r epo r t i n t i n e f o r t h i s s e s s i o n 
to be c losed on 21 August as has been agreed. 

D i s t i n g u i s h e d co l l eagues , s ince f o r a l l p r a c t i c a l purposes I am. a newcomer to 
the a c t u a l work o f the Committee, I an bound to make mistakes v l t h regard to 
procedure, as w e l l as substance . I w i l l r e l y very much upon the indulgence , the 
co -ope ra t i on and the counse l o f a l l ny co l l eagues , and e s p e c i a l l y o f the Committee 's 
Sec re ta ry , my o ld f r i e n d Ambassador J a i p a l , to keep ne on the r i g h t t r a c k . 

Mr . HEEDER (German Denocra t i c R e p u b l i c ) : Mr Chairman, l e t me f i r s t o f a l l 
express the s a t i s f a c t i o n o f the d e l e g a t i o n o f the Geman Denocra t i c Repub l i c on 
see ing you p res ide over the Conni t tee on Disarmament i n the month o f August . We 
a l l h i g h l y apprec ia t e your wel l -known d i p l o m a t i c exper ience and-are conf ident tha t 
under your wise guidance the Commattoo w i l l s t i c c e s s f u l l y accompl ish i t s work dtiring,.. 
the l a s t month o f t h i s y e a r ' s s e s s i o n . May I w i sh you success i n your d i f f i c u l t and 
r e spons i b l e taák. Th i s i s a l s o an occas i on to thanli yoxa: predecessor , -.-
Aubassador Venkatoswaro.n (,î I n d i a , f o r the e x c e l l e n t and e l ' quo i i t way in-vrhich he 
steered the 'work, o f the G - n u i t t c o c t o l n g tho .n:.nth o f J u l y . 



(Иг. lîerder, Germán Denocra t i c Repub l i c ) 

I t i s ny i n t e n t i o n t o - d w e l l today upon the ques t i on of e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
arrangements to ensure non-nuclear-wea.pon Sta tes aga ins t the use or th r ea t of use o f 
nuc l ea r v/eapons. As i s w e l l knovm, n y country a t taches great importance to e f f o r t s 
aimed at s t r eng then ing the s e c u r i t y o f S ta tes by глеапз o f s p e c i a l p o l i t i c a l and 
l e g a l l y b i n d i n g i n t e r n a t i o n a l i n s t rumen t s . The r^ain aim. i n t h i s regard i s to 
exclude once and f o r a l l tho p o s s i b i l i t y o f a nuc l ea r h o l o c a u s t . Guided by t h i s , 
my d e l e g a t i o n as w e l l as the overwhelming m a j o r i t y o f CD uember c o u n t r i e s , have 
u r g e n t l y demanded the beg inn ing o f nego t i a t i ons w i t h a view to ending the nucleaj? 
arms ' race and a ch i e v ing nuc l ea r disarm.anent. 

A l though i t vras not p o s s i b l e at t h i s s e s s i o n o f the Conni t tee on D isarnanent 
even to e s t a b l i s h an ad hoc working group to i n i t i a t e the r e l e v a n t n e g o t i a t i o n s , 
ny d e l e g a t i o n in tends to proceed w i t h i t s e f f o r t s ' aimed at t h i s g o a l . We hope t h a t ' 
next y e a r ' s s e s s i o n o f the Comm-ittee and the ' f o r thcon . ing second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n o f • 
the Genera l Assembly devoted to disam.ancnt w i l l g ive a new impetus tov/axds s t a r t i n g 
such m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

Pending nuc l ea r disarmament, appropr ia t e i n t e r n a t i o n a l measures should be taken 
to s t reng then the s e c u r i t y o f non-nuclear-weapon S t a t e s . Th i s i s why my d e l e g a t i o n 
h i g h l y apprec ia t es the e f f o r t s o f the Ad Hoc Working Group on S e c u r i t y Assurances 
and o f i t s able Ghain'-ian, M i n i s t e r C i a r r a p i c o o f I t a l y , to e labora te an appropr i a t e 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l i ns t rument . The vrork o f t h i s Group deserves our s p e c i a l a p p r e c i a t i o n 
s ince i t i s c l o s e l y connected w i t h d i f f i c u l t a,nd complex p o l i t i c a l , s t r a t e g i c and 
l e g a l q u e s t i o n s . 

Hav ing t h i s i n mind, vre apprec ia t e that w i t h i n the Group the i d e a o f e l a b o r a t i n g 
an i n t e r n a t i o n a l convent ion to assuxe non-nuclear-weapon Sta tes aga ins t the use or 
th r ea t o f use o f nuc l ea r weapons i s g a i n i n g moro and йоте suppor t . Such a step 
would a l so correspond to Genera l Assembly r e s o l u t i o n s 55/154 and.35/155• 

I n the course o f the I98I s e s s i o n the Working Group has done a, great dea l to 
exp lore ways and means o f r each ing agreement on a common formula acceptab le to a l l 
which could be i n c l u d e d i n an a.ppropria.te i n t e r n a t i o n a l i ns t rument . Many va luab l e 
p roposa l s have been submitted i n the Group. I n t h i s connect ion we h i g h l y es t imate 
the e f f o r t s o f the delega-tions o f B u l g a r i a , the Nether lands a n d . P a k i s t a n , 

•As f a r as ny d e l e g a t i o n i s concerned we would favour a connon f o r n u l a p r o v i d i n g 
f o r the ex t ens i on o f s e c u r i t y guarantees to э,11 S ta tes which renounce the p r o d u c t i o n 
anà. a c q u i s i t i o n o f nuc l ea r weapons and which have no nuc l ea r wea,pons on t h e i r 
t e r r i t o r i e s o r under t h e i r j u r i s d i c t i o n o r c o n t r o l , r e ga rd l e ss o f vrhether they are 
nenbers' o f m- i l i t a r y a l l i a n c e s or no t . Thus, our approach i s based on two b a s i c 
e l e n e n t s : , 

(1) The n u c l ear-weapon-free s t a tus o f c oun t r i e s which should r e c e i v e the 
s e c u r i t y assuranees,and 

.(2) • The. non-use commitment o f nuclear-weapon S t a t e s . 

I n t h i s way, the overwhelming n a j o r i t y o f S ta t es would r e c e i v e s e c u r i t y 
assurances aga ins t the use o f nuclea,r vieapcns. We share the o p i n i o n expressed on 
16 A p r i l I98I by Anbassador L idgard of Sweden tha t ' V i t h o u t any except ions a l l 
non-nuclear-weapon S t a t e s , w h i c h are l e g a l l y comm.itted to t h e i r nuclear-weapon- free 
s ta tus are e n t i t l e d to unambiguous assurances tha t nuc l ea r weapons w i l l not be used 
aga ins t them" (CD/PV . 125). I t h i n k the Swedish non-nuclear-weapon r e co rd i s w e l l -
known to a l l o f u s . 
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(Mr. Herder , Geman Denocra t i c Repub l i c ) 

I n our approach to the e l a b o r a t i o n of a connon f o r n u l a we a t t a ch great inpor tance 
to the n o n - s t a t i o n i n g connitrient ' . ' Here'we" proceed ' f rom the f a c t "that " t h e ' s t a t i o n i n g 
o f nuc l ear weapons on the t e r r i t o r y o f non-nuclear-weapon Sta tes .wou ld "not on l y e s ca l a t e 
the nuc l ea r :artis race but vrould a l so i n c lude the danger o f a nuc l ea r a t t a ck be ing 
launched from the t e r r i t o r y o f coun t r i e s where nuc l ea r vreapons are s t a t i o n e d . ...Thus, the 
n o n - s t a t i o n i n g formula could by no means be regarded as a c o n d i t i o n , but r a t h e r as a 
b a s i c element o f a "corjmon approach" to s e c u r i t y assurances . I t seems to be qu i t e 
obvious tha t a Sta te hav ing f o r e i g n nuclear* weapons on i t s t e r r i t o r y could become the 
source o f a nuc l ea r t h r e a t . Could such a Sta te r e a l l y expect to r e ce i v e s e c u r i t y 
assurances? 

•We cannot agree to the argument tha t i n the case o f the s t a t i o n i n g o f f o r e i g n 
nuc l ea r v/eapons on i t s t e r r i t o r y , the country concerned v.̂ as pressured to accept these 
weapons and has no c o n t r o l over them. On the con t ra ry , i t i s the sovere ign d e c i s i o n 
o f the country concerned to accept nuc l ea r weapons on i t s t e r r i t o r y oi- n o t . Who e l s e , 
i f not i t s a u t h o r i t i e s , i s . i n a p o s i t i o n to decide on the use o f i t ' s t e r r i t o r y ? -
Moreover, there are r e l e van t examples, such as i n the Western neighbourhood o f .my 
country , where a Sta te not on l y accepted the s t a t i o n i n g o f thousands o f nuc l e a r weapons 
on i t s t e r r i t o r y , but a l so talces pa r t i n d e c i s i o n s on t h e i r use . 

L ikew ise we f i n d i t d i f f i c u l t to agree to the argnament that a n o n - s t a t i o n i n g 
commitment could not be v e r i f i e d . Such an approach vrould put i n t o doubt a l l e f f o r t s to 
create nuclear-weapon-free zones, s ince a b a s i c element o f such zones i s the o b l i g a t i o n 
not to a l l o w the s t a t i o n i n g o f nuc l ea r weapons on the t e r r i t o r i e s o f the S ta t es concerned 

Thus, my de l e ga t i on b e l i e v e s tha t the n o n - s t a t i o n i n g ques t i on i s by no means j u s t 
a t h e o r e t i c a l one. Th i s beco.mes qu i t e c l e a r when we look at the i n t e r n a t i o n a l p o l i t i c a l 
environment. I b e l i e v e tha t nobody here i n t h i s room can r e a l l y deny the negat ive impaci 
which the s t a t i o n i n g o f nuc l ea r weapons on a d d i t i o n a l t e r r i t o r i e s w i l l have on the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n , not to spealc about disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s . I t i s w e l l known 
tha t there are p lans to deploy new nuc l ea r m i s s i l e s i n some West European coun t r i e s and 
a lso i n South Korea . 

I n th is - -case , too , we observe an i n t e r e s t i n g phenomenons vrtiile some people — 
consc i ous l y o r -no t — tend to p l a y do\.'n the dangers inheren t i n such s t eps , concerned 
c i t i z e n s i n such coun t r i e s are r e a l i z i n g more and more the prospect o f becoming 
'^nuclear hos tages " . I t h i n k \ie should not neg l ec t t h i s . 

Thus, l e t me once aga in s t r e s s tha t we see the n o n - s t a t i o n i n g o f nuc l ea r weapons 
together w i t h a n o n - a c q u i s i t i o n commitment as pa r t and p a r c e l o f a common approach to 
s e c u r i t y assurances . The n o n - s t a t i o n i n g formula vrould e f f e c t i v e l y cov-ïïJlement the 
n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n T r ea t y . I n t h i s regard we see much m.erit i n the p o s i t i o n put forward 
on 7 A p r i l 1981 by Ambassador Darusman o f Indones ia when he stated tha,t "v/ith regard to 
the n o n - s t a t i o n i n g o f nuc l ea r v/eapons on the t e r r i t o r i e s o f States-v/here there are no 
such weapons at present , t h i s ques t i on shou ld , i n the o p i n i o n o f the Indones ian 
d e l e ga t i on , be par t o f the o b l i g a t i o n to bo undertaken by tho nuclear-weapon S t a t e s . I t 
i s p e r t i n e n t to note i n t h i s context tha t the o b l i g a t i o n o f non-nuclear-weapon Sta tes 
P a r t i e s to the HPT, to which Indones ia be longs , i s qu i t e c l e a r . The n o n - s t a t i o n i n g o f 
пис1огл? weapons i n the t e r r i t o r i e s o f those S ta tes c o n s t i t u t e s a f u r t h e r measure to 
prevent the p r o l i f e r a t i o n o f nuc l ea r weq^pons". ( C D / P V . 1 2 2 ) . 

Having t h i s i n mind we favour very much the c o n c l u s i o n o f an agreeD.ent- on the 
n o n - s t a t i o n i n g o f nuc l ea r weapons on the t e r r i t o r i e s o f States where there are no such 
weapons at p r e s en t . Such an i n t e r n a t i o n a l instrument vrould put a stop to the geographica 
spread o f nuc l ea r vreapons and thereby reduce the danger o f the outbreaic o f a nuc l ea r 
c o n f l i c t . I t would a l so encoTxrage e f f o r t s to create nuclear-weapon-free zones i n 
d i f f e r e n t p a r t s o f the wor ld and create a u s e f u l b a s i s f o r an agreement on s e c u r i t y 
guarantees . 

;./ii'..£.LL-.-'̂ .4'-! I. thcinl: tho-diütinGai:.l^.d r o p r o r - n t i i t i v e :if tho Gorm^ui Donoornt i c 
Repub l i c f o r h i s statement a,nd f o r the k i n d words he addressed to the C h a i r . 
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Ш. ERDEmiLEG (Mongol ia) ( t r a n s l a t e d from R u s s i a n ) ; Before beg inn ing my 
statement, Mr. Chairman, I should l i k e , on beha l f o f the Mongol ian d e l e g a t i o n , 
s i n c e r e l y to congra tu la te you , the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep r e s en ta t i v e o f the f r i e n d l y 
country o f Indones ia , on your access i on to the chairmanship o f the Committee on 
Disarmament f o r the month o f August . 

I should a l s o l i k e to express our g r a t i t u d e to Ambassador Venkateswaran of 
I n d i a , who guided the work o f the Committee l a s t month w i t h g rea t s k i l l . 

A t t oday ' s meet ing the Mongol ian d e l e g a t i o n vrould l i l : e to spealc on i t em 3 o f 
the agenda, namely the ques t i on o f s e c u r i t y assurances f o r non-nuclear-weapon 
S ta t es aga ins t the use o f nuc l e a r weapons. 

Fo r the t h i r d yea r now, n e g o t i a t i o n s on t h i s mat ter are go ing on i n the 
Committee on Disarmament. Fo r the pas t tvro y ea r s , the Ad Hoc Woifaing Group has 
been do ing a l l i t can to cons ider t h i s ques t i on thoroughly and i t vrould seem tha t 
i t s task has been cons ide rab l y l i g h t e n e d . Fo r i n f a c t a l l the nuclear-weapon 
Powers are sympathet ic towards the demands o f the non-nuclear-weapon S ta t es 
r e ga rd ing the non-use o f n u c l e a r weapons aga ins t them, and the m a j o r i t y o f 
non-nuclear-weapon S t a t e s , f o r t h e i r p a r t , d e c l a r e - t h a t they are opposed to the 
p r o l i f e r a t i o n o f n u c l e a r weapons. Neve r the l e ss , i t has not so f a r proved p o s s i b l e 
to reach an agreement on the ques t i on o f assurances . 

¥ i th the approach of the end o f t h i s year^'s sximmer s e s s i o n , the Ad Hoc 
Work ing Group w i l l no doubt be c o n s i d e r i n g vrhat i t has accompl ished i n i t s work. 
I t . w i l l s u r e l y , then , not be super f luous .to make some comments on the ques t i on 
under c o n s i d e r a t i o n i n the Committee. 

The Mongo l ian P e o p l e ' s Repub l i c has a t tached and cont inues to a t t a c h g rea t 
importance to the p r o v i s i o n o f e f f e c t i v e and r e l i a b l e s e c u r i t y assurances f o r S ta t es 
vihich do not possess n u c l e a r weapons and which do not have them on t h e i r t e r r i t o r i e s 
aga ins t the use o r t h r ea t o f use of n u c l e a r weapons, c o n s i d e r i n g t h i s problem from 
the v i ewpo in t o f the vrhole complex o f n u c l e a r disarmament ques t i ons , and i n 
p a r t i c u l a r tha t o f the complete p r o h i b i t i o n and dos- truct ion o f n u c l e a r weapons. 

I would a l s o r e c a l l our p o s i t i o n to the e f f e c t tha t we a r e , as we have been, 
i n favour o f the speed ies t p o s s i b l e p r e p a r a t i o n o f a d r a f t i n t e r n a t i o n a l convent ion 
on t h i s q u e s t i o n , which would have b i n d i n g force ii i_e-qual measure bo th f o r 
nuclear-weapon and f o r non-nuclear-weapon. .States. Our p o s i t i o n i n t h i s r egard 
i s based on the r e l e v a n t p r o v i s i o n s o f the F i n a l Document of the s p e c i a l s e s s i o n 
o f the U n i t e d Nat ions General Assembly devoted to disarmament and vrel l-known 
r e s o l u t i o n s o f the U n i t e d Nat ions Genera l Assembly, 

Our p roposa l s and obse rva t i ons on the q u e s t i o n o f the s t r eng then ing o f 
s e c u r i t y assurances f o r non-nuclear-weapon S ta tes are f u l l y r e f l e c t e d i n 
work ing paper CD/23, which was submit ted by a group o f s o c i a l i s t Coun t r i e s , 
Without go ing i n t o d e t a i l s r e ga rd ing the .content of. üiat document, I should l i k e 
once aga in to s t r e s s tha t we are s t i l l , as be fo re , convinced t h a t i n f a c t the 
p r e p a r a t i o n and c o n c l u s i o n of a convent ion on t h i s ques t i on would be the most 
e f f e c t i v e v a y o f s o l v i n g t h i s important and urgent prob lem. 

A t the same t ime , the de l ega t i ons o f s o c i a l i s t . countr i es , i n c l u d i n g the 
Mongol ian d e l e g a t i o n , have f r e quen t l y s t a t e d tha t they are not opposed to the 
c o n s i d e r a t i o n , i n a d d i t i o n , p a r a l l e l to the p repa i ' a t i on o f a convent ion , o f o the r 
ways o f p r o v i d i n g the non-nuclear-weapon S ta t e s w i t h ass-urances, i n which a l l 
nuc lear-weapon-States would malee declaj?atiûns, e i t h e r i d e n t i c a l o r s i m i l a r i n 
content , which would then be approved by tlie United. .Nat ions S e c u r i t y C o m c i l . 
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(líx. Erdembileff , Mongol ia ) 

•^'/hile e x p l a i n i n g the Mongol ian d e l e g a t i o n ' s p o s i t i o n on the approach to a 
s o l t i t i on of the problem of s t r eng then ing s e c u r i t y assurances f o r non-nuclear-weapon 
S ta tes , ' I should a l s o l i k e to touch on a number of t o p i c s m d e r c ons i d e ra t i on i n 
the Ad Hoc Working Group. 

A f t e r complet ing the work o f the f i r s t s tage , i n c l u d i n g , i n p a r t i c u l a r , 
i d e n t i f i c a t i o n o f the v a r i ous f ea tures o f the assurances the Ad Hoc Working.Group 
on S e c u r i t y Assurances embarked on the second stage of i t s c o n s i d e r a t i o n of t h i s 
problem — namely, d i s c u s s i o n of the p o s s i b l e a l t e r n a t i v e s which might be exp lo red 
i n the search f o r a "common approach" . 

The Working Group i s a t present c o n s i d e r i n g the t e x t s of formulas put forward 
by the de l ega t i ons o f the Nether lands and Pa lc is tan which have been commented on i n 
some d e t a i l by the group of s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s , i n c l u d i n g my d e l e g a t i o n . I should 
there fore l i k e to make some observa t i ons o f a genera l k i n d . 

As regards the s o l u t i o n of the ques t i on o f p r o v i d i n g s e c u r i t y assurances , the 
sociBÜst coun t r i e s have been and are i n favour of a formula which would impose 
o b l i g a t i o n s to an equal degree both on the nuclear-weapon Povrers — not to use o r 
threaten to use nuc l e a r weapons aga ins t non-nuclear-weapon Sta tes — and on 
non-nuclear-weapon c oun t r i e s — not to produce or acqui re nuclea^r weapons and not to 
have them on t h e i r t e r r i t o r y . Thus there are tv-ro b a s i c p r i n c i p l e s f o r genuine 
non-nuc lear s t a t u s , namely the non-possess ion by the State o f n u c l e a r weapons and 
the n o n - s t a t i o n i n g o f such vreapons on i t s t e r r i t o r y . The ques t i on vihether a 
non-nuclear-vieapon State belongs to some m i l i t a r y and p o l i t i c a l g rouping or 
p a r t i c i p a t e s i n some a c t i o n o f a nuclear-weapon Povrei- i s an e n t i r e l y d i f f e r e n t 
mat t e r . 

I t h i n k there i s no need f o r me to s ta te the substance of the s o c i a l i s t countr i es 
proposa ls on t h i s mat t e r . I merely v?ish to say tha t a formula v;hich r equ i r e s the 
nuclear-v/eapon S ta tes to prov ide u n i l a t e r a l assurances does not so lve the problem. 
Such an approach leaves open the p o s s i b i l i t y f o r the a c q u i s i t i o n of nuc l e a r vreapons 
i n the future i n one form or another by non-nuclear-\reapon c o u n t r i e s . 

Wnat the Sov i e t Union and the s o c i a l i s t c oun t r i e s have proposed, i n the matter 
o f the g r a n t i n g o f assurances , i s the i n c l u s i o n o f a provàsion concern ing the 
n o n - s t a t i o n i n g o f n u c l e a r v.reapons. In f a c t , w i thout a ban on the s t a t i o n i n g of 
nuc l ea r weaipons, any assurances v/ould undoubtedls?- be f raught v ; i th the danger o f the 
t e r r i t o r i a l e x t e n s i o n , that i s , the h o r i z o n t a l p r o l i f e r a t i o n o f n u c l e a r weapons. 
Such assurances cou ld encourage nuclear-vreapon S ta tes to s t a t i o n and perhaps to use 
nuclear-vreapons i n the f i r s t ins tance from the t e r r i t o r i e s o f those States vihich 
have been granted assurances . The presence o f f o r e i g n nuc lea i " v/eapons on the 
t e r r i t o r y of a non-nuclear-weapon State w i l l a u t o m a t i c a l l y r a i s e another problem: 
ho\r- to determine whose n u c l e a r weapon was used , i f such use vrere to take p l a c e , 
Tîiose are the few comments my d e l e g a t i o n v/ished to maice a t tho present stage o f the 
Committee's vrork on t h i s sub j e c t . 

Av/are o f the f a c t t ha t the Ad Hoc Working Group i s s t i l l confronted v i i th many 
d i f f i c u l t i e s i n i t s n e g o t i a t i o n s on the ques t i on o f negat ive assurances , the Mongol ian 
de l e ga t i on i s ready to cont inue to mai:e e f f o r t s , i n co -ope ra t i on w i t h o ther 
de l e ga t i ons , to f i n d a p o s i t i v e s o l u t i o n to t h i s important ques t i on . 

I n c o n c l u s i o n , I should l i k e to draw the a t t e n t i o n o f the members o f the Committe 
to document CD/201 o f JO J u l y 1981, c o n t a i n i n g "The Appeal o f the Great P eop l e ' s 
IChural o f the Mongol ian P e o p l e ' s Eepub l i c to Pa r l i aments o f A l l A s i a n and . P a c i f i c 
C o u n t r i e s " , which has been c i r c u l a t e d as an o f f i c i a l dociiment o f the Committee on 
Disarmament. 

The СНА1Ш''1АН; I thank the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep r esen ta t i v e o f Mongo l ia f o r h i s 
statement and the k i n d re ference he made to the C h a i r . 
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Ыг. IE III ( l l e thcr lancls ) : Ыг. Chc.irman, yes t e rday at our i n f o r m a l p l enary meet ing 
I a l r eady had- an oppo r tun i t y to express the s a t i s f a c t i o n o f my d e l e g a t i o n at see ing 
you as our whairmon f o r the month of August . Today, Í21 t h i o f i r s t formal p l ena r y 
m.ecting. I v.dsh t o p lace on r o co r ' l tho c a ' r i a f a c t i on of ny Government, my d e l e g a t i o n 
and o f myse l f p e r s o n a l l y at vrelcoming you, the r ep r e s en ta t i v e o f Indones ia , v ; i th 
v/hich my country has had Gunh l ong - s t and ing and s t r o n g t i e s 5 as our Опа.1гтап. V/e 
are l o o k i n g forv/ard to work ing w i t l i you i n order to b r i n g to a s u c c e s s f u l c o n c l u s i o n 
th is - y e a r ' s s e s s i on o f tho Gonjíúttee on Disarmament, i n so f a r as the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
c i rcumstances o f today permit ug. 

Today I w ish to i n t r oduce document 0^/203, submit ted by nxy d e l e g a t i o n , 
concern ing c o n s u l t a t i o n and co - ope ra t i on , V e r i f i c a t i o n measures a.nd compla ints 
procedure i n the framevrork o f a convent ion on the complete and e f f e c t i v e p r o h i b i t i o n 
o f the development, p r oduc t i on г^пд. s t o c k p i l i n g o f a l l chem.icoJ weapons and on t h e i r 
d e s t r u c t i o n . 

Before do ing so, however, may I acloiowledge once aga in the c r u c i a l importance 
f o r our viTork i n the Committee on Disarmament of a. s u c c e s s f u l outcome of the b i l a t e r a l 
n e g o t i a t i o n s between the Un i t ed Sta tes and the Sov i e t Un ion . 

I n an i n t e r v e n t i o n on 2 A p r i l I9OI I s a i d that i t v/as a coujrageous p o l i t i c a l 
d e c i s i o n at the h ighes t l e v e l that t e n years ago prov ided a breoi i through w i t h r egard 
to the B i o l o g i c a l V/eapons Convent ion. I then expressed the hope that tho same 
p o l i t i c a l courage and the same p o l i t i c a l ;irisdom would soon a,gain p r e v a i l эпй l e ad 
to our coniaon g o a l , a convent ion on chemical weapons. Th i s hope vre s t i l l h o l d , 
today. 

We a l l know tha t v i r t u a l l y no s u b s t a n t i a l progress has been made o f l a t e i n any 
f i e l d o f arms c o n t r o l and disarmament. We are a l l олтаге of the expec ta t i ons w i t h 
regard to the second specio . l s e s s i o n o f the Genera l Assembly devoted to disarmament 
next y ea r . ; We are a l s o av/are o f the r-enev/ed hopes i n v e s t e d i n the Committee on 

Disannanent s ince i t s - t rans format ion i n 1978. T h a t . i s why I w ish to appeal once aga in 
to the Governments o f .the Un i t ed Sta tes and of the Sov ie t Un ion , t o resume t h e i r 
b i l a , t e r a l n e go t i a t i ona w i t h respec t t o chemica l vfoapons i n the near f u t u r e . A 
courageous p o l i t i c a l d e c i s i o n at the h ighes t l e v e l a l l o w i n g a, breakthrough i n the 
b i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s would surel j^ f u r t h e r onliance the m.omentum no t i c eab l e l a t e l y 
i n the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical ITeapono. 

As f o r the mándente of Ad Hoc 'Working Group on Chemical Weapons we ha.ve taken 
note o f the statement of the Chairman of that Group, iii-ibassador L i d g a r d , at the 
141st meet ing o f the Committee tho,t no consensus c ou ld be reached on a r e v i s i o n o f 
the present mandate o f the Ad Hoc 'Worlcing Group. We r eg re t tha t no such consensus 
emerged. Me support the appeal conta ined i n the f i n a l par t of Ambassador L i d g a r d ' s 
statement. We hope very much tha t a t the beg inn ing of the 1982 s e s s i on o f the 
Committee on Disarmament a new mandate can be agreed upon enab l ing the Ad Hoc Working-
Group to e l abo ra t e , as a mat ter o f h i gh p r i o r i t y , a m u l t i l a t e r a l convent ion on the 
complete a.nd e f f e c t i v e p r o h i b i t i o n o f the development, p roduc t i on and s t o c k p i l i n g o f 
chemica l ?reapons and on t h e i r d e s t r u c t i o n . 

I t i s a vrel l -knorm p o s i t i o n o f my de l e ga t i on that v e r i f i c a t i o n i s no теглз i n 
i t s e l f but should r a t h e r serve as a component i n a system that toge ther w i th a 
meo^ningful scope and a reaoonable ainount o f px 'otect ive measures w i l l g ive a State more 
nat ione. ! s e c u r i t y than the maintenance o f the chemica l weapon op t i on v;ould do. S ince 
such a system i s a,s s t r ong as i t s weakest l i n i : , i t i s of great importance t o o b t a i n 
the best p o s s i b l e v e r i f i c a t i o n procedures . Without adequate v e r i f i c a t i o n . S ta tes 
V7Í11 not be conf ident tha t the p r o v i s i o n s of a convent ion w i l l be observed. 
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( iJr . F e i n , Iletherlanás) 

L ike many other dele/jat ions h e r e , xre b e l i e v e tha t n i t h i n tho fraraer/ork o f 
a. chemical vreapons convent ion , nat ioned and i n t e r n a t i o n a l mea^sures of v e r i f i c a t i o n 
are complementary. A f t e r a l l , vrc are ô-oaling w i t h a proven v^eapon system, ready 
and a v a i l a b l e i n l a rge amounts. There fore , v e r i f i c a t i o n i tems cannot be l e f t to 
the f i n e p r i n t , but have to be s t a t ed c l e a r l y i n the t r e a t y i t s e l f . 

I s h a l l not tax the endurance of the Committee vr i th a f u l l exposé of a l l aspects 
o f chemicaJ vrea^pons v e r i f i c a t i o n . Snough has been s a i d about i t i n recent vreeks. 
Moreover, the Canadian document, CD/167, and the F i n n i s h dociunont, CD/196, form, 
between them, a unique and substa^nt ia l i n ven to r y o f the i n g r e d i e n t s f o r chemica l 
weapons v e r i f i c a t i o n . On that score , the document which I have the honour t o 
in t roduce today i s s e l f - e x p l a n a t o r y . I t stems from Vfhat vrc b e l i e v e t o be a dovm-to-
ea r th approach r e f l e c t i n g p l a i n r e a l i t i e s and desiened to talce care of p r a c t i c a l 
needs. Thereby i t g i ves a complete o u t l i n e o f a re i i sonable , but e f f e c t i v e , 
v e r i f i c a t i o n system, a cornerstone o f an adequate and cons i s t en t convent ion on 
chemical vreapons. 

Given the c lose i n t e r r e l a t i o n s h i p betvreen the scope and the means o f v e r i f i c a t i o n , 
we hope tha t our document may c o n t r i b u t e to a move forv/ards. Let me summarize the 
main c h a , r a c t e r i s t i c s of our proposa ls s 

C o n s u l t a t i o n , c o - ope ra t i on , v e r i f i c a t i o n and compla ints — and t h i s i s an 
i n n o v a t i o n — are not t r e a t e d i n d i v i d u a l l y but form elements of one 
i n t e g r a t e d , cons is tentsys tem5 

N a t i o n a l and i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n are there fo re i n t e r l i n l c e d j 

The estábilsliment o f n a t i o n a l implementat ion agencies v r i l l be c a l l e d f o r ; 

The n a t i o n a l implementat ion agency v / i l l , i n t e r a l i a , v;ork c l o s e l y toge ther 
vdth a c o n s u l t a t i v e committee to be esta„blishedî 

The consul ta . t ive comjTiittee should permanently oversee the d e s t r u c t i o n or 
d i v e r s i o n f o r pe rmi t t ed purposes o f dec la red s tocks o f chemical weapons; 

The c o n s u l t a t i v e c o m i t t e e must c a r r y out the s u p e r v i s i o n o f the d e s t r u c t i o n 
and d i v e r s i o n through o n - s i t e i n s p e c t i o n s on э. permanent b a s i s ; 

Tlirough random o n - s i t e i n s p e c t i o n s the c o n s u l t a t i v e comiiaittoe v a i l - check 
p e r i o d i c a l l y that the p roduc t i on o f supe r t ox i c l e t h a l chemicals does not 
exceed agreed q u a n t i t i e s ; 

Wi th a view to enhancing confidence the c o n s u l t a t i v e committee should 
undertake i n s p e c t i o n s on a ra.ndom b a s i s at f a c i l i t i e s on the t e r r i t o r y o f 
S ta tes p a r t i e s tha/fc w i l l on a r e g u l a r b a s i s be ass igned by l o t ; 

The c o n s u l t a t i v o coimnittoe s l i a l l be competent to' enquire i n t o f a c t s concern ing 
a l l e g e d amb igu i t i ea i n , or v i o l a t i o n s of , the compliance w i t h the convent i on ; 

I n the context o f such an enquiry the oonsulta , t ivo comiaittee vrould be 
competent to undertaJ-ce o n - s i t e i n s p e c t i o n s a f t e r c o n s u l t a t i o n w i t h the State 
p a r t y concerned. I f the l a t t e r State j^arty, hovrever, does not agree to 
such an o n - s i t e i n s p e c t i o n , i t must provide, appropr ia t e explana.t ions ; 

Each State pa r t y to the convent ion may use n a t i o n a l t e c h n i c a l means o f 
v e r i f i c a t i o n ; 
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Compls ints can Ъе lodgod w i t l i the S e c u r i t y C o u n c i l . Sach State pa r t y 
undertakoc to co-opero.te i n c a r r y i n g out any i n v e s t i g a t i o n v/hich the 

••Securi ty C o u n c i l nia.y i n i t i a t e . 

As de l ega t i ons w i l l n o t i c e , we have r e f r a i n e d i n our docujnent from r e l a t i n g the' 
o r g a n i s a t i o n a l froxievrork o u t l i n e d t h e r e i n to the i l e thc r l ands p r o p o s a l , a l s o 
supported Dy many o the r s , concermng- the es tah l i s l iment o f an i n t e r n a t i o n a l disarrnoiaent 
o r g a n i s a t i o n . '- ' i l i ia i s no omiss i on . I t i s r a t h e r a r e f l e c t i o n o f O'OJ: w ish , to • 
prov ide the Committee on Dioarm^ainent v , i th a p r a c t i c a l то.пигД r a t h e r than w i t h the 
o u t l i n e of m.ore f a r - r e a c h i n g , maybe l o s s immediate o b j e c t i v e s . 

Ilone'theleos, f o r us 'these ob j e c t i v es do e x i s t and i t might be u s e f u l t o r e c a l l 
them b r i e f l y i n t h i s con tex t . One shou ld , o f course , not e labora te a chemica l vraapons 
convent ion i n order to f o . l l i n l i n e w i t h one 's v.d3ü to have an i n t e rna - t i ona l disarmiament 
o r g a n i s a t i o n . I t shou ld o f course , r a t h e r be the other way rounds i f the 
o r g a n i z a t i o n a l fi-amoworl: f o r the implementa.tion o f a chemical vroapons convent ion and 
other arms c o n t r o l agreements, betvreen them, would c a l l f o r a s t reara l ined u n i v e r s a l , 
r a t i o n a l " s e r v i c i n g " , agency, x i o l l , then an i n t e r n a t i o n a l disarmament o r g a n i s a t i o n 
might be h e l p f u l . I t stands to reason tha t vd i i l e o s t a b l i c h i n g a v e r i f i c a t i o n system 
as w e l l as a c o n s u l t a t i o n s and compla ints procedure f o r a chemica l weapons convent i on , 
one might u s e f u l l y drav; on the exper ience gained e lsewhere. I n t i i i s c on t ex t , as my 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d co l l eague from. Иогоссо po in t ed out on 2y J u l y , the example o f 1ЖА sp r ings 
to mind. I n f a c t , IAEA has more than aiuply demonstrated i t s use fu lness i n the 
fraiaework o f IIPT and the T l a t e l o l c o T rea ty . I T u l t i l a t e r r . l c o n s u l t a t i v e organs are 
prov ided f o r not on l y by the n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n and T l a t e l o l c o T r e a t i e s , but a l s o by 
the Environments^ H o d i f i c a t i o n Convontio-П. Future t r e a t i e s such as the chemica.l 
weapons convent ion and the comprehensive t e s t - b a n trea.ty э-ге h a r d l y conceiva.ble v/ithout 
s i m i l a r t o o l s and maci i inery to malee them work. Other types o f agreements vrhich would 
r e q u i r e an o p e r a t i o n a l frojaework f o r s e r v i c i n g v e r i f i c a t i o n and implementat ion are : 

Agreem.ents e s t a b l i s h i n g nuclealr-vreapon-free zones; 

Agreements on the p r o h i b i t i o n or rest-^eiction o f c e r t a i n conven t i ona l тгеэ.ропз; 

Agreements on the r e d u c t i o n o f m i l i t o x y budgets ; 

Reg iona l arms c o n t r o l and c o n f i d e n c e - b u i l d i n g m.casures. 

B r i n g i n g to-gotlier the implementat ion a,nd v e r i f i c a t i o n systems o f such t r e a t i e s — 
i n c l u d i n g p o s s i b l e i n f o r m a t i o n froüi i n t e r n a t i o n a l s a t e l l i t e mon i t o r ing arrojageraents — 
i n t o one â.ependable and s p e c i a l i z e d vrorld-wide s e r v i c i n g o r g a n i z a t i o n under 
Un i t ed na t i ons ausp ices would cut o p e r a t i o n a l c o s t s c ons i d e r ab l y and warrant a 
r a t i o n a l ox'-er-al l performa,nco. 

The СШ1.1Ш'ЬШ; I' thanlc the d i s t i n g u i s h e d repreoenta.t ive o f the i l e ther lands .for 
h i s statement and f o r the k i n d words, o f vrelcome he addressed to me. 

I l r . GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) ( t r a n s l a t e d from S p a n i s h ) ; Mr. Chaii-man, as I have 
ha,d the p r i v i l e g e of w i tn e s s ing your b r i l l i a n t performance as the permanent 
r ep r e s en ta t i v e of Indones ia to the Un i t ed ITations, i t i s a n a t t e r o f p a r t i c u l a r 
s a t i s f a c t i o n to me to see you nov; gu id ing the d e l i b e r a t i o n s o f t h i s the on l y m u l t i l a t e r a l 
n e g o t i a t i n g forum on dioarmaiïïent. Wo are conv inced that the chairmanship o f the 
Committee on Disarmajnent cou ld not be i n b e t t e r hands dur ing the p e r i o d tha.t i s 
beg inn ing today, the p e r i o d that i s alv/ays the l onges t i n each. .oc3sion, i n the present 
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case extending; up to the beg inn ing of 1982. Ily d e l e ga t i on vrould a l s o - l i k e . o n c e 
more to congratula,te your predecessor , ikibassador Veiucatesvraran, the d ins t ingu i . shed 
r ep resen ta t i v e o f I n d i a , f o r the e f f i c i e n c y w i t h vYÎiich he guided our vrork d u r i n g 
the month of J u l y . 

As members of the CoEimittec know, r u l e 25 of the r u l e s of procedure o f the 
Coimaittee on Disarmaiaent reads as fo l lovTs; 

"The o.pproval by consensus o f r epor t s s h o J l not be i n t e r p r e t e d as. 
a f f e c t i n g i n any manner the e s s e n t i a l reqairement tha t such i-eports must 
r e f l e c t f a i t h f u l l y the p o s i t i o n s o f a l l the members o f t h e ' r e s p e c t i v e o rgans . " 

The purpose o f that p r o v i s i o n vras to ensure tha t one of the abuses o f the 
consensus r u l e which occurred i n the Conference of the Comnittoo on Disarmament on 
more than one occas ion should not bo repeated i n the Gomraittee on Disarraament. 

Working paper GD/2O4 vfhich has j u s t been c i r c u l a t e d , and vrliich I have the honour 
to in t roduce today on b e h a l f o f i t s sponsors , the de l ega t i ons of IT iger ia, P a k i s t a n , 
Sv/eden, Yugos lav ia and I l ex ico , h3,s a s imi lo , r purpose v ; i t h respect to the abuse o f 
the consensus r u l e tha t has been ta lc ing p lace i n order to prevent the es tab l i s l iment 
of vrorking groups. Th is i s exp la ined i n the "Commentary" i n c l u d e d i n the docui^ent, 
wlrLch .a lso suimnarizes the main f a c t s r e l e van t to t h i s matter and vdiich rea,ds a s ' 
f ollov/s s 

"S ince February 1980, the Group of 21, i n i t s statement i s sued the 
27 o f that month as document CD/64, d ec l a r ed tha t i t v/as ' the cons idered 
viev; o f the Group o f 21 tha t vrorking groups are tho best a v a i l a b l e ma.chinery 
f o r conduct o f concrete negot ia , t ions v r i th in the Committee on Disarmament ' . 
I t added there fore ths^t ' the Group of 21 i n p r i n c i p l e supports the 
establ is l iment of work ing groups on the i tems on i t s annual agenda ' . 

" Th i s p o s i t i o n o f the Group of 21 has been subsequent ly i^e i terated i n 
the statements CD/72 o f 4 Harch I98O, CD/116 o f 9 J u l y 1930, CD/134 o f 
6 August 1980, CD/180 o f 24 A p r i l 1981, CD/I8I of the same date and CD/192 
of 8 J u l y I 9 8 I . In a l l t l iese sta.tements s p e c i a l empha,sis has been p laced 
on the n e c e s s i t y and urgency o f e s t a b l i s h i n g vrorking groups on the f i r s t 
two i tems of the Committee 's agenda, p a r t i c u l a r l y on the f i r s t of such 
i tems e n t i t l e d "ITuclear t e s t b a n ' . 

"Fo r reasons vre l l Imovni to a l l members of the Committee i t has been so 
f a r imposs ib l e to implement the repeated and w e l l subs tan t i a t ed proposa ls 
of the Group of 21 to v;hich refeirence has j u s t been ma;de. The de l ega t i ons 

, sponsor ing the present vrorking paper b e l i e v e tha t the p a r a l y s i s of an 
important s G C t i o n of the n e g o t i a t i n g f u n c t i o n of the Comi i t toe v rh i ch has 
thus occurred i s c on t ra ry to the s p i r i t of the r u l e of consensus i n c l u d e d 
i n r u l e 18 o f the r u l e s of procedure of the Comjaittoe. Consequently the 
de l ega t i ons hâ ve dec ided t o submit t h i s document w i t h the i n t e n t i o n tha t 
i t ma,y bo s t u d i e d by the members of the Committee d u r i n g i t s r e c ess . Thus, 
i f , upon i n i t i a t i o n o f the Comij^ittee ' s s e s s i o n corresponding t o 1982, i t 
were not yet ' p o s s i b l e to g ive e f f e c t to the repeated requests of the Group o f 
o f 21, the p roposa l may be f o r m a l l y cons idered i n p l enary s e s s i on by the 
n e g o t i a t i n g o r gan . " 

The СШУШ-Ш-Т; I thanlc the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep r e s en ta t i v e o f Mexico f o r h i s 
statement and f o r the very k i n d words he addressed to me. 
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. .I-Ir. ISSRAELYAN (Union o f Sov i e t S o c i a l i s t Hepnb l i cs ) ( t r a n s l a t e d from R u s s i a n ) ; 
A l l ow me f i r s t of a l l , b l r . Chairman, t o - cong ra tu l a t e you on your a c c e s s i on to the 
chainaanship o f the Committee on Disarmament. I hs,ve alreaâ.y — yes terday r— had 
the oppor tun i t y of reminding you o f our co -ope ra t i on w i t h you i n îfew York , \fhen you 
were the permanent r ep r e s en ta t i v e o f Indones ia to the U n i t e d N a t i o n s . We w i sh уогг 
success i n the d i f f i c u l t task o f b e ing Chairman o f the Committee f o r the month-of 
August, the conc lud ing month o f o-ur work i n I9OI. We o f f e r our g ree t ings and respec t 
to the r ep r e s en ta t i v e of I n d i a and would ask him to convey tjiem to 
Ambassador Yenlcates\íarán, who i s apparent l y now r e s t i n g from the heavy burden he 
bore d u r i n g the month o f J u l y , v/ith our bes t wishes f o r h i s speedy recoverjr and 
r e t u r n t o oi ir f a i n i l y . 

Today I should l i l ce to irefer to a number o f t o p i c s , and i n the f i r s t p lace to 
the v e r y important ques t i on o f the s t r eng then ing o f the s e c u r i t y of non -nuc l ea r -
weapon S t a t e s . T i l l s i s a major p o l i t i c a l i s sue and, i n t e r e s t i n i t i s g r ea t . There 
are good reasons f o r t h i s , f o r i t i n v o l v e s the s e c u r i t y i n t e r e s t s o f a l l S t a t e s , bo th 

•nuclear-weapon S ta t es and, more p a r t i c u l a r l y , S ta tes which do not possess n u c l e a r 
weapons. On the s o l u t i o n of t h i s ques t i on depends the s t r eng then ing o f the régime 
of n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n o f n u c l e a r weapons and the a v e r t i n g of the t h r e a t of n u c l e a r war. 

The Sov i e t Union views w i t h imders tand ing the non-nuclear-weapon S t a t e s ' 
j u s t i f i e d des i r e to . rece ive , from the nuclear-weapon Powers, r e l i a b l e guarantees tha t 
n u c l e a r weapons w i l l not be used aga ins t them. The b a s i s o f our view i s tha t S ta t e s 
which renoimce the p r o d u c t i o n and a c q u i s i t i o n o f n u c l e a r weapons and do not permi t 
them to be s t a t i o n e d on t h e i r t a r r i t o r y ai'e mailing a s u b s t a n t i a l c o n t r i b u t i o n to the 
l e s s en ing , , and u l t i m a t e l y to the removal , of the th r ea t o f 'the outbrealc o f a . 
n u c l e a r ' w a r . These .States have the ^dght to r ece i ve the r e q u i s i t e assurances tha t 
n u c l e a r weapons w i l l not be used aga ins t them. Such assurances have i n face been 
g i ven by the Sov i e t Un i on . 

Our f o rmula , which v;e have spoken about many t imes , bo th a t p l e n a i y meetings 
and i n - t h e Ad Hoc Working Group, i s c l e a r and s imp l e . I t exc ludes from the sphere 
o f a p p l i c a t i o n o f the assurances on ly those non-nuclear-weapon Sta tes which pe rmi t — 
I r epea t , which permi t — n u c l e a r weapons to be stat ione.d on t h e i r t e r r i t o r y . The 
Sov i e t formula makes no d i s t i n c t i o n between non-nuclear-weapon Sta,tes which 
p a r t i c i p a t e i n m i l i t a r y a l l i a n c e s and those which do n o t . I t e x t e n d s - i t s forra-ula 
to non-nuclear-weapon S ta t e s i n both c a t e g o r i e s . Tlie Sov i e t formaila malees no 
d i s t i n c t i o n bet\ieen p a r t i c i p a n t s and n o n - p a r t i c i p a n t s i n nuc lear -weapon- f ree-zones ; 
i t g rants assurances bo th to p a r t i r i p a n t s and to n o n - p a r t i c i p a n t s i n such zones. 

VJîiateyer attempts may be m.ade to d i s t o r t the Sov i e t U n i o n ' s p o s i t i o n o r to 
i n t e r p r e t i t t e n d e n t i o u s l y , the imd.eniable f a c t i s tha t tho S o v i e t formula 
guarantees the. s e c u r i t y ' of the over\íhelming m a j o r i t y o f non-nuc lear -weapon 'S ta tes , 
In t h i s connect ion I should l i k e to r e f e r ' to the statement m.ad.e by Comrade Voutov, 
Ambassador o f the Peop l e ' s Repub l i c o f . B u l g a r i a , i n which he e n t i r e l y c o r r e c t l y 
p r o v e d , . w i t h the h e l p . o f f i g u r e s , tha t on l y a very few non-nuclear-xreapon S ta tes 
are outs ide the scope o f our guarantees vdiereas the formula o f the assurances o f 
the o ther nuclear-weapon Powers covers a mucli sma l l e r n-omber o f S t a t e s . 

The Sov i e t Union' ,s genuine read iness and des i r e to m.eet the l e g i t i m a t e and 
j u s t i f i e d demands o f the S ta t es tha t do not possess m i c l e a r weapons have r e c e n t l y 
been demonstrated i n statements by the head o f the Sov i e t S t a t e , 
Leon id I l i c h Brezhnev, to which v/e have refer-red on a n-umber of o c cas i ons . We 
sho-uld, however, l i k e to draw p a r t i c u l a r a t t e n t i o n to P r e s i d e n t Brezhnev ' s r ecent 
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r e p l i e s to quest ions Ъу a correspondent o f the F i n n i s h newspaper, Suomen S o s i a l i 
Demokraatt i • I n these r e p l i e s he s t r e s s ed t h a t , i n the i n t e r e s t s o f s t r eng then ing 
the s e c u r i t y o f the non-nuclear-weapon S ta t es of no r the rn Europe , the Sov i e t Union 
i s ready to proceed to a p o s s i b l e • c o n s i d e r a t i o n o f quest ions concern ing seve ra l 
o ther mea-sures r e l a t i n g to the Sov i e t Union 's - ovm t e r r i t o r y i n the r eg i on a d j o i n i n g 
a nuc l ea r - f r ee - zone i n no r the rn Europe . This i s i n essence a new development. No 
other nuclear-weapon State has expressed read iness to cons ider measures r e l a t i n g to 
i t s o\m terr i tory; - . Th is i s , too , f u r t h e r c l e a r evidence o f ou.r s incere des i r e to 
strengthen the s e c u r i t y of non-nuclear-weapon-States and a man i f e s t a t i on o f our 
read iness to seek o ther p o s s i b l e mutua l l y acceptable ways of a c h i e v i n g these l o f t j ^ 
a ims. 

We cons ider tha t the work of the Committee's Ad Hoc Working Group on S e c u r i t y 
Assurances has been p o s i t i v e , on the whole . Use fu l and thorough d i s c u s s i o n s have 
been h e l d i n the Group on t h i s sub j e c t , i n the coiirse o f which the yiev/points o f the 
va r i ous coun t r i e s have been compared and c l a r i f i e d and the p o i n t s on which the 
p o s i t i o n s c o i n c i d e d , approximated or d iverged brought out more c l e a r l y . In a d d i t i o n , 
the substance of the va r i ous c o u n t r i e s ' p o s i t i o n s was пэЛе c l e a r on the main aspects 
of t h i s problem. The i d ea of conclu.ding a convent ion aga in r ece i v ed wide support i n 
p r i n c i p l e . I n connect ion w i t h the Working Group, i t . i s imposs ib l e not to note the 
ene rge t i c e f f o r t s and p o s i t i v e c o n t r i b u t i o n o f i t s Chairm^an, I l r . C i a r r a p i c o . 

Tlie SoAi-iet d e l e ga t i on , together w i t h the de l ega t i ons o f o ther s o c i a l i s t 
c o u n t r i e s , has p a r t i c i p a t e d a c t i v e l y i n the n e g o t i a t i o n s on the ques t i on o f s e c u r i t y 
assurances . Un f o r tuna t e l y , such an a c t i v e r o l e was not for thcoming on the pa.rt o f 
a nuiaber o f o ther nuclear-weapon Powers. As a r e s u l t , i t vras not p o s s i b l e to malee 
r e a l progress i n the s t r eng then ing o f s e c u r i t y assurances f o r non-nuclear-weapon 
S t a t e s . A t the same t ime, we are s a t i s f i e d to noto tha t the -ma jo r i t y of de l ega t i ons 
p a r t i c i p a t e d c o n s t r u c t i v e l y i n the n e g o t i a t i o n s and c e r t a i n of them made proposa l s 
that are worthy o f a t t e n t i o n . The r e s u l t s of the nego t i a t i ons ca^n and should be 
u t i l i z e d i n the course o f f u r t h e r d e l i b e r a t i o n s on. the problem of s t r eng then ing 
s e c u r i t y assurances f o r Sta,tes not pos s e s s ing nuc l e a r weapons. 

I should l i k e now to r e f e r b r i e f l y to the sub jec t o f the p r o h i b i t i o n o f 
r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. I n the l i g h t of the meetings h e l d , du r ing the cur ren t s e s s i on 
of the Committee on Disarmament, by the Committee i t s e l f and by i t s Ad Hoc Working 
Group on R a d i o l o g i c a l Weapons, and a l s o o f the in f o rma l c onsu l t a t i ons on va r i ous 
aspects o f a t r e a t y on the p r o h i b i t i o n o f r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons, I should l i k e today 
to dwe l l b r i e f l y on the res-ul ts o f our work on t h i s ques t i on and a t the .same time 
to glance ahead, as i t were, and. o f f e r c e r t a i n comments on a p o s s i b l e way o f moving 
fon-fard. 

As the members o f the Committee are aware, we are approaching the end o f our 
1981 s e s s i o n , the end, tha t i s , of the t h i r d year o f our o o n s i d e r a t i o n o f t h i s 
mat te r , w i thout hav ing managed to reach agreement on the key problems of the 
instrument be ing d ra f t ed — d e . f i n i t i o n , scope o f the p r o h i b i t i o n and peace fu l 
c o - ope ra t i on . 

We have devoted a l a r g e p a r t o f our vrork on t h i s agend.a i t em, a t l e a s t d u r i n g 
the summer p a r t of the s e s s i o n , to d i s c u s s i n g hov/ to dea l vr i th the p roposa l — a 
very impor tant and, I vrould say, p e r t i n e n t p roposa l — f o r the i n c l u s i o n i n a 
r a d i o l o g i c a l vieapons t r e a t y of p r o v i s i o n s concern ing the p r o t e c t i o n o f c i v i l i a n 
nuc l ea r f a c i l i t i e s from a t t a c k . 

At the l a s t meet ing of the Ad Hoc Working Group on R a d i o l o g i c a l Weapons, the 
Sov i e t d e l e ga t i on s t a t ed i t s vievrs on t h i s ques t i on i n d e t a i l . Ŵe i n d i c a t e d the 
way v/hich, v/e b e l i e v e , c ou ld l e a d the Committee out of the impasse both as regards 
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f u r t h e r work on a r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons t r e a t y and as regards s o l v i n g the prohlem 
of the p r o t e c t i o n o f c i v i l i a n nuc l ea r f a c i l i t i e s f r o n a t t a c k . I n o ther w o r d s - i t 
would be p o s s i b l e , i n our v iew, to f i n d a mutua l l y acceptable s o l u t i o n to the problem, 
of the p r o t e c t i o n o f c i v i l i a n n u c l e a r f a , c i l i t i e s from attari- : i f o ther d e l e ga t i ons , 
too , vrould d i s p l a y the r e q u i s i t e f l e x i b i l i t y and a s p i r i t o f compromise. Othervrise, 
vre s h a l l be vmable to complete the vrork on a trea„ty on r a d i o l o g i c a l vreapons, and the 
ques t i on of p r o t e c t i n g c i v i l i a n n u c l e a r f a c i l i t i e s v r i l l likev.áse remain unreso l ved — 
not to mention the f a c t t ha t the Committee v r i l l be demonstrat ing i t s i n a b i l i t y to 
so lve the problems even i n t h i s r e l a t i v e l y uncompl icated mat t e r . 

S o l u t i o n s can a l s o , vre thiiH-:, be found f o r o ther b a s i c ques t i ons . Tne Group 
has no t so f a r , f o r example, discvissed the Chairman's r e v i s e d t e x t s r e l a t i n g to the 
key problems of d e f i n i t i o n and peace fu l uses , vvhich he submit ted to the Ad Кос 
Working Group on R a d i o l o g i c a l Weapons l a s t F r i d a y . I t seems to u s , a f t e r a 
p r e l i m i n a r y study o f these nevr v e r s i o n s o f the a r t i c l e s i n the Chairm.an's t e x t s , t ha t 
t i iey cou ld form a good b a s i s f o r the a,chievement o f agreement, v/ith due r egard f o r 
the mutua l l y acceptable se t t l ement o f o ther r e l a t e d ques t i ons . 

A l l t h i s shoV'Ts tha t towards the end o f t h i s s e s s i on vre have seen a c e r t a i n 
advance vrhich pe rmi t s us to hope tha t vre may manage to f i n d a vray out of the present 
s i t u a , t i o n . I n o ther vrords, vre have some t h i n g to cons ider as p o s s i b l e compromise 
s o l u t i o n s , but o f согдгзе i t v r i l l p robab ly s t i l l be d i f f i c u l t f o r us to do t h i s i n 
vrha-t i s l e f t o f the present s e s s i o n . 

Fo r these reasons vre c o u l d , as o ther delegati-ons ha,ve a l readj " done, support 
the p roposa l of the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Worlcing Grovip on R a d i o l o g i c a l Weapons, — 
Comrade Komives, Ambassador o f the Hungarian P e o p l e ' s Repub l i c — a proposa l which 
he made d u r i n g the i n f o rma l c o n s u l t a t i o n s and then i-epeated a t the Grot ip 's meet ing 
on 31 J u l y , t ha t t h i s Group should cont inue o r resum.e i t s vrork i n January 1982, i . e . 
somevrhat e a r l i e r than the beg inn ing o f tbe next s e s s i on of the Committee on 
Disarmament. We thinlc t ha t the a d d i t i o n a l time i n Janua iy 1982 v r i l l g ive us an 
oppor tun i t y to vrork c a r e f u l l y and vr i th due d e l i b e r a t i o n on the vmresolved ques t ions 
and, vre hope, to complete the d r a f t i n g of a t r e a t y on r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons befci-e 
the beg inn ing of the General Assembly 's second c p e c i a l s e s s i on devoted to 
disarmament. 

A number, of o r g a n i z a t i o n a l qviestions r e l a t e d to the h o l d i n g of m.eetings o f the 
Group, i n January can be s e t t l e d i f vre ag"ree i n p r i n c i p l e on the approach proposed by 
the Chai iraan. 

The Sov i e t d e l e ga t i on expresses the hope tha t a l l tjie o ther members o f the 
Committee v r i l l be guided by the same c o n s t r u c t i v e approach so as to create a sound 
b a s i s f o r progress i n the complet ion o f the vrork on the p r o h i b i t i o n o f r a d i o l o g i c a l , 
viea-pons a t our next meet ing . 

The GHAIRî'IAIT; I thank the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep r e s en ta t i v e o f the Sov i e t Union f o r 
h i s statement and f o r the k i n d vrords .he addressed to me. 
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Шг. BRIHAII ( N i g e r i a ) ; Mr . Chairman, permit me to j o i n other de l ega t i ons which 
have congra tu la ted you on your assumption of the chairmanship of the Committee on 
Disarmament-for. the month of Aug^ast. ]У]у de l e ga t i on i s conf ident tha t under your 
chairmanship the Committee w i l l e f f e c t i v e l y conclude i t s work f o r the I98I s e s s i o n i 
and I pledge my d e l e g a t i o n ' s f u l l e s t c o - ope ra t i on , ' faking the f l o o r f o r the f i r s t 
t ime , hav ing been h e l d u-p elsewhere t h i s morning — I had to rush back i n order to 
take the, f l o o r - - I must a l s o vouch my f u l l and una l l oyed support and co -ope ra t i on 
to you and to a l l members of t h i s Committee f o r the s u c c e s s f u l f u l f i l m e n t of i t s 
most important ass ignments. In the same v e i n , my de l e ga t i on vjould l i k e to thank 
your predecessor . Ambassador Venlcatesx-raran of I n d i a , f o r the va luab l e c o n t r i b u t i o n 
he made to the work of the Committee d u r i n g the ted ious month of J u l y . 

"My i n t e r v e n t i o n today i s merely to a s soc i a t e myself vj i th the views j u s t 
expressed by the d i s t i n g u i s h e d Ambassador of Mexico on the i s s u e of the estab l ishment 
of s u b s i d i a r y organs. As a, co-sponsor of the v/orking paper, CD/204, dated 
30, J u l y I98I, my de l ega t i on f u l l y shares the vievrs and proposa l conta ined i n the 
working paper. 

¥e have had the oppor tun i t y to s t r e s s огдг d e l e g a t i o n ' s r eg re t that i t has not 
been p o s s i b l e t o e s t a b l i s h ad hoc v/orking groups on items 1 and 2 of the agenda. 
The present stalemate v/hich has a r i s e n , through no f a u l t of the overwhelming ma jo r i t y 
of members of t h i s Committee, puts i n t o s e r i ous ques t i on the n e g o t i a t i n g s ta tus of 
t h i s Committee. In f a c t , the impress ions gathered from w i t h i n and ou ts ide t h i s 
Committee o f t en po in t to the f a i l u r e of t h i s Committee to l i v e up to i t s n e g o t i a t i n g 
r o l e . C e r t a i n nuclear-weapon S ta tes have cont inued to demonstrate l a c k of concern 
f o r the v i t a l s e c u r i t y i n t e r e s t s of the non-nuclear-weapon S ta tes tha t d e s i r e 
progress i n disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

The " r a i s o n d ' ê t r e " of t h i s Committee i s to nego t i a t e , and we b e l i e v e tha t i tems 
i n s c r i b e d on the agenda are meant to be nego t i a t ed upon. ¥e recogn ize the s t r a i n e d 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l c l imate vjhich has " cas t a dark c l o u d " on the vrork of t h i s Committee, 
but we be l i e v e that subs tan t i v e n e g o t i a t i o n s on such p r i o r i t y i tems as a comprehensive 
t e s t ban and the c e s sa t i on of the nuc l ea r arms race and m i c l e a r disarmament w i l l i n 
themselves g r e a t l y h e l p to improve the present c l i m a t e . Th i s i s the urgent and 
l e g i t i m a t e concern of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community as we approach the second s p e c i a l 
s e ss i on of the Genera l Assembly devoted t o disarmament. We f i r m l y b e l i e v e that 
progress i n nego t i a t i ons i n t h i s Committee, e s p e c i a l l y i n the f i e l d of nuc l e a r 
Vieapons and o ther weapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n , w i l l c ons ide rab l y s t rengthen 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c u r i t y . We there fo re f u l l y endorse the proposa ls a l r eady 
t ab l ed i n t h i s Conxmittee by the Group of 21 i n document CD/64 and r e i t e r a t e d most 
r e c e n t l y i n documents CD/I8O and 181 tha t ad hoc working groups prov ide the best 
machinery f o r the conduct of concrete n ego t i a t i ons v-iithin the Committee. 

F i n a l l y , my de l ega t i on i s v-jell avfare of the f ac t tha t the out look f o r the present 
f ou r work ing groups accompl i sh ing t h e i r t a sk v^rithin the next 12 months remains b l e a k . 
The p o l i t i c a l w i l l needed to make progress cont inues to be w i t h h e l d f o r no other 
reason than tha t of p o l i t i c a l expediency f o r the States concerned. As 
ivmbassador A d e n i j i has s t a t ed on s e v e ra l occas ions i n t h i s Committee, there i s s t i l l 
t ime f o r a change of h e a r t . Dur ing our r e c e s s , Mr . Chairman l e t those S ta tes v/ho 
have caused the present p a r a l y s i s on the Committee harken to the " c r y of mankind a l l 
over the v ior ld f o r détente, not defence, f o r development not rearmament". 



The С М Ш Ш ; I thanlc the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep r e s en ta t i v e of N i g e r i a f o r h i s 
i n t e r v e n t i o n and f o r h i s k i n d re ference to the C h a i r . 

Itr. YIT Peiwen (China) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Chinese) ; l i r ' . Chairman, my statement today 
w i l l be on the ques t i on of the p r o v i d i n g of s e c u r i t y assurances by nuclear-weapon 
S ta tes to non-nuclear-weapon S t a t e s . 

A l l ow m e ' f i r s t , iñ the name of the Chinese d e l e g a t i o n , 'viarmly t o congra tu la te 
you, Your E x c e l l e n c y , Ambassador Anwar San i of Indones ia , on your assumption of the 
chairmanship of the Committee on Disarmam.ent f o r the month of August . In the course of 
per forming your d u t i e s as Chairman, you may r e s t assured of the f u l l c o - ope ra t i on of 
my d e l e g a t i o n . \'Ie are convinced t h a t , thanks to your' guidance, the Committee w i l l 
smoothly f u l f i l i t s tasks i n the l a s t month of i t s зшшпег s e s s i o n . 

I would l i k e to express our t h a n k s , t o your predecessor , H i s E x c e l l e n c y , 
Ambassador Venkateswaran of I n d i a , f o r the e f f o r t s and c o n t r i b u t i o n s he made i n 
conduct ing the proceedings of the Committee on Disarmament du r ing the month of J u l y . 

The Chinese de l e ga t i on has l i s t e n e d a t t e n t i v e l y to the statements made by o ther 
de legates on the ques t i on of the p r o v i d i n g of s e c u r i t y assurances by nuclear-weapon 
Sta tes to non-nuclear-weapon S t a t e s , v/e t h i n k that the-vievis put forward by a number 
of 'de legates mer i t our a t t e n t i o n and w i l l be h e l p f u l towards a p o s i t i v e set t lement of 
the q u e s t i o n . 

I would l i k e nov; to present b r i e f l y some vievis and suggest ions on t h i s mat te r . 

C h i n a ' s p o s i t i o n on the ques t i on of the p r o v i s i o n of s e c u r i t y assurances by 
nuclear-weapon S ta t es to non-nuclear-weapon Sta.tes ha.s been exp la ined time and aga in 
at v a r i ous meetings of the Un i t ed Na t i ons , the Committee on Disarmament and,the ad hoc 
Working Group. A l l ow me here b r i e f l y to r e c a l l our cons i s t en t p o s i t i o n on t h i s 
quest ion,. 

As e.arly as 1963, the Chinese Government i s sued a statement propos ing the complete 
p r o h i b i t i o n and t o t a l d e s t r u c t i o n of n u c l e a r weapons. 

In order to break the nuc l ea r monopoly, China t e s t ed i t s f i r s t atomic bom.b i n . 1964' 
On the day the t e s t succeeded, the. Chinese Government r e i t e r a t e d the above p o s i t i o n 
and dec la red tha t China v/ould never at any tim.e c:.nd under any c i rcumstances be the f i r s t 
to use nuc l e a r weapons, nor would i t use them aga ins t nori-nuclear-\>?eapon S ta tes and 
nuciear-weapon-fre.e zones. 

In h i s statement on 29 May 1978, a t t h e - f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i on of the Un i t ed Nat ions 
Genera l Assembly devoted to disarmament, Î Ir. Huang Hua, Fo r e i gn M i n i s t e r of Ch ina , 
s t a t ed t h a t , i n order to reduce the th r ea t of nuc l ea r v/ar to sm.all and medium-sized 
c o u n t r i e s , a measixre of urgency i s f o r a l l iraclear-v/eapon S ta tes to undertake not to 
use or thre'a^ten to usé nuc l ea r v/eapons aga ins t the non-nuclear-г^еароп Sta tes and 
nuclear-weapon- free zones. 



CD/PV.143 
21 

(Ifr. Yu Peiwen, China) 

At the p lenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament on 5 February 1980, 
I'ir. Zhang V/enjing, V i c e - M i n i s t e r of F o r e i g n A f f a i r s of Ch ina , po in ted out that the 
complete p r o h i b i t i o n and t o t a l d e s t r u c t i o n of nuc l ea r weapons are e s s e n t i a l f o r the 
e l i m i n a t i o n of nuc l ea r war and the n u c l e a r t h r e a t . We are aware that i t s r e a l i z a t i o n 
i s no easy mat t e r . Th i s be ing the case, the nuclear-weapon S ta tes should at l e a s t 
undertcike not to use or th r ea t en to use nuc l ea r v/eapons aga ins t the non-nuclear-x^reapon 
Sta tes and nuclear-weapon^free zones. 

From t h i s r e c a p i t u l a . t i o n i t can be c l e a r l y seen t h a t , on i t s own i n i t i a t i v e and 
u n i l a t e r a l l y , the Chinese Government dec la red l ong ago that i t would u n c o n d i t i o n a l l y 
undertake not to use or th r ea t en t o use nuc l ea r weapons aga ins t non-nuclear-vreapon 
States and nuclear-weapon-free zones. 

In August 1973» China s igned A d d i t i o n a l P r o t o c o l I I to the Treaty f o r the 
P r o h i b i t i o n of Nuc lear Weapons i n L a t i n Amer ica , thereby under tak ing not t o use or 
th rea t en to use nuc l e a r weapons aga ins t the nuclear-weapon- free zone and the 
non-nuclear-weapon States of L a t i n Amer i ca . 

In accordance w i t h the above p o s i t i o n , the Chinese d e l e ga t i on ho lds that i t i s 
l e g i t i m a t e and reasonable f o r the mmerous non-nuclear-weapon S ta tes to oppose 
nuc l ea r t h r ea t s and to r e q u i r e that s e c u r i t y assurances be prov ided by nuclear-vieapon 
Sta tes and that a l l the nuclear-vjeapon S ta tes should undertake not to use or th rea t en 
to use nuc l e a r wea.pons aga inst them. 

I t has been our cons i s t en t view that the fundamental s e c u r i t y guajrantees to be 
prov ided by the nuclea,r-wea-pon S ta tes to the non-nuclear-x^eapon S ta tes should be the 
complete p r o h i b i t i o n and t o t a l d e s t r u c t i o n of nuc l e a r weapons. However,, as the 
nuclear-weapon Sta tes have h i t h e r t o f a i l e d to prov ide such guarantees, they should 
at l e a s t g i ve the non-nuclear-weapon Sta tes negat ive s e c u r i t y assurances , that i s , 
the u n c o n d i t i o n a l commitment not to use or th rea t en to use nuc l ea r weapons aga inst 
them. 

Should the nuclear-weapon S t a t e s , i n p r o v i d i n g such negat ive assurances , impose 
va r i ous requirements and cond i t i ons on the non-nuclear-weapon S t a t e s , would t h i s not 
be tantamount to demanding s e c u r i t y assurances from the non-nuclear-weapon Sta.tes? 

In f a c t , i t i s the two Superpowers w i t h t h e i r enormous nuc l ea r a rsena l s that 
pose a s e r i ous th rea t to the s e c u r i t y of non-nuclear-weapon S t a t e s . The non -nuc l ea r -
weapon States l a ck adequate defence c a p a b i l i t i e s ; t h e r e f o r e , the nuclear-weapon Sta tes 
have the o b l i g a t i o n to g ive the non-nuclear-vreapon States negat ive s e c u r i t y assurances . 
Th i s o b l i g a t i o n cannot be s h i r k e d under any pre tex t whatsoever. Pending the 
r e a l i z a t i o n of nuc l e a r disarmament, t h i s i s tho l e a s t the nuclear-weapon S ta t es shou ld 
undertake to do towards the non-nuclear-weapon S t a t e s . 

Except f o r a few StatQS, the overwhelming ma jo r i t y of S ta tes have, i n one way or 
another , assumed the o b l i g a t i o n not t o produce or acqu i re nuc l ea r vieapons. A l though 
some Sta tes have reached the necessary s c i e n t i f i c and t e c h n o l o g i c a l l e v e l s to 
manufacture nuc l e a r weapons, they s t i l l abide by such o b l i g a t i o n s . Some nuclear-weapor 
S t a t e s , w h i l e t o t a l l y d i s r e g a r d i n g t h e i r ovm v e r t i c a l nuc l ea r p r o l i f e r a t i o n and 
con t inuous l y expanding t h e i r ox-m nuc l ea r a r s e n a l s , clamour about the p reven t i on of 
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h o r i z o n t a l n u c l e a r p r o l i f e r a t i o n among the non-nuclear-weapon S t a t e s , and even attempt 
to depr ive those S ta tes of the r i g h t to the peace fu l tise of nuc l ea r energy or seek' 
t o r e s t r i c t such a r i g h t . Th i s i s o h v i o u s l y u n f a i r and i s an in f r ingement of the 
sovere ign r i g h t s of S t a t e s . .As the Superpowers are c ons t an t l y expanding t h e i r nuc l e a r 
a r sena l s -and c a r r y i n g oxxt nuc l ea r t h r e a t s , i t ' i s on l y by h a l t i n g v e r t i c a l nuc l ea r 
p r o l i f e r a t i o n that h o r i z o n t a l nuc l ea r p r o l i f e r a t i o n can be prevented . Th i s i s 
s e l f - e v i d e n t . 

China i s opposed to ma.jor povrar nuc l e a r monopoly. L i k e many o ther peace - l ov ing 
co-ontr ies, China does not advocate or encourage nuc l ea r p r o l i f e r a t i o n . And we aré 
empha t i ca l l y opposed to any p roduc t i on of nuc l ea r weapons by r a c i s t s and expans i on i s t s 
such as South A f r i c a and I s r a e l . 

To sum up , negat ive s e c u r i t y assura^nces g iven by the nuclear-weapon S ta tes to 
non-nuclear-weapon S ta t es are on ly a t r a n s i t i o n a l measure to be adopted pending 
nuc l e a r disarmament. The nuclear-weapon S ta tes should recogn ize the f a c t tha t the 
non-nuclear-weapon Sta tes f i n d themselves menaced by the danger of nuc l e a r war and 
n u c l e a r t h r e a t s , and tha t i t i s the s t r ong demand of the peoples of the wor ld tha t 
the Superpowers h a l t the arms race and ca r r y out nuc l ea r disarmament. The n u c l e a x - . 
weapon. S ta t es should m i c o n d i t i o n a l l y guarantee not to use o r th r ea t en to use nuc l ea r 
v/eapons aga ins t the non-nuclear-weapon S ta tes wi thout f u r t h e r de lay and, at the same 
t ime , they shou ld take e f f e c t i v e measures to ca r r y out nuc l e a r disarmament u n t i l the 
u l t i m a t e goa l of complete p r o h i b i t i o n and t o t a l d e s t r u c t i o n of nuc l e a r weapons i s 
ach i eved . 

F i n a l l y , the Chinese de l e ga t i on r e i t e r a t e s that China has u n i l a , t e r a l l y imdertalcen 
the u n c o n d i t i o n a l commitment not to u s e ' o i ' th rea t en to use nuclea^r wea.pons aga ins t 
non-nuclear-weapon .States and suggests t h a t , v/hen an i n t e r n a t i o n a l convent ion on 
s e c u r i t y a^ssuranceg i s e l abo ra t ed , the i n c l u s i o n of such comm.itraents should be taken 
i n t o c o n s i d e r a t i o n . We are a l s o prepa.red to v/ork together v/ith o ther de legates i n 
the Committee on Disarmament i n a cont inued e f f o r t to search f o r a common formula f o r 
s e c u r i t y assurances which w i l l conform to the requirements of the non-nuclear-weapon 
S ta tes and w i l l be accepta.ble to a l l the nuclear-weapon S t a t e s , 

The GHAIM-IAH; I thank the Ambassador of China f o r h i s statement and f o r the k i n d 
re ference he made to the C h a i r . 

D i s t i n g u i s h e d co l l eagues , you w i l l ' r e c a l l tha t the Committee adopted, at i t s 
142nd p l enary meet ing, a t ime tab l e of meetings to be h e l d by the Committee and i t s 
s u b s i d i a r y bodies d u r i n g the present v/eek. On tha t o c cas i on , щ predecessor noted • 
tha t no meet ing v/ав scheduled f o r F r i d a y a f t e rnoon . He a l so noted that the Cha i r 
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vrould in form the Committee on how best to u t i l i z e the time made a v a i l a b l e . I have 
consu l ted v i i th the Chairman of the ad hoc Working Groups and, at the request of the 
Chairman of the ad hoc Vforking Group on S e c u r i t y Assurances , vre agreed to recommend 
to the Committee that the a^fternoon meeting of F r i d a y , 7 August , be a l l o c a t e d f o r a 
meeting of that Working Group, which vrould s t a r t at 3 p.m. I f there i s no o b j e c t i o n , 
I take i t tha t the Committee agrees to t h i s recommendation. 

I t Vías so dec ided . 

The CHAIRMAN; The next p l enary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament v r i l l be 
h e l d on Thursday, 6 August at 10.30 a.m. 
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"6 ' . 

The CHAIRt'IAHi The Conmittee continúes today i t s further--соп-Бтаетаихоп"of--, 
agenda items and ou t s tand ing quest ions r e l a t i n g to the o r g a n i z a t i o n of >rork;- Gf 
course , i n accordance vj-ith r u l e JO of the r u l e s o f procedure m.embers vrish-ing to 
do so may make statements on any' other sub jec t r e l e v a n t to the work o f the 
Committee. • -

I would l i k e to extend a warm welcome to l i i s E x c e l l e n c y Anibassador Ru th , 
Commissioner f o r Disarmament and Arms- C o n t r o l of the Fede ra l Repub l i c o f Germany. 
Ambassador Ruth i s w e l l known i n the disarmam^ent community and needs no 
i n t r o d u c t i o n . 1 w ish him a f r u i t f u l s tay i n Geneva and 1 hope tha t the f i r s t - h a n d 
contac ts tha t he has made here w i l l be u s e f u l i n the performance of hi 's ' ; lmportant--
d u t i e s . Ambassador Ruth i s l i s t e d to speak tode-y and i t w i l l be my p l easure to 
g ive him the f l o o r as f i r s t spealeer, but before do ing so I would l i k e to g ive the 
f l o o r to the d i s t i n g u i s h e d Ambassador of Mongo l i a f o r a very sho r t . s t a t emen t . 

Ш. ERDEMBILEG (Mongol ia) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Russ ian ) : Ibo. Chairman, a l l ow 
me a l s o , on beha l f of the Mongo l ian d e l e g a t i o n , to welcome the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e o f 
the F ede ra l Repub l i c of Germany, Ambassador Ru th , who i s ta lc ing p a r t i n t oday ' s 
p l enary meet ing o f the Committee. 

On t h i s da te , a l l those to whom peace i s dear and who are f e r v e n t l y opposed 
to atomic war are commemorating the ann i ve r sa ry of the t r a g i c events of H i rosh ima 
and Nagasak i . As the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of Mongo l i a , a p e a c e - l o v i n g A s i a n count ry , 
I should l i k e to suggest to the m.embers of the Committee tha t we honour the. 
memory of the v i c t i m s of H i rosh ima and Nagasaki by a minute o f s i l e n c e . 

The CHAIRMAN; I thank the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep r e s en ta t i v e of Mongolia, f o r h i s 
statement and would agree w i t h him that v/e should observe a minute of s i lence. . . 
i n commemoration of those who d i ed du r ing the H i rosh ima bombing. L e t us s tand and 
observe a moment o f s i l e n c e . 

The Committee, s t a n d i n g , observed a minute of s i l e n c e . 

M r . RUTH (Federa l Repub l i c o f Germany); I4r. Chairm.an, .1". ajn vèry.hàppy..to. be 
here w i t h t h i s Committee and I am very g r a t e f u l f o r your k i n d wox'ds of welcome".' 
I would l i k e to r e c i p r o c a t e by w i s h i n g you good l u c k f o r your month of chairmanship 
o f t h i s important Committee. I would a l s o l i k e to thank your predecessor'^, the 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep r e s en ta t i v e of I n d i a , f o r the work he has been do ing f o r the 
Committee i n the prev ious month. 

I t i s a great honour f o r me to o u t l i n e today the p o s i t i o n o f the Fede ra l Repub l i c 
o f Germany on the d r a f t comprehensive programme of disarmament which i s submit ted 
today to the Committee by A u s t r a l i a , Be lg i i im, Japan, the Un i t ed Kingdom and the 
F ede ra l Repub l i c of Germany. I am d o i n g t h i s to con f i rm my Government's support 
f o r the Committee on Disarmament and the nego t i a t i ons on i n t e r n a t i o n a l disarmament 
and arms c o n t r o l . 

I am deeply conscious of the h i s t o r i c dimionsion o f б August , of 
H i rosh ima as a symbol f o r man's hope f o r a wor ld w i thout war. The l e s s o n o f the 
s u f f e r i n g s o f pas t and present wars as w e l l as the d i c t a t e s o f reason must l e ad 
us to the c o n c l u s i o n tha t today, i n the age of nuc l ea r weapons, a l l p o l i c y roust 
be d i r e c t e d towards peace. War and i i d l i t a r y c o n f l i c t s can no longer be cons idered 
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as p e r m i s s i b l e opt ions f o r p o l i t i c a l d e c i s i o n . I n s t ead , a l l p o l i c y must be 
determined by the ob j ec t i v e of p r e v en t ing m i l i t a r y c o n f l i c t w i t h a l l a v a i l a b l e 
p o l i t i c a l means. This presupposes tha t a l l S ta tes observe the p r i n c i p l e of the 
r e n u n c i a t i o n of the threa t to use and the use o f force embodied i n the Char t e r o f 
the U n i t e d Nat ions and talce s e r i o u s l y the o b l i g a t i o n to exe r c i s e r e s t r a i n t i n the 
a p p l i c a t i o n o f m i l i t a r y power. 

Disarmament and arms c o n t r o l consequent ly serve as instruments o f a r a t i o n a l 
p o l i c y aimed a t t r ans l a . t i n g the p r i n c i p l e of the r e n u n c i a t i o n o f force i n t o 
disarmament agreements, thus c o n t r i b u t i n g to the achievement of dependable peace. 

The Un i t ed Na-tions Genera l Assem.bly-, the Disarmament Commiission and the 
Committee on Disarmament eire the axenas of the wor ld-wide debate on s e c u r i t y p o l i c y 
v/hich i s const3,ntly ga-ining i n importance. As Chance l l o r Schmidt s a i d a t the f i r s t 
s p e c i a l s e s s i on o f the Genera l Assembly devoted to disarmament, i n the i n t e r e s t o f 
pea.ce we need a comprehensive p o l i t i c a l pa r tne r sh i p f o r s e c u r i t y . The tasks f a c i n g 
us today are more p r e s s i n g than ever be fo re . The d e s t r u c t i v e p o t e n t i a l of modern 
weapons and the f i n a n c i a l r esources now talcen up by m i l i t a r y expendi ture throughout 
the v ior ld compel u s , vdierever o p p o r t u n i t i e s e x i s t , to vrork v/ith g rea te r e f f o r t f o r 
concrete and v e r i f i a b l e arms l i m i t a t i o n and r e d u c t i o n measures. 

At the t h i r t y - f i f t h s e s s i o n o f the General Assembly, Fo r e i gn M i n i s t e r Genscher 
descr ibed disarm.ament as " the grea.t task o f the e i g h t i e s " . I n so do ing he s t r e s s e d 
the importance of t h i s sub jec t f o r my coun t r y ' s p o l i c y . To u s , disarmament and 
arms c o n t r o l are e s s e n t i a l components of a p o l i c y aimed a t the sa feguard ing of 
peace and a t co-opera/bion based on ]partnership. 

The Geneva Committee on Disarmament i s at present the on l y m u l t i l a t e r a l 
n e g o t i a t i n g forum v/ith v/orld-v/ids competence d e a l i n g s p e c i f i c a l l y v/ith disarmament 
i s s u e s . Th i s i s a great r e s p o n s i b i l i t y , I вм sure that-v/e v/ould l i k e to see the 
Committee make progress a.nd achieve t ang i b l e success i n i t s work. Success has , 
u n f o r t u n a t e l y , been la ,ck ing so f a r t h i s y ea r . There i s , the r e f o r e , no x'eason to 
g ive v/ay to euphor ia . But r e s i g n a t i o n i s not c a l l e d f o r e i t h e r . One need on l y 
imagine how much poorer i n t e r n a t i o n a l diplomacy v/ould be i f t h i s Committee, the 
numerous a c t i v i t i e s v/ i th in the Un i t ed Na/cions and the d i ve rse b i la te ra .1 and 
m u l t i l a t e r a l e f f o r t s f o r arms c o n t r o l and disarmament d i d not e x i s t . The 
disappointment a t the l a c k of t ang i b l e r e s u l t s i s there fore o f f s e t by the c o n v i c t i o n 
tha t the a v a i l a b l e instruments prov ide a framev/ork f o r nego t i a t i ons v/hich can and 
must be used . 

Th i s a l s o ho lds t rue f o r the a c t i v i t i e s o f the Ad Hoc Working Group on a 
Comprehensive Prograjnme of Disarmtanent, v/hich has made subs ta ,n t ia l progress dvir ing 
the pas t tv/o years under the d i r e c t i o n of ti/o h i g h l y exper ienced diploma/cs — 
Ambassador A d e n i j i from N i g e r i a and Ambassador Gaxc ia Robles from Mex i co . 

Together v/ith other S t a t e s , v/o have a l r eady made a. c o n t r i b u t i o n to the 
d i s cuss i ons a t t h i s yeax ' s s e s s i o n o f the Working Groups on 18 June, 
Ambassador P f e l f f e r submitted a v/orking paper v/hich o u t l i n e s the goals and 
p r i n c i p l e s tha t i n ovir viev/ should be embodied i n a comprehensive progranme o f 
disarmament. I n the paper v/e s t a t ed tha t v e regard a CPD to be o f p a r t i c u l a r value 
as i t can prov ide a conceptual framev/ork f o r disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s , défine c r i t e r i a 
and p r i n c i p l e s o f arms c o n t r o l and disarmament, and hence prov ide an important base 
f o r concrete n e g o t i a t i o n s . 
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Wi th the work ing paper i n t r oduced by Ambassador P f e i f f e r , we and our 
co-sponsors v/anted to a ,ss is t t h i s Committc:: i n f u l f i l l i n g thr- task i t has been 
g iven i n p r e p a r i n g f o r the for thcoming second s p e c i a l s e s s i on of the General Assembly 
devoted 'to disarmament. Today we want- to go one step f u r t h e r by i n t r o d u c i n g a, 
complete d r a f t t e x t , which i s conta ined i n the work ing paper before you, submitted 
by the c oun t r i e s 1 mentioned. Th i s dra,ft i s based on the work c a r r i e d out so f a r 
and i s designed to develop f u r t h e r the r e s u l t s ach i eved . I t i s in tended to 
demionst-ra-te'-the form, and substance v;hich might , i n our v iew, make a com.prehënsive 
programme of disarmament acceptab le to a l l . 

Wi th t h i s c o n t r i b u t i o n to the d i s c u s s i o n we are c o n t i n u i n g the course we have 
pursued on t h i s sub jec t from, the very o u t s e t . We know tha t the p r o j e c t of 
deve lop ing a GPD i s a p a r t i c u l a r concern of our f r i e n d s from the non-a l i gned 
coun t r i e s 5 and we have c o n s i s t e n t l y supported them i n tha t endeavour. I shou ld 
l i k e to r e c a l l the c o n t r i b u t i o n we made i n 1979 (work ing рафег A/'CIT.IO/S o f 
22 May 1979) when the aim was f i r s t to develop i n the Un i t ed Nat ions Disarmament 
Commission the "e lements" o f a comprehensive programm.e o f disarmament. I n our new 
c o n t r i b u t i o n we are guided by the w i l l to he lp promote e f f e c t i v e l y ' a l l s e r i ous 
e f f o r t s f o r disarmament and arms c o n t r o l . Th i s means, i n our v iew, t ha t the 
programme must not l ose s i g h t o f the long- te rm goa l s , but a t the same time has to 
be geared to the goa ls tha t can be a t t a i n e d i n the fo reseeab le f u t u r e . We r e a l i z e 
tha t a programme wi thout a pe r spec t i v e would t u r n i n t o r o u t i n e a n d - i h a t a programme 
w i thout a sense o f r e a l i t y would become a. source of d isappointment and r e s i g n a t i o n . 
Consequent ly , we aim at a programme which i s both f o rwa rd - l o ok ing and r e a l i s t i c . 

We a l l r e a l i z e tha t e f f o r t s f o r disarmament and arms c o n t r o l have become more 
d i f f i c u l t i n the l a s t few y e a r s . Much has been s a i d about tha t he re . Th i s Committee 
knows tha t i n per fo rming i t s tasks i t must not assume a p o s i t i o n o f p r i v i l e g e d 
i s o l a t i o n . M i l i t a r y c o n f l i c t s and h o s t i l i t i e s i n var i ous p a r t s o f the wor ld have 
been r e g i s t e r e d w i t h concern , A p o l i t i c a l s o l u t i o n has s t i l l not been found f o r 
A f g h a n i s t a n , as demanded by the ma jo r i t y of the Mem.bers o f the Un i t ed N a t i o n s . 
U n f o r t u n a t e l y , the e f f o r t s o f the non-a l i gned c o u n t r i e s , e s p e c i a l l y the I s l a i a i c 
S t a t e s , have been unsuccess fu l so f a r . I t i s to be hoped tha t the i n i t i a t i v e taken 
by the ten member coun t r i e s o f the European Community w i l l he lp brúig about a 
s o l u t i o n . The Western S ta t e s have u n d e r l i n e d the d e s t a b i l i z i n g changes X'/hich have 
occurred i n the East-V/est m- i l i t a r y ba lance . We are convinced tha t peace and 
s t a b i l i t y between Eas t and West serve v/orld peace and tha t i n s t a b i l i t y i n t h i s 
r e g i o n vj- i l l have adverse e f f e c t s on other r e g i o n s . Consequent ly , the members of 
the Nor th A t l a n t i c a l l i a n c e regard a s t a b l e m i l i t a r y balance as an important c o n t r i b u t i o n 
to s e c u r i t y and peace i n g e n e r a l . The ob j e c t i v e of arms c o n t r o l i s to a t t a i n such 
a balance a t - t h e l ox res t -poss ib l e l e v e l of armaments, e s p e c i a l l y nuc l e a r armaments. 
Th i s is-, the u n d e r l y i n g ob j e c t i v e of the d e c i s i o n taken by the mem.bers of the 
Nor th A t l a n t i c - a l l i a n c e on 12 December 1979. Tak ing i n t o account the growing 
d i s e q u i l i b r i u m to the det r iment o f the V/est i n the f i e l d of miodium-range nuc l ea r 
m i s s i l e s , the members of the a l l i a n c e took a d e c i s i o n wh ich , we are conv inced , 
can be desc r ibed as both r e spons i b l e and f o rwa rd - l o ok ing . I t conta ins the elements 
o f r e s t r a i n t and moderat ion as p o t e n t i a l instrijtments f o r p r e v e n t i n g an arm.s race 
as i t i s chax-acterized by the f o l l o w i n g f a c t s s 

The d e c i s i o n on modern i za t i on , necessaxy f o r reasons of defence and de te r rence , 
was l i n k e d to an o f f e r of n ego t i a t i ons aim.ed a t l i m . i t i n g and r educ ing the 
n-umber of weapons systems of both s i d e s ; . 



CD/PV.144 
9 

(l-îr. Ru th , F ede ra l Repub l i c o f Germany) 

Great importance was a t tached to t ransparency and c a l c u l a b i l i t y : the number 
o f new.systems, l i m i t e d from the ou t s e t , was made known four years p r i o r 
to t h e i r deployment5 

The fu ture deployment of new systems w i l l not inc r ease the t o t a l number o f 
nuc l ea r weapons i n iCurope. Th i s number w i l l i n f a c t be decreased. I n 
December 1979 the d e c i s i o n was taken i n NATO to withdraw 1,000 nuc l e a r 
warheads from Europe, Th i s w i thdrawal has a l r eady been e f f e c t ed . I n a d d i t i o n , 
the nevr weapons w i l l r ep l ace o l d system.s one f o r one. The reduced l e v e l w i l l 
thus not be r a i s e d . 

Our i n t e r e s t i s now d i r e c t e d towards the opening o f i\inerican-Soviet n e g o t i a t i o n s 
l a t e r t h i s y ea r . Vie are g r e a t l y g r a t i f i e d a t the prospect of these nego t i a t i ons 
be ing s t a r t e d . The Western a l l i e s are mailing i n t e n s i v e p repara t i ons f o r the t a l k s . 

Nego t i a t i ons on arms l i m i t a t i o n w i l l be a l l the more f r u i t f u l the g rea ter 
the t ransparency of e x i s t i n g p o t e n t i a l s and m i l i t a r y a c t i v i t i e s and the g rea te r the 
conf idence i n p r e d i c t a b l e m i l i t a r y conduct by the other s i d e . Consequently , the 
c o n f i d e n c e - b u i l d i n g measures a l r eady agx-eed upon a t the 1975 Conference on S e c u r i t y 
and Co-opera t i on i n Europe are impor tant . For the same reason we a t t a c h grea,t 
s i g n i f i c a n c e to the p roposa l f o r a conference on disarmam^ent i n Europe o r i g i n a l l y 
made by the Government o f F r ance . Th i s conference i s to be h e l d w i t h i n the CSCE 
framevrork and i n i t i a l l y have the task of work ing out c o n f i d e n c e - b u i l d i n g measures 
to be app l i ed to the whole of Europe. The Madr id f o l l ow-up Conference, charged w i t h 
f o r m u l a t i n g a p r e c i s e mandate f o r such a disarmament conference, went i n t o recess 
a t the end o f J u l y and w i l l be reconvened i n October . We r e g r e t t h a t , i n s p i t e of 
a c o n s t r u c t i v e and f a r - r e a c h i n g Western p r o p o s a l , the d e s i r e d r e s u l t s have not ye t 
been achieved and we hope tha t the Ma,drid conference can be bx-ought to a subs tan t i v e 
and balanced conc lus i on l s . t e r t h i s y ea r . 

The. for thcoming n e g o t i a t i o n s on medi^.-range nuc l ea r weapons and the endeavours 
to achieve consensus on the mandate f o r a conference on disarmament i n Europe 
w i t h i n the CSCE framev/ork .are o f the utmost importance f o r East-West r e l a t i o n s and 
the s e c u r i t y of the S ta tes d i r e c t l y or i n d i r e c t l y i n v o l v e d . These nego t i a t i ons 
and endeavours w i l l supplement the V ienna MBFR t a l k s and the SALT process and 
demonstrate tha t concx-ete n e g o t i a t i o n s are p o s s i b l e even under d i f f i c u l t 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l c i r cumstances . They are des igned, under the p r e v a i l i n g East-West 
s e c u r i t y c o n d i t i o n s , to he lp ensure conf idence , througl i the g rea ter t ransparency 
and c a l c u l a b i l i t y of m i l i t a r y conduct and through r e s t r a i n t i n the use o f m i l i t a r y 
f o r c e , and to create a s t ab l e balance, at the lov/est p o s s i b l e m i l i t a r j ^ l e v e l . 

We are convinced that a s u c c e s s f u l oxitcome of these nego t i a t i ons v/ould be 
b e n e f i c i a l f o r v/orld peace. V/e r e a l i z e a t the same time tha t nego t i a t i ons and 
agreements between East and V/est ca,n c o n s t i t u t e on l y p a r t of the u n i v e r s a l 
endeavours f o r disarmament and arms c o n t r o l . They must be accompanied by 
n e g o t i a t i o n s and agreements on a .global s ca l e and i n other r e g i o n s . The vrork of 
t h i s Committee, such important t r e a t i e s as the n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n T r ea t y , the T r ea t y 
of T l a t e l c l c o e s t a b l i s h i n g a nuclear-weapon- free zone i n L a t i n Amer ica , the 
comprehensive d ia logue i n the Un i t ed Nat ions and e s p e c i a l l y the f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i o n 
o f the Genera l Assem.bly devoted to d.isarmament are but a„ fev/ o f the stages a l ong 
the road so f a r . 
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Those r e spons i b l e f o r c once i v i n g the i d ea o f a comprehensive programme of 
disarmament f e l t i t was necessary to g ive ne\r impulses ' to the disarmament e f f o r t s . 
•We share t h e i r c o n v i c t i o n and f e e l sure that the next s p e c i a l s e s s i o n o f the 
Genera l Assembly devoted to disarmaiment can i n f a c t prov ide impor tant impulses by 
adopt ing such a programme. 

We askeô- ourse l ves how such a, programme should be d r a f t e d so tha t i t i s 
c onv inc ing , e f f e c t i v e and a t the same time capable of g a i n i n g acceptance by 
consensus. The paper before you conta ins the ideas which we and other m.em.bcrs 
o f t h i s Committee cons ider importa.nt and u s e f u l . I n d r a f t i n g the paper we have 
f o l l owed as c l o s e l y as p o s s i b l e prev ious work, but have developed c e r t a i n 
p o i n t s . Permi t me • to s i n g l e out a. few elements of the paper 

1. . I n the paper we use the tvro terras "disarmament" and "arms c on t r o l " . . 
Disarmament i s in tended to des ignate the long- te rm goa l of com.plete and genera l 
disarmament .under e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l c o n t r o l as vre l l as a world-v; ide process 
aimed a t the g radua l e l i m i n a t i o n o f armaments, 

. .' Arms c o n t r o l i s in tended to mean the t o t a l i t y of co -opera t i ve e f f o r t s 
designed to r e s t r i c t , i n t h i s armed wo r l d , the use of m i l i t a r y f o rce i n s p i t e 
of c o n t i n u i n g d i f f e r e n c e s , to promote s t a b i l i t y and t ransparency i n the m i l i t a r y 
sphere and thus improve the prospec ts f o r managing and p r e v e n t i n g c r i s e s . Arms 
c o n t r o l i n c l u d e s i n p a r t i c u l a r v e r i f i a b l e arms l i m i t a t i o n and r e d u c t i o n o r i e n t e d 
towards the ob j e c t i v e o f s t ab l e m i l i t a r y ba l ance . 

2. I t i s nat-ural tha t the e f f o r t s to l i m i t and reduce n u c l e a r weapons have 
spec ia l - s i g n i f i c a n c e i n disarmament and arms c o n t r o l . Fo r tha t reason we 
a t t a c h grea,t importance to the SiiLT p rocess , Hov/ever, i n the endeavours to 
l i m i t nuc l e a r weajpons i n accordance v/ith a r t i c l e 6 of the non -p ro l i f e r e c t i on T r ea t y 
one cannot over look tha t conven t i ona l weapons are s t i l l used i n c o n f l i c t s toda,y 
and that , nuclea^r disarmament w i thout t r u s t , r e l i a b l e da t a on e x i s t i n g p o t e n t i a l s 
and adequa.te v e r i f i c a t i o n can have on ly l i m i t e d prospects o f l a t s t i ng success . 
I n these f i e l d s of c o l l a t e r a l endea,vours a r e a . l i s t i c comprehensive programme of 
disarmament can , i n our v iew, be p a r t i c u l a r l y u s e f u l v/ith regard to both nuc l e a r 
disarmament and disarmament i n g e n e r a l . 

3. We regard the GPD as an overviev/ of the nego t i a t i ons , c u r r e n t l y i n progress 
i n o ther bodies and as a conceptua l framevrork f o r the va r i ous negot ia . t ions i n 
the f u t u r e , V/ith i t s concepts and concrete suggest ions the CPD should be 
designed to f a c i l i t a t e n e g o t i a t i o n s , no ma.tter i n v/hich body they are conducted. 
I t i s obvious tha t the n e g o t i a t i o n s i n the Committee on Disarmament i t s e l f and 
the a c t i v i t i e s o f the U n i t e d Nattions m.u3t occupy a spec ia , l p o s i t i o n i n the 
CPD. 
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4 . We cons ider i t necessary tha t the CPD to be adopted by the second s p e c i a l 
s e s s i on o f the General Assembly devoted to disarmament should improve c ond i t i ons 
f o r achiev ing, concrete and v e r i f i a b l e disarmament measures: m.ere disarmament 
d e c l a r a t i o n s or polemics and u n r e a l i s t i c disarmament demands w i l l not be capable 
o f improv ing the chances o f peace i n our t ime, 

5. W i th t h i s i n mind, v/e regaxd the f o l l o w i n g p o i n t s of the CPD as p a r t i c u l a r l y 
impor tan t . . They apply to nuc l e a r and convent iona l arms a l i k e ; 

The world-v/ide d ia logue on s e c u r i t y i s sues must be i n t e n s i f i e d . I t w i l l be 
a l l the more f r u i t f u l , the more p o s i t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l developments a r e . 

The agreement o f concrete c o n f i d e n c e - b u i l d i n g measixres which have to ,be , 
adapted to the s p e c i f i c c ond i t i ons of i n d i v i d u a l reg ions г^па. which b r i n g 
about g rea ter t ransparency and c a l c u l a b i l i t y o f each s i d e ' s a c t i v i t i e s , i s 
a way of r educ ing wor ld-wide d i s t r u s t and f e a r , t e n s i o n and h o s t i l i t y . W i th 
concrete c o n f i d e n c e - b u i l d i n g measures we are t a c k l i n g the roo t causes o f the 
arms b u i l d - u p . 

We regard the ongoing a c t i v i t i e s i n the Un i t ed Hâtions system f o r a c h i e v i n g 
t ransparency and c o m p a r a b i l i t y o f m i l i t a r y p o t e n t i a l s and budgets as another 
bas i s f o r present and fu ture disarmament e f f o r t s and as a c o n t r i b u t i o n to 
c o n f i d e n c e - b u i l d i n g . We there fore advocate tha t the s tandard i zed r e p o r t i n g 
system f o r m i l i t a r y expendi tures be developed f u r t h e r . I t i s a r e a l i s t i c 
i n i t i a l step towards the balanced r e d u c t i o n of m i l i t a r y eDфenditures. 

The r e l i a b i l i t y and compara,b i l i ty o f data on m i i l i t a r y p o t e n t i a l s can a l s o be 
prompted by e s t a b l i s h i n g r e g i s t e r s w i t h i n the framevrork of the Un i t ed N a t i o n s . 

V e r i f i c a t i o n remains a key element of a.11 arms c o n t r o l and disarmament e f f o r t s . 
E f f e c t i v e p r a c t i c a l v e r i f i c a t i o n methods are needed so tha t S ta tes w i l l have a 
j u s t i f i c a t i o n f o r bas ing t h e i r s e c u r i t y i n c r e a s i n g l y a l so on arms c o n t r o l and 
disarmament agreements. Adequate v e r i f i c a t i o n i s necessary to ensure tha t 
agreements that have been concluded are i n f a c t b e ing observed. Through, 
e f f e c t i v e v e r i f i c a t i o n coupled w i t h a departure from excess ive secrecy the 
c r e d i b i l i t y o f arms c o n t r o l and disarmament e f f o r t s ca.n be achieved which i s 
needed to ga in the dependable support ox the genera l p u b l i c . 

6. The c r e d i b i l i t y o f the CPD i t s e l f w i l l depend on how r e a l i s t i c i t s ob j e c t i v es 
a r e . We agree tha t the programme should not be conf ined to p r i n c i p l e s alone but 
should i n c lude concrete measures a,s w e l l . The most important of these measures 
should be ass igned to the f i r s t phase. Any th ing tha t can be achieved now or i n 
the immediate fu ture must be g iven p r i o r i t y . Every step counts . 
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But l e t us not over look the f a c t tha t 
l e s s but no more. Such a programme cannot 
when Sta,tes must i n i t i a t e p a r t i c u l a r nep'oti 
r e s u l t s . 

( f e . Huth , F ede ra l Repub l i c of Germany) 

we are d e a l i n g w i t h a programm.e — no 
be expected to be ab le to determine 
.at ions and vrhen they must produce 

Th is does not mean tha t we regard the tim.e f a c t o r as i r r e l e v a n t . We take 
account o f i t i n our d r a f t 03̂  p ropos ing p e r i o d i c reviews as a c e n t r a l element 
of the CPD. Th is propésal i s based on the f i n a l document o f the f i r s t s p e c i a l 
s e s s i on o f the Genera l Assembly devoted to disarmament, of which paragraph 109 
s t r e s s e s the need f o r a c o n t i n u i n g rev i ew. 

The purpose of such rev iews should be to analyse the progress achieved i n 
the implem.entation o f the programme, i n other words to e f f e c t a k i n d of i n t e r i m 
assessment. ' They would serve to show whether the cur r en t phase of the programme 
cou ld be regarded as completed. I t would then be p o s s i b l e to examine v/hich steps 
need to be taken nex t , and the date would be se t f o r the next r ev i ew . 

The rhythm o f these p e r i o d i c rev iews should be such as t o ensure t h e i r 
optimum e f f e c t i v e n e s s . We regard them as the cent rep iece of the comprehensive 
programme of disarmament. They are to prov ide the impulses which we v^ant the CPD 
to generate . 

The growing interdependence of a l l p a r t s of the wor ld and the commitment 
to sa f eguard ing peace app ly wor ld -w ide . Consequent ly , v/e should do our utm-ost 
to c o n t r i b u t e to the v i t a l i t y and the e f f e c t i v eness of the d i s c u s s i o n s w i t h i n 
the Un i t ed Nat ions and the n e g o t i a t i o n s i n the Geneva Committee on Disarm^unent, 

Th i s i s the great task f a c i n g the Committee on Disarmament. The vi/ork 
performed here should not be under ra t ed . I t should not be measiired on ly by the 
number o f agreements prepared f o r s i g n a t u r e . The d e d i c a t i o n of a l a r g e пгшЬег 
of S ta tes v/ith d i f f e r i n g i n t e r e s t s to the work of the Commàttee on Disarmament 
and to progress i n arms c o n t r o l and dise.rmament — here I r u v e i n mind i n part ic i i j ,3.r 
the work ing groups on chemica l and on r a d i o l o g i c a l weapon's — i s indeed encourag ing . 
I n view of the prepaz 'at ions f o r the second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n o f the General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament, t h i s a p p l i e s as w e l l to the CPD V/orking Group. The v/ork 
of the f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i o n devoted to disarmajnent, which was the r e s u l t of an 
i n i t i a t i v e launched toy the non-a l i gned and n e u t r a l c o u n t r i e s , must be f o l l owed 
up s u c c e s s f u l l y a t the second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n . An importe^nt c o n t r i b u t i o n to 
a c h i e v i n g - t h i s ob j e c t i v e cou ld be made by a s s u r i n g tha t 'the com.prehensive programme' 
of disarmament i s prepared as c a r e f u l l y as p o s s i b l e and i n a v/ay which v / i l l i n c r ease 
the prospects o f i t be ing accepted by consensus. Th is i s the o b j e c t i v e . m o t i v a t i n g 
the d r a f t which I have had the honour of s u b m i t t i n g today. 
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The CШ\•IШ̂ I/'lИ̂ ; I thank the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep r e s en ta t i v e of the Federa l Repub l i c 
of Germany f o r h i s statement a.nd f o r the k ind re ference he made to the C h a i r . Before 
g i v i n g the f l o o r to the next speaker, I should l i k e to recognize the presence among us 
of Senator Clayborne P e l l of the United States Senate, where he i s the r ank ing m i n o r i t y 
member of the Senate Fo r e i gn R e l a t i o n s Committee. He i s here to observe tho work of 
the Committee and I hope tha t he w i l l f i n d time to meet w i t h members and exchange views 
w i th them. 

№. OKAWÀ (Japan) : Mr. Chairman, a l though i t was Iwho suggested at an in f o rma l 
meeting of the Committee that we could perhaps s i m p l i f y our p r o t o c o l , I do wish to 
extend a warm welcome to you on your a r r i v e d i n Geneva and to congra tu la te you on your 
assumption of the Cha i r f o r the f i n a l month of our I98I s e s s i o n . I a l so wish to 
express my d e l e g a t i o n ' s warm f e e l i n g s of g r a t i t ude to /irnbassador Venkateswaran f o r the 
w i t t y Ind ian summer he provided f o r us a l l and f o r the smart and e f f i c i e n t manner i n 
which he pres ided over us and our f a t e s du r ing the mionth of J u l y . May I a l s o take t h i s 
oppor tun i t y to welcome Ambassador Ruth of the Fede ra l Repub l i c of Germany amongst us 
t h i s morning and to thank him f o r hav ing f o r m a l l y introduced document CD/205 to the 
Committee. % d e l e g a t i o n i s one of the co-sponsors of tha t docmiont. May I a l so 
express my d e l e g a t i o n ' s welcome to Senator P e l l of the United States of /unerica. 

At the meeting of the Heads of State and Government of seven na t i ons held i n 
Ottawa on 20 and 21 J u l y 1981, Mr. Zenko' S u z u k i , the Japanese Priiue M n i s t e r , once aga in 
made a s t rong appeal to h i s s i x co l l eagues on the need f o r nuc l ea r disarmament. P l a c ing 
nuc l ea r disarmament as the i tem of the h i ghes t p r i o r i t y on the l i s t has l ong been the 
fundamental p o s i t i o n of Japan i n the f i e l d of arms c o n t r o l and disarmament. 

In 1945} 36 years ago, when Japan became the v i c t i m of nuc l e a r weapons, there was 
on ly one nuclear-weapon State i n the wo r l d . That number has been i n c r e a s i n g , and w i l l 
cont inue to inc rease i n the years ahead, un l ess there can be a concerted e f f o r t by 
both nuclear-weapon and non-nuclear-weapon Sta tes to muster hum^n common sense to 
counter t h i s s u i c i d a l t r e n d . Our u l t i m a t e aim should be, of coui 'se, to reduce the 
present number of nuclear-weapon States to zero — through the complete and t o t a l 
e l i m i n a t i o n of nuc l e a r weapons from t h i s p l a n e t . Since tha t e v e n t u a l i t y i s not and 
cannot be foreseen i n the near f u t u r e , we must, i n the meanwhile, at l e a s t t r y to keep 
the present number from i n c r e a s i n g . That i s why the Government of Japan regards the 
e x i s t i n g n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n regime as an important c o n t r i b u t i o n to i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace 
and s e c u r i t y i n the present wor ld . This reg.ime, w i t h a l l i t s shortcomings, must be 
mainta ined . I t m.u3t be prevented from d i s i n t e g r a t i n g . I t must be f u r t h e r 
strengthened so that the ob j e c t i v e of p reven t ing the f u r t h e r spread of nuc l e a r weapons 
can cont inue to be ach ieved , wh i l e of course a l l o w i n g f o r and promoting the peace fu l 
a p p l i c a t i o n of nuc l ea r energy f o r those i n need i n the decades ahead. ' 

But we, the members of t h i s Cormnitteo, and, e s p e c i a l l y the nuclear-weapon States 
p a r t i e s to tho n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n Trea ty , must not f o rge t what happened at l a s t y e a r ' s 
EPT Review Conference. They must remember that the f a i l u r e of that Conference to 
adopt a f i n a l d e c l a r a t i o n was due to the l a c k of progress i n nuc l ea r disarmament under 
a r t i c l e VI of the n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n Trea ty . The ques t i on of h a l t i n g v e r t i c a l 
p r o l i f e r a t i o n i s , at l e a s t i n the view of the non-nuclear-weapon S t a t e s , of even 
grea ter urgency than tha t of p revent ing h o r i z o n t a l p r o l i f e r a t i o n — c o n s i d e r i n g that 
the l a t t e r has so f a r been prevented by the NPT regime. The nuclear-weapon S ta t e s , 



CD/PV.144 
14 

(l'ír. Okav;?, Japan) 

a l l f i v e of them, must make m.uch g rea te r e f f o r t s towards nuc l ea r disarmament. This i s 
a b s o l u t e l y e s s e n t i a l , not on l y f o r the m.pintenance of the e x i s t i n g n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n 
system, but indeed f o r the very s u r v i v a l of m-^nkind. I t i s not merely a ques t i on of 
e s t a b l i s h i n g ad hoc -working groups or of c-^mducting s t ruc tu red in f o rma l c o n s u l t a t i o n s 
i n t h i s Comjnittee. I t i s a m.atter of momentous importance, a matter on which r e a l 
subs tan t i v e progress must be made before i t i s too l a t e . 

Over the y e a r s , a great many concrete proposa ls f o r nuc l ea r disarmament have been 
put forward by the non-nuclear-weapon States and by the nuclear-weapon Sta tes 
themselves. We have a whole l i s t of such proposa ls before us i n t h i s CorAmittee under 
the, heading "Ces sa t i on of the nuc l ea r arms race and nuc l ea r disarmament". Japan would 
not be aga ins t any. of them provided that they were to be f e a s i b l e under the present 
circum.stances. However, we are forced to admit tha t none of these proposa ls i s going 
to be e a s i l y achieved i f the e x i s t i n g i n t e r n a t i o n a l order — char-'^cterized by 
c o n f r o n t a t i o n between East and V/est — cont inues as a ca r r y - ove r from the immediate 
post-war p e r i o d . 

That i s why my d e l e g a t i o n has repea ted ly er^phasized the urgency of a ch i e v ing a 
comprehensive nuc l e a r t e s t ban as the one measure tha t would appear to be f e a s i b l e 
under the c i r cumstances , and consequently the most important measure at the present 
moment. I t i s the one measure on vjhich three nuclear-weapon States have been 
conduct ing se r i ous n e g o t i a t i o n s s ince 19775 those S ta tes have even presented us w i t h 
o c cas i ona l progress r epo r t s on t h e i r n e g o t i a t i o n s . A comprehensive t e s t ban t r e a t y 
would act as a r e s t r a i n t on the f u r t h e r q u a l i t a t i v e developm.ent o f n u c l e a r weapons, 
and i n tha t sense would be the f i r s t meaningful step towards nuc l ea r disarmament. 

ify d e l e g a t i o n has expressed i t s e l f i n favour of the es tab l i shment of a СТБ 
working group i n t h i s Committee as one way of making progress on t h i s mat te r . I t w i l l 
cont inue to c a l l f o r the es tab l i shment of such a working group. Let me u n d e r l i n e , 
however, tha t the s e t t i n g up of the working group i s not i n i t s e l f the o b j e c t i v e ; i t 
i s the commencement of subs tan t i v e d i s c u s s i o n s and nego t i a t i ons i n t h i s m u l t i l a t e r a l 
forum tha t i s impor tant . The beg inn ing of such m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s , l ong 
overdue, i s a l l tho more important i n view nf the approach inr second s p e c i a l s eas i on of 
the General Assembly. The mere s e t t i n g up of a СТБ working group would be a very 
meagre achievement indeed , but i f the Committee on Disarra.-^m.ent were ab le to r epo r t 
even tha t achievement to the s p e c i a l s e s s i on next y ea r , i t x/ould be of some 
s i g n i f i c a n c e . At next y e a r ' s s p e c i a l s e s s i o n , we must be able to r epo r t on some 
movement i n the r i g h t d i r e c t i o n . 

In t h i s connec t i on , I am once aga in to urge the three nuclear-weapon Sta tes 
concerned to reopen t h e i r t r i p a r t i t e СТБ n e g o t i a t i o n s wi thout f u r t h e r de l ay . At the 
same t ime, I aga in remind the d i s t i n g u i s h e d de legates of those three St^^tes tha t I 
addressed c e r t a i n quest ions to them i n t h i s Comiinittee on 7 August 1930, i n connect ion 
w i th the t r i p a r t i t e r epo r t t h a t . t h e y submitted to us l a s t y ea r . 

I n c i d e n t a l l y , my Gnvemmont has noted tha t Mr. Eugene V. Rostow, the D i r e c t o r of 
the United States Arms Con t ro l and Disarmament Agency, r e f e r r ed to the Threshold Test 
Ban Treaty and the Peace fu l Nuclear Exp l os i ons Trea ty , signed by the Sov ie t Union and 
the United S t a t e s , i n h i s statement before the Comjaittee on iirmed Se rv i c es of the 
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United States Senate on 24 J u l y 1981. Rostov sa id that he be l i e ved there vas 
mer i t i n these t r e a t i e s , and tha t the United Sta tes Government should move forward 
on them. % uDvernm,ent cons iders t h i s statement as worthy of a t t e n t i o n from, the 
p o i n t o f view of the promotion of nuc l ea r disarm,ament. 

I t i s to be deplored that nuc l ea r e xp l o s i on t e s t s cont inue to be conducted by 
the nuclear-weapon S ta t e s . I am i n s t r u c t e d to r e i t e r a t e Japan 's o p p o s i t i o n to any 
nuc l ea r t e s t by any State whatsoever. 

I s h a l l now t u r n to the ques t i on of negat ive s e c u r i t y assurances . 

I t i s on ly n a t u r a l tha t a State which h.^s ?u'"enounced the possess ion of nuc l ea r 
weapons should wish to be assured that the nuclear-weapon States w i l l not use or 
th rea ten to use nuc l ea r weapons aga inst i t . Such a State has every r i g h t to expect 
that i t s non-nuclear-weapon s ta tus w i l l be r espec t ed , that i t s s e c u r i t y w i l l not be 
jeopardized because i t has renounced i t s n u c l e a r o p t i o n ; i t f e e l s e n t i t l e d to an 
assurance that i t w i l l never be at tacked w i t h nuc l ea r weapons — un less i t i t s e l f 
i n i t i a t e s an a t t ack on a nuclear-weapon State or i t s a l l i e s w i th the support of or i n 
a s s o c i a t i o n w i th another nuclear-weapon S t a t e . 

As a means of seeking to s a t i s f y the l e g i t i m a t e c la ims o f the 'non-nuclear-weapon 
States i n t h i s r egard , the Ad Hoc Working Group on S e c u r i t y Assurances has been 
endeavouring s ince 1979 to achieve progress i n t h i s f i e l d . The Japanese d e l e ga t i on 
would l i k e to express i t s deep a p p r e c i a t i o n to Ш. E l Barade i of Egypt and 
M n i s t e r C i a r r a p i c o of I t a l y f o r t h e i r p a i n s t a k i n g and methodica l e f f o r t s to advance 
our work on negat ive s e c u r i t y assurances as the success i ve Chairmen of the Working 
Group. At t h i s y e a r ' s s e ss i on of the Committee, we have p a r t i c u l a r l y apprec ia ted the 
var i ous working papers v;hich Mr. C i a r r a p i c o has presented to us on the substance of 
eventual negat ive s e c u r i t y assurances and on the i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of the va r i ous f ea tures 
of the assurances tha t could be g iven to the non-nuclear-weapon S ta t e s . I wish to 
congra tu la te Mr. C i a r r a p i c o on the .masterly way i n which he wound up the subs tan t i v e 
par t of the d i s c u s s i o n s i n h i s Working Group l a s t week, on 28 J u l y . 

Of course , i t would be i d e a l i f the s e c u r i t y of the non-nuclear-weapon States 
could be guaranteed through a s i n g l e g l oba l i n t e r n a t i o n a l convent ion . . However, t h i s 
p o s s i b i l i t y i s t o t a l l y u n r e a l i s t i c and no consensus can be achieved on t h i s approach. 
We must be pragmat ic , and we must avoid be ing p e r f e c t i o n i s t s from the ou t s e t . That 
i s why we have adopted the m.ore r e a l i s t i c approach — which i s to take as a s t a r t i n g 
po in t the i n d i v i d u a l d e c l a r a t i o n s a l ready made by the f i v e nuclear-weapon S ta t e s , to 
t r y to ex t r ac t the elements common to those f i v e dec lar i^ t ions and to use those elements 
to t r y to a r r i v e at a согтлоп formula f o r s e c u r i t y assurances . 

In t h i s connect ion , very s p e c i a l mention should be made of the s u b s t a n t i a l 
c o n t r i b u t i o n made by iuabassador F e i n of the Nether lands i n h i s statements of 
2б June 1979? 14 A p r i l 1981 and 30 J u l y I9SI. ilmb^ss^dor F e i n ' s statements prov ide 
an extre.mely i n t e r e s t i n g a n a l y s i s and the Governi?ient of Japan i s of the view that the 
Dutch proposa l c o n s t i t u t e s a r e a l i s t i c and promis ing b a s i s f o r our d e l i b e r a t i o n s i n 
t h i s Coiiimittee. 
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The non-nuclear-weapon States are n a t u r a l l y i n t e r e s t e d . i n o h t a i n i n g the m^ximuia . 
degree of assurances r ega rd ing t h e i r s e c u r i t y , bu t - a t the same tim.e we must not f o rge t 
that i t i s the nuclear-weapon States which are to extend the assurances . Th is 
d e l e ga t i on would there fo re be i n t e r e s t e d i n hea r ing more from the nuclear-weapon States 
r ega rd ing the Dutch p r o p o s a l . 

Before conc lud ing on t h i s sub jec t , I w ish to s t a t e the view of my de l ega t i on , 
that e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l arrangements f o r negat i ve s e c u r i t y assurances would he lp 
to r e i n f o r c e the. e x i s t i n g n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n regime and could c o n s t i t u t e a p r e l i m i n a r y 
step towards nuclear.disarmam.ent. However, my deleg-^tion agrees w i t h 
Ambassador Yu. Peiwen of China that a negat ive s e c u r i t y a s s u r a n c e ' i s on ly a 
t r ' - ^ns i t i ona l measure pending nuc l ea r disarmament. % Government cont inues to ma in ta in 
tha t optimum, negat i ve s e c u r i t y assurances can be achieved only through n u c l e a r 
disarmament — tha t i s to say, t h e ' t o t a l e l i m i n a t i o n of nuc l ea r weapons. 

The ex i s t ence of iri'utual t r u s t and conf idence am.ong the nuclear-weapon S ta tes i s 
e s s e n t i a l to the c e s s a t i o n of the nuc l e a r arms' race and to the ndvancement of n u c l e a r 
disarmament. And such t r u s t and conf idence among na t i ons can be generated on ly 
through s e l f - r e s t r a i n t i n the behaviour of n a t i o n s , based on the s t r i c t and f a i t h f u l 
observance of the p r i n c i p l e s of the United Hâtions Char t e r . The genera l 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y s i t u a t i o n has to be i iaproved. .....The..,3ettlem.ent of d i spu t e s . 
between.nat ions must be sought through the Uni ted Nat ions ; pnd i f i n t e r n ^ . t i o n a l 
a i sputes can be prevented from t u r n i n g i n t o armed c o n f l i c t s , t h i s w i l l he lp t o '^cre-^te 
Dnd inc r ease conf idence among na t i ons and the task o f disar.maraent, and p a r t i c u l a r l y 
of nuc l e a r di-sarmament,. w i l l become a t r i f l e e a s i e r . 

% Government and my country have been reminding -the world f o r the past 36 y e a r s , 
.̂s i f such reminding were needed, that Japan i s the on ly country to have suf fered from 

l u c l e a r weapons., I mysel f f e e l i n c l i n e d these d-^ys, and p a r t i c u l a r l y on t h i s the 
t h i r t y - s i x t h ann i ve r sa ry of the Hiroshima bomb, to change t h a t wording s l i g h t l y and 
instead of say ing t h a t ,Japan i s the on ly co imtry , to s.ay tha t Japan, was the f i r s t 
country to know the ho r ro r s of these weapons and t h a t , i f the world cont inues behaving 
as i t does, many o ther c oun t r i e s may have the chance to follov.? i n oi ir wake. I s h a l l 
l o t f a i l to r epor t to' my C-overnment and to the people of Japan the most c o r d i a l . 
gesture- shown by the Committee at the beg inn ing of i t s s e s s i on th.is morning. % -
Jelegati'ôn, wishes to i n t e r p r e t - th i s gesture a l so as a r e a f f i r m a t i o n o f our de t e rmina t i on 
bo m a k e , f u r t h e r - e f f o r t s i n disarmament and i n p a r t i c u l a r i n nuc l ea r disarmament. 

The C H A I R M H ; I thank our d i s t i n g u i s h e d co l l eague from Japan f o r h i s statem.ent ' 
md f o r the k ind words he addressed to the C h a i r . 
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Иг. ОХЖЕЫхРС (.Belgium) ( t r a n s l a t e d from French) : Mr . Chairman, s ince the 
suggest ion jus t , r e f e r r e d to b y Ambassador Okawa regarding- our p r o t o c o l has not yet 
been put i n t o . p rac t i c e , I too v j i l l conform v; i th t r a d i t i o n , ' and I would l i k e , t h e r e f o r e , 
v ; i th your pe rmiss ion — fol lov/ing the c h r o n o l o g i c a l o rder ' - - t o address myse l f to 
your predecessor . I should l i lœ to express my d e l e g a t i o n ' s a p p r e c i a t i o n o f the very 
s k i l f u l , i n t e l l i g e n t and dynamic v/ay i n which our co l leag i ie from I n d i a d i r e c t e d the 
Committee 's vrork l a s t month, and I t h i n k v;o should a l l be g r a t e f u l to him f o r t h a t . 

Th i s month, we are very happy to work under your d i r e c t i o n , Mr . Chairman. S ince 
you came from Jalcarta to j o i n us here i n Geneva, v;e have come to knov/ you; v/e a l l 
have very v/arm f e e l i n g s f o r you p e r s o n a l l y , and I t h i n l c y o u can be sure o f our f u l l e s t 
co -ope ra t i on during- t h i s month. Your country i s an important member o f ASEAN, a 
p o l i t i c a l grouping- tov/ards v/hich we are very-s^nnpathe t i c ' a n d v/hose r e g i o n a l a n d ' 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l co -ope ra t i on e f f o r t s we app r e c i a t e , and i t i s a p leasure to note that 
you assumed the chairm.anship o f our Committee j u s t a fe\-/ days before the c e l e b r a t i o n 
o f "ASEAN Day" — f o r , i f my in f o rma t i on i s c o r r e c t , i t i s to be he l d tomorrow, and 
I should l i k e to o f f e r you my cong ra tu l a t i ons on tha t o c cas i on . 

I would a l so l i l ce to v/elcome among- u s Senator P e l l v/hose i n t e r e s t i n the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l d i s cuss i ons which talce p lace i n these venerable b u i l d i n g s i n Geneva . • 
i s v/ell knovm to us a l l . 

I v/as p lann ing to t a l k about tv/o sub jec ts i n my s ta tement ' t oday : the comprehensive 
programme of disarmament and the p r o h i b i t i o n o f r a d i o l o g i c a l v/eapons. V/ith respec t to 
the l a t t e r t o p i c , the B e l g i a n de l e ga t i on v/as contemplat ing malcing a suggest ion as 
regards our work. However, c o n s u l t a t i o n s are s t i l l i n progress and my a u t h o r i t i e s 
have asked me to de fer t h i s suggest ion f o r a v/hile. Thus, the statement I s h a l l malee 
today w i l l dea l on l y w i th the subjec t o f the com.prehensive programme o f disarmament; 
i t w i l l there fore be shor t e r than planned — a f a c t f o r which my co l l eagues v / i l l , 
I hope, be g r a t e f u l to т.е. 

I r e f e r r e d i n my l a s t statement, a t the p l ena ry meeting of the Committee on 
9 J u l y , to my cQ-untry's g reat i n t e r e s t i n the t i m e l y p r e p a r a t i o n , i . e . before the 
second s p e c i a l s e s s i on of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, o f a 
comprehensive programme o f disarmament v.hich should c o n s t i t u t e one o f the e s s e n t i a l 
elements o f that s e s s i o n . 

The Ad Hoc Working Group set up by our Committee on t h i s ques t i on has 
undoubtedly a l r eady done important p r e l i m i n a r y v/ork. I should l i k e - t o thanlc the 
tv/o success ive chairmen, Mr . A d e n i j i o f N i g e r i a and Mr . García-Robles o f Mex i c o . 
Hov/ever, we must not conceal from ourse l ves the f a c t tha t the e s s e n t i a l v/ork s t i l l 
remains to be done. I am g l a d to note , i n t h i s connec t i on , tha t the Committee i s 
on the po in t o f talcing- p rocedura l d e c i s i o n s which v / i l l enable us to i n t e n s i f y - our 
work i n t h i s r ega rd . 

Together v i i t h the Fede ra l Repub l i c of Germany, A u s t r a l i a , Japan and the 
Un i t ed Kingdom, Belg ium i s a co-sponsor o f document CD / 2 0 5 , v/hich sets f o r t h i n 
d e t a i l the main views of the s e ' d e l e ga t i ons on the comprehensive programme o f 
disarmament. Th i s document has been presented by the Fede ra l Repub l i c o f Germany 
as a complete d r a f t t e x t . In f a c t , i t seems to me e s s e n t i a l tha t a t t h i s stage o f 
our v/ork we should have a c l e a r e r i d ea o f the genera l s t r u c t u r e of the programme. 
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I n p repar ing t h i s d r a f t , our aim v/as-to-present a c l e a r , conc ise and l og i c e , ! 
document. The comprehensive programme might thus , I b e l i e v e , be viha.t the 

" i n t e r n a t i o n a l commiinity expec ts , namely, a c r e d i b l e instru; : ient v/hich v / i l l 
f a c i l i t a t e n e g o t i a t i o n s i n the sphere o f disarmament, and not an academic 
c o l l e c t i o n o f our va r i ous v/ishes. 

The framev/ork o f t h i s instrument comprises a permanent element and a 
dynamic element. 

The permanent element c o n s i s t s o f the major p r i n c i p l e s on which the 
•disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n e f f o r t s should be based. Without i n any way f o r g e t t i n g 
the p r i n c i p l e s . — a l b e i t sparse conta ined i n the F i n a l Bocument o f the f i r s t 
s p e c i a l s e s s i o n o f the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, we thiruc tha t the 
comprehensive programme of disarmament should c l e a r l y and r i g o r o u s l y i d e n t i f y the 
fundamental p r i n c i p l e s which should guide the nego t i a t o r s i n de termin ing the 
sviccessive stages o f disarmament. These p r i n c i p l e s de r i v e fi-om the need on the. 
one hajià. to ensure the s e c u r i t y o f S ta tes at a l l stages o f the disarmament p rocess , 
and on the o ther to see to i t tha t the Char te r o f the U n i t e d Nat ions i s 
s c r u p u l o u s l y respected so tha t no a c t i ons con t ra ry to i t v / i l l h i n d e r e f f o r t s i n 
the sphere o f disarmament. 

Apar t from the p r i n c i p l e s I have j u s t mentioned, the permanent element o f the 
•framev/ork f o r the disarmament process- a l s o i n c l u d e s v/hat I v/ould c a l l "methods" . 

These are f i r s t o f a l l the p r i o r i t i e s de f ined i n the P i n a l Document, i t being 
understood tha t these p r i o r i t i e s c o n s t i t u t e a coherent v/hole and t h a t , as regards 
the prospects f o r n e g o t i a t i o n s , no th ing must"be a l lowed to prevent e f f o r t s to reach 
agreements on quest ions the outcome o f v/hich seem.s the most p romis ing . 

We cannot neg lec t any p o s s i b i l i t y o f p rogress , hov/ever s m a l l , • I t i s , i n f a c t , 
w i t h t h i s i n mind that Be lg ium has alv/ays defended the r e g i o n a l approach to 
disarmament. Irvleed, we b e l i e v e that p a r t i a l s o l u t i o n s and r e g i o n a l measures must 
be sought v/herever there i s a p o s s i b i l i t y o f r e c o n c i l i n g the viev/o expressed by 
the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community. 

Vfe a l s o thinlc that the comprehensive programme o f disarmament should r e f l e c t 
i n an appropr ia te manner something- v/hich const i t -utes another permanent element o f 
the disarmament process , namely, the need f o r disarmament measures to be 
accompanied by adequate means o f v e r i f i c a t i o n . Such means v / i l l not on l y c on t r i bu t e 
to the c r e a t i o n of conf idence betv/een S t a t e s , but they w i l l a l s o he lp to ensure 
t h e i r s e c u r i t y . A State w i l l not undertalce disarmament measures i f i t i s not 
a b s o l u t e l y convinced that i t s s e c u r i t y w i l l not be endangered by such measures. 
L a s t l y , v/e should not over look the probable im^pact on the a c t u a l n e g o t i a t i o n o f 
a disarmament measure o f the prospect o f there be ing created an adequate system 
f o r the v e r i f i c a t i o n o f the agreement reached. 

In a d d i t i o n to these permanent elements v/hich I have j u s t de s c r i b e d y • the 
comprehensive programme of disarmament - a l s o has a dynamic aspec t . 
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Th is i s a r e s u l t o f the changing nature of c i rcumstances — p a r t i c u l a r l y the 
contemporary p o l i t i c a l and s e c u r i t y s i t u a t i o n and the a c t u a l course o f the 
disarmament process — c i r c m s t a n c e s v/hich determine the pace of n e g o t i a t i o n o f 
disarmament measures. S ta tes cannot be r e qu i r ed to d i s r e g a r d .these c i r cumstances . 
Th i s i s why we do not be l ieve ./that i t i s p o s s i b l e f o r S ta t e s to undertalce to 
c a r r y out a p a r t i c u l a r disarmament measure at a p a r t i c u l a r p e r i od o f the 
implementat ion o f the comprehensive programme of disarmament. On the o ther l iand, i t 
can reasonably be expected tha t the programrae should be implemented v/i thin the 
framework of a s e r i e s o f interdependent phases, each o f these phases de termin ing 
the n e g o t i a t i o n s to be conducted on disarmament measures, themselves i n t e r r e l a t e d 
i n a coherent manner. 

P a r a l l e l to the disarmament measures proper and dur ing each o f the phases, i t 
w i l l a l s o be necessary to prov ide f o r the n e g o t i a t i o n o f what are knovm as c o l l a t e r a l 
measures, and a l s o the c a r r y i n g out o f s tud i e s v/hich v / i l l h e lp to improve the 
prospects f o r n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

The f i r s t o f the pha,ses to v/hich I have j u s t r e f e r r e d should have as i t s a,im 
the c onc lus i on o f the n e g o t i a t i o n s tha t are at present under v/ay. Th is complet ion 
o f n e g o t i a t i o n s should be talcen i n i t s broadest sense and cover a l l measures f o r 
which advanced prepara tory v/ork has been done and approved. The document o f v/hich 
Belg ium i s a co-sponsor g i v es a d e t a i l e d l i s t o f such measures. 

The l i s t o f o ther measures v/hich should form pa r t o f subsequent phases o f 
the comprehensive programme of disarmament i s i n f a c t a catalogue o f the steps 
the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community should talce to reach the g oa l o f genera l and complete 
disarmament. 

A l l these measures should be formulated i n as genera l a manner as po s s i b l e i n 
the comprehensive programme, Vfe must aVoid two dangers, on the one hand tha t o f 
excess ive s p e c i f i c i t y , v/hich v/ould i n e v i t a b l y l ead to incompleteness , and on the 
o ther tha t o f g i v i n g the nego t i a t o r s such p r e c i s e i n s t r u c t i o n s that they would, at 
t h i s stage, prove .to be p a r a l y s i n g . 

The rev iew meetings w i l l p l a y an im.portant pa r t i n the implementat ion o f the 
comprehensive progranmie o f disarmament. They shov^ld on the one hand determine how 
f a r the measures a l l o c a t e d to a phase have been c a r r i e d out . Vilhere approp r i a t e , 
they cou ld dec lare the phase to have been completed. They could a l s o , i f necessary , 
rede f ine a phase and those v/hich are to succeed i t . So, t ak ing a c c o m t o f the 
c ircumstances p r e v a i l i n g at tha t t ime, they can s p e c i f y the content of the next 
phase, -My de l e ga t i on cons iders that these meetings should be p e r i o d i c . Th i s does 
not mean that they ought n e c e s s a r i l y to be r e g u l a r . Here aga in i t i s the 
c i rcumstances o f the moment which ought to determine when these meetings should be 
held.. In view o f the s i m i l a r i t y o f the measures envisaged f o r the comprehensive 
programme of disarmament .and the measures conta ined i n the programme f o r the 
Second Disarmament Decade, i t v/ould be u s e f u l i f the r e v i e w o f these two 
undertalcings could be combined. 
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Ну d e l e g a t i o n , • f o r i t s p a r t ; i s not i n favour o f the s e t t i n g up o f a nevi body 
f o r the purpose of such rev i ews . We cons ide r tha t the present disarmament s t r u c t u r e s 
v/ i th in the- Un i t ed Nat ions cou ld undertairo t h i s t a sk . The Un i t ed Nat ions 
Disarmament Commission could perhaps be requested , v/hen the General Assembly 
deemed i t appropi- iate to c a r r y out reviews o f the implementat ion o f the 
comprehensive programme of discLrm.aJiient. Th is v-rould then confirm- the r o l e v/hich ' 
has a l r eady been conferred upon the Un i t ed Nat ions Disarmament Commission w i t h i n 
+he framework -of the Second Disarmament Decade. 

•T'have e xp l a in ed why I thought tha t the comprehensive programme of disarmament 
could not be a l e g a l l y b i n d i n g ins t rument . I t shou ld , hov/ever, be understood that'^ 
i n view o f i t s importance the com.prehensive programme of disarmament should form, 
the sub jec t o f an ггndertaking by S ta tes to respec t i t s o b j e c t i v e s , p r i n c i p l e s and 
p r i o r i t i e s , and should c o n t a i n an exp ress i on o f the firm. deter .minat ioh o f the 
in t e rna t i ona l - communi t y to iñiplement the' programme through the n e g o t i a t i o n o f 
s p e c i f i c and v e r i f i a b l e measures o f disaimament. 

' The CHAIRI-IAN ( t r a n s l a t e d from French) : I thanlc the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep r e s en ta t i v e 
o f Be lg ium f o r h i s statement, the k i n d v/ords he addressed to me and the re f e rence he 
m.ade to 'the A s s o c i a t i o n o f South Eas t A s i a n Na t i ons , 

Mr . VENKATESVuPiAH ( Ind ia ) : Mr . Chairman, wh i l e r e l i n q u i s h i n g the C h a i r l a s t 
week, I had a l r eady o f f e red to you the v/arm g r e e t ings o f my d e l e g a t i o n and best 
v/ishes f o r a s u c c e s s f u l tenure as Chairman f o r t h i s month. S ince I am' now spealcing 
f o r the f i r s t tim.e under your d i s t i n g u i s h e d cha i rmanship , I v/ould l i k e to thanlc you, 
as v/ell as o ther d i s t i n g u i s h e d de lega tes , f o r t h e i r k i n d and f r i e n d l y v/ords 
concerning my ovni tenure as Chairm.an o f the Committee l a s t month. I v-/ould a l s o l i l ce 
to welcome i n our midst Ambassador Faith o f the F ede ra l Repub l i c o f Germany v/hose 
sta^temient .we v/ere p r i v i l e g e d to l i s t e n to t h i s morning. -The presence o f 
Senator Clayborne P e l l o f the Un i t ed Sta tes o f America i n our midst v / i l l , v/e t r u s t , 
enable him to сахту back to the Senate the views o f the Cor:.:ittee on Disarmament 
v/hich I b e l i e v e constitu'fce a. ma.jor pla.nlc i n the e f f o r t s o f the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
community towards the achievement o f genera l and complete disarmament. 

I nov/ t u r n to the thème o f my statement today, namely, the comprehensive 
programme o f disarmament* 

In the e a r l y 1960s, s e v e ra l non-a l i gned c oun t r i e s as v/el l -as the two m.ajor 
Powers, the Un i t ed S ta tes and the USSR,' put forward f a i r l y d e t a i l e d programmes f o r 
the achievement o f g ene ra l and complete disarmament under e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
c o n t r o l . These programmes envisciged s'v/eeping and d r a s t i c r educ t i ons i n e x i s t i n g 
a: '3enals o f a l l types o f weapons, to be achieved w i t h i n a l i m i t e d t ime-span, " 
extending' , a t the most, over j u s t a decade or so. Dur ing -the past s e v e ra l y ea r s , 
hov/ever, progress i n the f i e l d o f disarmament has been marked by an emphasis on . 
p a r t i a l measures. By the end o f the I 9 6 O E , t h i s p a r t i a l approach to disarmament 
had r e l e ga t ed the com.prehensive approach to the background. At the same t ime, ' 
b i l a t e r a l and r e s t r i c t e d nego t i a t i ons amongst a few S ta tes had eroded and g r a d i i a l l y 
a t t a i n e d an ascendan.cy over the m u l t i l a t e r a l approach. The reasons f o r t h i s change 
i n emphasis are f a i r l y obv ious . The pu.rsuit o f l i m i t e d measures o f disarmament 
pe rmi t t ed a g r ea t e r f l e x i b i l i t y and the oppo r tun i t y to harmonize c o n f l i c t i n g s e c u r i t y 
concerns i n a r e l a t i v e l y p r e d i c t a b l e fram.ev/ork f o r the handfu l o f c oun t r i e s concerned. 
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Nego t i a t i ons i n b i l a t e r a l and r e s t r i c t e d foruns a l so enabled the more h e a v i l y armed 
Sta tes to pursue a r e c o n c i l i a t i o n of t h e i r n a t i o n a l i n t e r e s t s i n an environment 
i n s u l a t e d , to a - la rge ex ten t , from the pressures o f vrorld p u b l i c o p i n i o n and the 
need to s a t i s f y the concerns and s e c u r i t y requirements o f a l a r g e r ntunber o f S t a t e s . 

This change o f emphasis d i d achieve some l i m i t e d r e s u l t s i n the decade o f the 
1970s» However, as the F i n a l DociHiient o f the f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i on o f the 
Genera l Assembly devoted to disarmament i t s e l f r ecogn i zed , 

"The f a c t remains tha t these agreements r e l a t e on l y to measures o f 
l i m i t e d r e s t r a i n t whi le the arms race con t inues . These p a r t i a l , measures have 
done l i t t l e to b r i n g the wor ld c l o s e r to the goa l o f genera l and complete 
disarmament. Fo r more than a decade there have been no nego t i a t i ons l e a d i n g 
to a t r e a t y on genera l and complete disarmament. The p ress ing need .now i s to 
t r ans la t e - i n t o p r a c t i c a l terms the p r o v i s i o n s o f t h i s F i n a l Document and to 
proceed along the road o f b i n d i n g and e f f e c t i v e i n t e rna . t i ona l agreements i n 
the f i e l d of disarmament," 

G iven t h i s consensus assessment o f the impact o f l i m i t e d and p a r t i a l measures 
o f disarmament, v/e f i n d i t i-ather strange tha t some de l ega t i ons s t i l l cont inue to 
i n s i s t , on pursuing t h i s d i s c r e d i t e d s t ra t egy o f the 1970s w i thout any e s s e n t i a l 
change, . General and complete disarmament under e f f e c t i v e i n t e rna t i o .na l c o n t r o l 
w i l l become a c r e d i b l e goa l on l y i f l i m i t e d and p a r t i a l measures o f disarmament 
are. pursued- v/i thin a u n i v e r s a l l y accepted programme embodying we l l - r e cogn i z ed 
p r i n c i p l e s , ob j e c t i v e s and p r i o r i t i e s i n the f i e l d o f disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s . 
These p r i n c i p l e s , ob j e c t i v e s and p r i o r i t i e s are c l e a r l y enunc iated i n the 
F i n a l Document o f the f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i on and t h i s i s vihat makes tha t Document a 
touchstone f o r . the disarmament process," 

l-Jhat i s the nature o f the comprehensive programme o f disarmament which the 
Committee on Disarmament i s expected to formulate and to e laborate? For one t h i n g , 
the quo ta t i on I have j u s t used from -fche F i n a l Document would n a t u r a l l y l e ad us to . 
the c onc lus i on that the prograjime i s conceived i n terras o f a t r e a t y . The very f a c t 
that the e l a b o r a t i o n o f the programme has been en t rus t ed to the so le m u l t i l a t e r a l 
n e go t i a t i n g body i n the f i e l d o f disarmament vjould seem to support t h i s view. I f 
the programme were to be on l y a mere ind ica- t i ve framevrork, v/ith no l e g a l and b i n d i n g 
p o l i t i c a l comjnitments, v/hy v\ras i t necessary to en t rus t the task to the 
Committee on Disarmament i n s t e a d o f to a d e l i b e r a t i v e body l i l ce the Un i t ed Nat ions 
Disarmament Commission? Paragraph 33 o f the F i n a l Document malees i t abundant ly 
c l e a r v;hat the nature of the CPD i s expected to be : 

"Nego t i a t i ons on p a r t i a l measures o f disarmament should be conducted 
concur r en t l y v/ith nego t i a t i ons on more comprehensive measures and should be 
fo l l owed by nego t i a t i ons l e a d i n g to a t r e a t y on genera l and complete 
disarmament under e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l c o n t r o l . " 

I f i t i s i n f a c t a t r e a t y v/hich vre are engaged i n n e g o t i a t i n g , then i t i s 
obvious that we mustagre.o upon e x p l i c i t p r o v i s i o n s f o r i t s en t ry i n t o force and 
f o r i t s implementat ion, the mechanism f o r i t s p e r i o d i c rev iew and the procedure 
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_for fu ture araendmentñ o f . . i ts p r o v i s i o n s . The CPD would not conform to what i s 
expected o f i t - i f i t s en t r y . into force and the irnplementation o f i t s p r o v i s i o n s v/ere 
to-.Ъё l e f t vague or open-ended, as some Sta tes v/aiit i t to oe. I say p o i n t out tha t 
not one t r e a t y nego t i a t ed so f a r i n , t h e f i e l d o f arms l i m i t a t i o n o r disarmament has 
been conceived x^ithout very s p e c i f i c p r o v i s i o n s r e l a t i n g to i t s en t r y i n t o force and 
the p e r i o d i c r ev i ew .o f i t s implementat ion. 

I might mention tha t the I962 d r a f t t r e a t i e s on generaJ and-complete. 
disarmament submitted by the Un i t ed S ta tes and the USSH v/ere conceived as a 
package o f - i n t e r r e l a t e d measures o f disarmament that the p a r t i e s were committed 
to implement v/ithin- a p e r i o d o f l e s s than a decade. The p r o v i s i o n s o f the:. 
Sov i e t di-aft v/ere intended to be implem.ented v/i thin a p e r i od o f f i v e years,- whi le 
the f i r s t two stages, o f the three-s tage Un i t ed S ta tes d r a f t tre,aty v/ere to have 
been implemented v-/ithin a p e r i o d o f s i x y ea r s . Both these d r a f t t r e a t i e s conta ined 
p r o v i s i o n s ' for t h e i r e n t r y , i n t o force and f o r a re viev/ of t h e i r implementat ion. 
A l though c e r t a i n s p e c i f i c p r o v i s i o n s i n the tv/o d r a f t s may have been overtaicen by 
both p o l i t i c a l and t e c h n o l o g i c a l developments i n the i n t e r v e n i n g yea rs , s u r e l y one 
cannot c l a i m that t h e i r aims and ob j e c t i v e s v/ere any d i f f e r e n t from v/hat the 
Committee on Disarmament i s trying- to achieve at the present t ime . The na.ture o f 
the document we are engaged i n n e g o t i a t i n g i s b a s i c a l l y the same as tha t o f the 
d r a f t t r e a t i e s presented by the major Pov/ers i n I962 . I f t h i s i s n o t the case 
and some de l ega t i ons would p r e f e r to ignore paragraph 5O o f the F i n a l Document, " •• 
then i t i s bes t tha t v/e should be made abvindahtly aviare o f t h i s f a c t nov/ at once, 
so tha t v/e do not v/aste va luab le time i n t r y i n g to r e c o n c i l e the i r r e c o n c i l a b l e . ' 
I-ly d e l e g a t i o n , f o r one, cannot cotuatenance a retrea-t- from the p r o v i s i o n s o f the 
P i n a l Document v/hich the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community adopted by consensus.-

I'/hat are the p r i n c i p l e s on v/hich the CPD coght 'bo be based? here aga in I v/ould 
base myse l f p r i m a r i l y on 'the p r o v i s i o n s conta ined i n the Finavl Document of the 
f i r s . t s p e c i a l s e s s i on o f the General Assembly devoted ' to disarmam.ent. S ince the 
p rocess - o f disarmament a f f e c t s the v i t a l ; s e c u r i t y i n t e r e s t s o f . a l l S t a t e s , they must 
a l l . be n e c e s s a r i l y and a c t i v e l y concerned-v/ith and c o n t r i l - te to measures of 
dis.armaxaent and arms l i m i t a t i o n . A l l S ta tes have the righ-c to p a r t i c i p a t e i n 
disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s . The have a r i g h t to p a r t i c i p a t e on an equal f o o t i n g i n 
those m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s v/hich have a bear ing on t h e i r n a t i o n a l 
s e c u r i t y . Ii/hile disarmament i s the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y o f a l l S t a t e s , the nuclear-we apon 
Sta tes have the prim.ai'y r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r nuc l e a r disarmament and, together v/ith 
o ther m i l i t a r i l y s i g n i f i c a n t Sto-tes, f o r h a l t i n g and r e v e r s i n g the arms. r a c e . . Most 
important o f a l l , the adopt ion o f disarmament measures should a p p r o p r i a t e l y taice 
p lace i n ал equ i t ab l e and ba lanced manner -so as to ensure the r i g h t o f each Sta te 
to s e c u r i t y and so tha t no i n d i v i d u a l S ta te o r grovip o f S ta tes may o b t a i n 
u n i l a t e r a l advantages over o the r s . A t each stage , our ob j e c t i v e should be 
und imin ished s e c u r i t y a t the lov/est p o s s i b l e l e v e l o f armaments and m i l i t a r y f o r c e s . 
These are some o f the fundamental p r i n c i p l e s tha t I have s e l e c t ed fromi the 
F i n a l Document. With r espec t to each category o f disarmaiiient measures, e . g . , those 
r e l a t i n g to nuc l e a r disarmament or the s e t t i n g up of nuclear-v/eapon-free zones, 
there v/ould n a t u r a l l y be more s p e c i f i c p r i n c i p l e s govern ing the n e g o t i a t i o n and 
implementat ion o f those measures. These s p e c i f i c p r i n c i p l e s can a l so be garnered 
from -the F i n a l Document. 
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I would now l i l c e to t u r n to p r i o r i t i e s i n the f i e l d o f disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s . 
Paragraph 45 of the F i n a l Docuraent s t a t e s c a t e g o r i c a l l y tha t " p r i o r i t i e s i n 
disarmament nego t i a t i ons s h a l l be: nuc l ea r •jeaponc: ; o ther weapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n , 
i n c l u d i n g chemical weapons; convent i ona l weapons, i n c l u d i n g злу which may be deemed 
to be e x c e s s i v e l y i n j u r i o u s or to have i nd i s c r j j n ina t e e f f e c t s ; and r e d u c t i o n o f 
armed f o r c e s " . I fn i le S ta tes are not prec luded from conduct ing n e g o t i a t i o n s on a . l l 
p r i o r i t y i tems concur r en t l y , t h i s c e r t a i n l y doss not imp ly tha t the order o f 
p r i o r i t i e s may be reversed or i gnored i n the Committee on Disaimament, v;hich i s , 
a f t e r a l l , the so le m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i n g body i n the f i e l d o f disarmament. 
The spec tac l e o f some o f the major nuclear-weapon S ta tes r e fus ing to aJ-lov/ the CD 
to undertalce n ego t i a t i ons on nuc l e a r i s sues and r e s t r i c t i n g the terms of re ference 
w i t h respec t to negot.iation;:; on chemical v;eapcns, even whi l e record ing , l i t t l e or no 
progress i n t h e i r o\m r e s t r i c t e d b i l a t e r a l o r r e g i o n a l n e g o t i a t i o n s on these i s s u e s , 
i s a r e g r e t t a b l e s ta te o f a f f a i r s , Throioghout the F i n a l Document, the emphasis 
i s on the urgent n e g o t i a t i o n o f measures o f nuc l ea r disarmament and the p r e v en t i on 
of a nuc l ea r war. I t i s u n i v e r s a l l y recognized tha t " the immediate goa l i s t ha t o f 
the e l i m i n a t i o n o f the danger o f a n u c l e a r war and the implementat ion o f measures 
to h a l t and reverse the arras race and c l e a r the path tov/ards l a s t i n g peace" . Yet 
i n the nego t i a t i ons on the d r a f t CPD, there i s a cu r i ous r e luc tance to accord 
measures o f nuc l e a r disarmament, and p a r t i c u l a r l y measures f o r the p r even t i on o f 
nuc l e a r war, the p r i o r i t y they amply deserve and v;hich has i n f a c t a l r eady been 
s p e l t out by consensus i n the F i n a l Document, One has sometimes heard the argument 
that measures to secure the avoidance o f the iise o f n u c l e a r weapons should be 
implemented not merely i n the f i r s t stage o f the CPD but as a cont inous ob j e c t i v e 
dur ing subsequent stages s ince they cou ld probab ly not be implemented u n t i l 
nuc l e a r disarmament had been s u b s t a n t i a l l y achieved* The F i n a l Document, i n 
paragraph 58, has r e f e r r e d to these measures i n the context o f the o v e r r i d i n g 
and urgent aim of ensur ing " t h a t the s u r v i v a l of m.anlcJnd i s not endangered". One 
would have expected that these Dieasures, v/hich v;e have a l l agreed are e s s e n t i a l 
to the s u r v i v a l of manlcind, vrould f i gu r e u n e q u i v o c a l l y i n the very f i r s t and e a r l i e s t 
stage o f the CPD. I t i s a measvire of the a i r o f u n r e a l i t y v/hich a f f l i c t s our v/ork 
i n t h i s Committee that attempts are made to put such simple l o g i c as ide under the 
cover o f n a t i o n a l or a l l i a n c e s e c u r i t y i n t e r e s t s . 

Dur ing the l a s t meeting o f the Prepa.ratory Committee f o r the second s p e c i a l 
s e s s i on o f the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, and aga in dur ing 
the nego t i a t i ons on the e l a b o r a t i o n o f the CPD, v/e have wi tnessed a d i s t u r b i n g 
t rend v/hich malees progress i n disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s c o n d i t i o n a l ггроп an 
improvement i n the i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n , an increase i n conf idence among 
States and i n p r i o r agreement be ing reached on measures o f v e r i f i c a t i o n and 
c o n t r o l . Por example, docum-ont CD/198 submitted on b e h a l f o f a group o f 
Vfestern Sta tes asse r t s tha t con f idence-bu i ld ing- measures are " a necessary 
p r e r e q u i s i t e f o r the succe s s fu l outcom.e" of disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s . The same 
document a l s o seeks to equate measures f o r v e r i f i c a . t i o n and c o n t r o l w i t h the 
development of t r u s t and conf idence among n a t i o n s . Th i s i s a one-s ided view. I 
would draw a t t e n t i o n s p e c i f i c a l l y to paragraph 34 o f the F i n a l Document which s t a t e s ? 

"Disarmament, r e l a x a t i o n o f i n t e r n a t i o n a l t e n s i o n , respec t f o r the r i g h t • 
to s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n and n a t i o n a l independence, the peace fu l se t t lement o f 
d i spu t es i n accordance v/ith the Char t e r o f the Un i t ed Nat ions and the 
s t rengthen ing of i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and secur i t j^ are d i r e c t l y r e l a t e d to each 
o the r . Progress i n any o f these spheres has a b e n e f i c i a l e f f e c t on a l l o f them; 
i n t u r n , f a i l u r e i n one sphere has negat ive e f f e c t s on o t h e r s " . 

In f a c t , the f i r s t fev/ paragraphs o f the F i n a l Dociiir^ent v/ould appear to emphasize 
tha t i t i s the accujnulat ion o f armaments and the l a c k o f progress i n disarmajnent 
which c o n s t i t u t e the r e a l th r ea t to i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c u r i t y and v/hich 
undermine t r u s t . a n d conf idence among ns/cions. Thus, paragraph 11 s t a t e s i n p a r t : 
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"ïîie increoJoG i n l icaponc, e c p o c i a J l y nuc l e a r ueaponc, fo,r from h e l p i n g to 
s t rengthen interno.t iono. l oecui - i ty , on the con t ra ry \.юа,1сепс i t . The va^ot 
s t o c k p i l e s , and trcmendoiia ,hui ld-up of arms aaid anned force;-; and the compet i t i on 
f o r q-aalita-tive re f inement o f vjeapons of a l l k i n d s , ' to v.'hich s c i o n t i f i c 
resources and t e c h n o l o g i c a l advajicos arc d i v e r t e d , pose inca. lculalDle t h r ea t s to 
peace.' Th i s s i t r t a t i o n hoth r e f l e c t s and aggravates i n t e r n a t i o n a l t ens i ons , 
sharpens, c o n f l i c t s i n va r i ous reg ions o f the vjorld, h inders the process o f 
dótente,, exa^cerhates -the d i f f e r ences oetiioon opposing m i l i t a . r y a l l i a n c e s , 
j oopard i zes the secv i r i t y o f a l l S t a t e s , he ightens the oenco o f i n s e c u r i t y ariong 
a21 Sta.tes, inc lu .d ing the non-nucloar-\;ea,pon S t a t e s , and inc r eases the threa/b 
o f nuc l e a r war . " --

Tho aggrava t ion o f i n t e r n a t i o n a l t ens ions cannot ho h e l d out as a p r e t ex t or 
j u s t i f i c a t i o n f o r l a c k o f progress i n disarmaanont n e g o t i a t i o n s . These t ens ions a,re 
themselvepj a symptom of the r e l e n t l e s s accumulat ion of arme v,hich i s talcing p l a c e , 
e s p e c i a l l y among the major Pou'ers. To malee dioarmam.ent c o n d i t i o n a l upon the-
improvement o f the i n t e r n a t i o n a J environment i s l a r g e l y a case o f p u t t i n g the c a r t 
be fore the ho rse . 

S i m i l a r l y , v / h i l e ' i t i s tru.e tha t adequate .measures f o r v e r i f i c a t i o n may 
c on t r i bu t e to conf idence among S t a t e s , v e r i f i c a t i o n can never be a s u b s t i t t i t e f o r 
r e l a t i o n s o f mutual t r u s t among S t a t e s . Even w i th the very e f f e c t i v e and i n t r u s i v e 
means o f v e r i f i c a t i o n a v a i l a b l e to them, the .major-Pov/ers are v i g o r o u s l y engaged i n 
an unprecedented b u i l d - u p o f nuc lear , ajid conven t i ona l armaments. Th i s b u i l d - u p has 
no th ing to do w i th l a c k o f means o f v e r i f i c a t i o n . Furthermore , those v;ho l a y so much 
emphasis on v e r i f i c a t i o n cou ld not have f a i l e d to no t i c e tha t more s t r i n g e n t and-
s o - c a l l e d i n t r u s i v e means o f c o n t r o l have h i s t o r i c a l l y been f a r more acceptable i n an 
e r a o f r e l a t i v e l y good rel,a.t ions among the major Pov/ers aлd t h e i r a l l i e s than v/ould 
be the case otherv/ise. The recent d.emands f o r more s t r i h g e n t v e r i f i c a t i o n are a 
r e f l e c t i o n o f the d e t e r i o r a t i o n i n the r e l a t i o n s among the major Pov/ers and the 
opposing m i l i t a r y a l l i a n c e s , the causes f o r v/hich have l i t t l e o r no th i i i g to do v/ith a 
genuine v e r i f i c a b i o n process . 

Viihile r e cogn i z ing the importance o f v e r i f i c a t i o n , v/e v/buld urge , ' t h e r e f o r e , tha t 
the proper pe r spec t i v e should be ma in ta ined . Пу d e l e g a t i o n v / i l l soon submit a 
working paper to the secretar ia^t concerning the ques t i on o f v e r i f i c a t i o n v/hich v / i l l be 
c i r c u l a t e d to members o f the Committee and v/hich v/e t r u s t w i l l ' b e u s e f u l to a l l 
concerned. 

In c o n c l u s i o n , I v/ovild l i l c e to o f f e r some views on the m.easures to be i n c l u d e d 
i n the comprehensive programme of disarmament. The F i n a l Document envisaged the CPD 
as one tha t vi/ould encompass " a l l measures thovight to be adv i sab l e i n o rder to ensure 
tha t the goa l o f genera l and complete disarmament under e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l c o n t r o l 
becomes a r e a l i t y i n a v/orld i n v;hich i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c u r i t y p r e v a i l and i n 
v/hich the nev/ i n t e r n a t i o n a l economic order i s strengthened and c o n s o l i d a t e d " . 

The elements o f a comprehensive programme of disarmament drav.n up by the 
Un i t ed Nat ions Disarmament Commission i n 1979 conceived the programme аз a framev/ork 
w i t h i n which n e g o t i a t i o n s on a m u l t i l a t e r a l , b i l a t e r a l and r e g i o n a l l e v e l cou ld be 
conducted, on s p e c i f i c measures o f disarmament. The Disarmament Commission i t s e l f 
p rov ided on l y an o u t l i n e o f the-programrae. I t v/as l e f t to the Coiamittee on Dioarmament-
to e labora te and g ive shape to the above o u t l i n e . I f the purpose o f the e xe r c i s e v/e 
are tmdertalcing here i s on l y to s t i c k c l o s e l y to the f o rmu la t i ons conta ined i n the 
Disarmament Commission's d r a f t . " E l e m e n t s " o r even to reproduce f o rmu la t i ons from the 
Programme o f A c t i o n conta ined i n the F i n a l Dociunent, as some de l ega t i ons a^ppear to be 
suggest ing by the pos i t i ons , they have talcen i n the Working Group on a CPD, then. v-/e 
wonder i f v/e are not v/asting- va luab le t i a e , v/hich cou ld be used f o r n e g o t i a t i o n s on 
more urgent and, p r i o r i t y i s s u e s , e . g . , nuc lea i - disannarjient. Fo r our p a r t v/e l ook upon 
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the CPD as going f u r t h e r than the Programme of A c t i o n conta ined i n - t h e P i n a l Document. 
The d ra f t t r e a t y that should emerge from our nego t i a t i ons must a c co rd ing l y c o n t a i n 
d e t a i l e d and s p e c i f i c measures o f disarmament to be implemented i n a f e a s i b l e manner 
c ons i s t en t w i t h our o b j e c t i v e s , p r i n c i p l e s and p r i o r i t i e s i n the f i e l d o f disarmaiJient 
as a l r eady endorsed by the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community. IIov;ever, c o n s t r u c t i v e 
recommendations made by the Group o f 21 r egard ing such s p e c i f i c measures, v/hether 
under nuc l ea r disarmament or convent iona l disarmament, have draam the r a t h e r strange 
and negat ive response from the major Pov/ers and some o f t h e i r a l l i e s tha t these 
recommendations are "too s p e c i f i c " i n cha rac t e r . The e n t i r e l j ^ untenable p o s i t i o n has 
been advanced from c e r t a i n quar ters tha t the s p e c i f i c measures to be nego t i a t ed under 
each category of disarmam.ent items must be l e f t to those i n vo l v ed i n the 
nego t i a t i ons and those who are most d i r e c t l y concerned. I f t h i s i s the case then 
e i t h e r the d r a f t elements dravm up by the Disarmament Commission f o r the F i n a l Document 
o f the f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i on o f the General Assembly devoted to disarmament- ought to 
be s u f f i c i e n t as a framevrork f o r pursu ing the goa l o f genera l and complete disarmament, 
Should the Committee on Disarmarnent- then r epo r t to the General Assembly a t i t s 
second s p e c i a l s e ss i on on disarmam.ent tha t i t i s unable to advance any f u r t h e r than 
the F i n a l Document adopted a t the f i r s t s p e c i a l sess ion? I f we are not going to 
d e l i v e r the goods, i s i t l e g i t i m a t e f o r us to pretend that v\ie are engaged i n 
e laborat ing- a CPD c o n t a i n i n g s p e c i f i c measures o f disarmament, when a number of 
S t a t e s , i n c l u d i n g • the major Powers, a.ppear to have l i t t l e i n t e n t i o n of accept ing any 
concrete commitments v i i th r espec t to e i t h e r nuc l e a r o r convent iona l disarmiament? I f 
the i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of concrete measures i s to be j u s t lef-t to the S ta tes invo l v ed i n 
the n e g o t i a t i o n s , then v;hy have a CPD at a l l ? The ansv/er i s tha.t the o b j e c t i v e s , 
p r i n c i p l e s and p r i o r i t i e s i n the f i e l d o f disarmament are a l r eady v/ell-knovjn. The 
major ca tegor i es of disarmament measures have a l r eady been o u t l i n e d i n the 
d e c l a r a t i o n s prepared by the Un i t ed Nat ions Disarmament Commission based on the 
P i n a l DocL-imént of the f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i o n . As we see i t , i t i s the e l a b o r a t i o n o f 
the va r i ous measures of disarmament vjhich r e qu i r e s i n t e n s i v e n e g o t i a t i o n s , so that 
t h i s o u t l i n e i s transformed i n t o a s e r i e s o f v ; e l l - de f ined and i n t e r r e l a t e d 
commitments by S ta tes i nco rpo ra t ed i n t o a m u l t i l a t e r a l t r e a t y f o r u n i v e r s a l adherence. 
I f t h i s i s not what we are readi ly engaged i n , then we may as v/ell confess that we are 
unable to f u l f i l - - t h e se r i ous mandate g i v en to us by the General Assembly a t i t s 
f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i o n . 

In conc lud ing t h i s statement, my de l e ga t i on vrould l i k e to pay a s incere t r i b u t e 
to the met icu lous and pa insta ic ing v/ay i n v/hich the. d i s t i n g u i s h e d Chairman ox the 
Ad Hoc Vforking Group on the CPD, Ambassador G a r c i a Piobles, has been d i r e c t i n g the 
course o f nego t i a t i ons on t h i s important doc-iunent, from the very beg inn ing , h o p e f u l l y 
tov/ards a success fu l comple t ion . Ilov/ever, v/hile a p r e l i m i n a r y c ons i d e r a t i on o f 
measures to be inc luded i n the CPD, i n a h y p o t h e t i c a l f i r s t stage, has been completed, 
the more fundamental i s sues such as those v/hich I a,ddressed mj^self to today need to 
be debated and thrashed out v/ith the mini'num of de lay . .Our nego t i a t i ons on the 
concrete f o rmula t i ons of the va r i ous measures v/ould obv i ous l y be in f luenced by our 
agreement, or l a c k o f i t , concerning" the nature o f the CPD and i t s r e l a t i o n s h i p to 
the F i n a l Document of the f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i o n . Nego t i a t i ons v/ithin the 
Workir^ Group so f a r i n d i c a t e tha t i t might v/ell be d i f f i c u l t to go beyond the terms 
o f the F i n a l Docujnent. Perhaps t h i s i s ' due to c e r t a i n de l ega t i ons not be ing qu i t e 
c l e a r i n t h e i r ov/n minds regard ing the natui-e o f the CPD we are a l l engaged i n 
n e g o t i a t i n g . In such a s i t u a t i o n , i t i s on l y n a t u r a l tha t we seek to stand s t i l l on 
f a m i l i a r ground. But our mandate i s to b u i l d f u r t h e r on t h i s ground and the sooner 
we manage to c l a r i f y our ideas concerning the nature and contents of the CPD tlie 
b e t t e r v/ould be the chances o f our be ing able to go to the second s p e c i a l s e s s i on on 
disarmament v/ith a document v/orthy o f ourse l ves and the confidence reposed i n the 
Committee on Disarmament by the e n t i r e i n t e r n a t i o n a l community. 
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The СШИШ'Ш !̂ I thanlc the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep r e s en ta t i v e o f I n d i a f o r hj.s 
statement and f o r the k i n d re ference he miade t o the C h a i r , W i th the l a s t spealcer on 
my l i s t J we have concluded tha t l i s t f o r today. Does any o ther d e l e ga t i on v/ish to 
t a k e ' t h e Доо г at t h i s stage? 

The S e c r e t a r i a t has c i r c u l a t e d today, a.t my reques t , г. t i m e t a b l e f o r mioetings 
to be h e l d b y ' t h e Committee on Disarmament and i t s s 'ubs id iary bodies d u r i n g the 
week o f I O - I 4 August . I n tha t connec t i on , I w i sh to in fo rm the Committee t h a t , i n 
accordance vd th r u l e 44 o f the r u l e s o f procedure , • the f i r s t instalm.cnt p f the d r a f t 
r epor t o f the Committee t o the Genera l Assembly has been prepared by me v.'ith the 
a s s i s t ance o f the Secrota.ry o f the Committee and Pe r sona l Representa t i ve o f the 
Sec re ta ry -Genera l and v r i l l be made a v a i l a b l e t o a l l members i n the d e l e g a t i o n s ' boxes 
tomorrovr, e a r l y i n the a f te rnoon f o r the E n g l i s h t e x t and a f t e r 5 p.m. i n the othe^ 
languages . S ince the f i r s t ins ta lment o f the r epo r t dea ls ma in l y vr i th t e c h n i c a l 
aspec t s , I hope tha t i t v r i l l be p o s s i b l e t o s t a r t a f i r s t r e ad ing at ал i n f o r m a l 
meet ing on Monday a f t e rnoon . I n tha t connec t i on , p r o v i s i o n has been made i n the 
t ime tab l e f o r cons idera . t ion at tha t meet ing of a d r a f t statement by the Chairman 
proposed by the d e l e g a t i o n o f P a k i s t a n r e ga rd ing the i m p l i c a t i o n s o f the I s r a e l i 
m i l i t a r y a t t a c k aga ins t Tammuz, i f members are ready t o do so . 

As regards the subs tan t i v e paragraphs o f the r epor t on i tems 1, 2 and 5 o f the 
agenda, I have consu l t ed w i t h the Co -o rd ina t o r s o f the va r i ous groups and o ther 
de l ega t i ons i n o rder t o dev i se f l e x i b l e and p r a c t i c a l vrays t o dea l w i t h them.- I 
have requested the S e c r e t a r i a t t o p rov ide us w i t h t e x t s vrhich cou ld be used as a 
ba,sis f o r c o n s i d e r a t i o n . D'oring my c o n s u l t a t i o n s I found tha t members agreed t o 
t h i s approach. 

As we approach the c l o s i n g date o f the Committee 's vrork, the a c t i v i t i e s i n the 
vrorking groups are p a r t i c u l a r l y i n t e n s e , and you w i l l n o t i c e t h a t vre ha-ve attempted 
t o meet the concerns o f t h e i r Chairmen i n the context of the t imeta ,b le . I t s 
p r o v i s i o n s might not be i d e a l , but at t h i s stage vre need t o r u l l y u t i l i z e our t ime 
and I am. sure tha t members v r i l l understand tha t vre should depart from normal 
p r a c t i c e s i n order to meet the c l o s i n g date dec ided by the Committee. 

A l s o i n connect ion vr i th the t i m e t a b l e , may I note tha t the vrork o f the 
d r a f t i n g group d e a l i n g w i t h p roposa is on the improved and e f f e c t i v e f u n c t i o n i n g of 
the Committee has been malcing subs tan t i v e progress i inder the ab le l e a d e r s h i p of . 
Ambassador "Venlcatesvraran aлd, a c c o r d i n g l y , I i n t e n d to put the recommendations before 
the Committee at ал appropr ia t e s tage , p o s s i b l y d u r i n g the . con ing week. I v r i l l " be 
i n t ouch v i i th ' the Chairman of the d r a f t i n g grouiD i n order to .ensure- a.ppropriate 
c o n s i d e r a t i o n o f those recommendations. 

I f the re i s no o b j e c t i o n , I s h a l l cons ide r tha t the Committee i s prepaj:ed t o 
accept the t i m e t a b l e , vrhich as u s u a l i s merely i n d i c a t i v e and can be ad jus ted as 
vre proceed . I r ecogn ize the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep r e s en ta t i v e of Y u g o s l a v i a . 

• . Mr . ERAHKOATEG ( Yugos l a v i a ) : M r . Chaiimian, I share e n t i r e l y the vievrs jus t 
expressed by you, t ha t vre are approaching the end o f the Committee and vre shou ld use 
a l l the a v a i l a b l e t ime i n the талпег vrhich vre f i n d a,ppropr iate . Hovrever, I see tha t 
i n , the programme you have suggested, Monday morning,- the 10th, i s f ree and I f e e l 
that, vre shou ld t r y . ovir best t o u t i l i z e ' t h i s t ime f o r the work o f the work ing groups. 
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At the same t ime I see tha t on Priáa,y I4 August two d i f f e r e n t work ing group 
meetings have been soheduled. There i s no need f o r me to go i n t o a d e t a i l e d 
exp lana t i on why the CPD Working Group needs a l l a v a i l a b l e t ime to f i n i s h i t s work, 
but hav ing t h i s i n mind I would suggest tha t we a l loco, te the whole o f F r i d a y , bo th 
morning and a f ternoon to the CPD Working Group because we know tha.t t h i s i s the on l y 
work ing group v/ith a hea,vy l o a d v;hich t o f i n i s h i t s v/ork has been a,llov/ed on l y 
u n t i l F r i d a y evening. At the same t ime v/e f e e l tha t the meet ing o f the Ad Hoc 
Working Group on R a d i o l o g i c a l Wea„pons should be a l l o c a t e d t ime on Monda.y morning. 
Tomorrov/ the r e i s a meet ing of the R a d i o l o g i c a J Weapons Working Group t o s t a r t 
d i s c u s s i o n o f the repor t and I f e e l tha t v/e should cont inue on Monday morning 
h o p e f u l l y t o f i n i s h i t on Wednesday, as i s scheduled, between 9 a.m. and 11 a.m. 

The CHAIHMAM; I have been informed that the Chairman of the V/orking Group 
on R a d i o l o g i c a l Weapons i s not yet ready t o h o l d a meet ing on Monday morning ajid 
tha t i s v/hy, i t has been scheduled as i t appears on the d ra f t programme. I hope 
tha t you w i l l talce t h i s i n t o account as regards your p r o p o s a l . 

Ifc. BRAl'IKOVIC (Yugos l av i a ) : I do not know i f the Chairman of the 
R a d i o l o g i c a l Weapons Working Group i s ready btit I v/as th in l c ing much more on the l i n e s 
of v/hether the repor t i s ready, and whether the Work ing Group i s ready to cons ide r i t . 
I f v/e are go ing to s t a r t d i s c u s s i o n of the repor t tomorrov/, F r i d a y morning, and I see 
tha t v/orking paper No, 24 i s before us now, I see no reason why we should not u t i l i z e 
Monday morning f o r t h i s Working Group a l s o . 

The СЬЖШЩТ; The t e s t t h i n g ' i s t o ask the view of the Chairman o f the 
Ad Hoc Working Group on R a d i o l o g i c a l Weapons to e x p l a i n why i t i s not p o s s i b l e f o r 
the group t o meet on Monday, 

Mr. KOMIVES (Hungary): I n my c a p a c i t y as Chairman o f the Ad Hoc 
Worlcing Group on R a d i o l o g i c a l Weapons I v/ould l i k e to say the fo l lov/ ing i n 
connect ion v/ith the p roposa l made by our d i s t i n g u i s h e d co l l eague from Y u g o s l a v i a . 
The V/orking Group on R a d i o l o g i c a l Weapons v/ i l l tomorrow/ have the f i r s t r ead ing 
on the d ra f t r epor t on i t s work. I am sure that many proposa ls and comments w i l l be 
made which w i l l have to be taken i n t o account i n the f u r t h e r e l a b o r a t i o n and 
improvement o f the dra.ft r e p o r t . I t - i s - . q u i t e c l e a r tha t f o r t h i s purpose, i n 
order t o submit a new v e r s i o n o f the d r a f t , the t ime between F r i d a y morning and 
Monday i s very s h o r t . That i s why I have a l r eady asked f o r an a d d i t i o n a l meet ing 
f o r the Working Group on Wednesday v/hich, i n my o p i n i o n , w i l l b r i n g us very c lose 
to the f i n a l i z a t i o n of the repor t v/hich can then be adopted on F r i d a y , the 14th. 
I v/ould the re f o re l i k e t o ask the unders tand ing o f my Yugoslav co l league f o r t h i s 
c o n s i d e r a t i o n , and tha t o f my co l l e agues . 

The CH¿lIEü-í¿\N; I thanlc our d i s t i n g u i s h e d co l league from Hunga,ry f o r h i s 
e xp l ana t i on and I hope tha t t h i s i s acceptab le t o the Committee. ' • • 

Mr, CIARRi^ICQ ( I t a l y ) : Mr . Cha.irman, i n the t i m e t a b l e conta ined i n the 
in f o rma l paper that wa,s jus t d i s t r i b u t e d , ' on ly one meet ing f o r the negat ive s e c u r i t y 
assurances V/orking Group i s .scheduled. That v / i l l talce p lace on Tuesday i n the 
a f ternoon as. u s u a l . I.hope., and am even conf ident tha t on tha t occas ion i t v / i l l 
be p o s s i b l e t o approve the repor t of the Group. Hov/ever, a,s 1 cannot be sure o f 
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t h a t , I have to draw your a t t e n t i o n to the p o s s i b l e need f o r a f u r t h e r pjeeting o f 
t h i s Group on the f o l l o w i n g day, tha t i s V/odnesday, or even Thursday. I t h i r l c i t 
w i l l the r e f o r e be necessary t o leave open the p o s s i b i l i t y o f h o l d i n g another !:-.ecting 
of t h i s Group. I repeat tha t i t i s my f i r m hope th^at tha t v / i l l not bo necessary , 
but I caimot r u l e out t h i s p o s s i b i l i t y , • ' • 

The GHAIH ÎAIT; I t h i n k wo w i l l hav^o to v/ait' and see, but I v / i l l talce note o f 
the statement made by the Ghaoiiman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on S e c u r i t y Ass'urances. 

l i e . SilElAL'T ( ind ia . ) : Mr . Ghairman, I v/ould- l ike t o make a. request that i n the 
t ime tab l e bo th f o r next v/eek and f o r the subsequent v/ee3c at l e a s t one f u l l 
a,fternoon be l e f t f ree t o g ive de l ega t i ons an opportvmity to go through the massive 
amount o f documents they have t o c ons ide r , both o f the work ing groups апб- o f the 
Gommittee. ,. I t h i n k i t v / i l l be extremely d i f f i c u l t f o r sma l l de l ega t i ons l i k e mine 
to f u n c t i o n i f each and every day o f the v/eek v/e have to v/ork from 9 i n the morning 
u j i t i l about 8 i n the even ing . I vTOuld the re f o re reques t , Mr» Chairman, and through 
you the v a r i o u s Chairmen o f the Ad Hoc Work ing Grotips, t ha t they shou ld take i n t o 
account the d i f f i c u l t i e s o f sma l l d e l e ga t i ons , and at l e a s t some t ime d u r i n g the 
week should be set as ide so tha t de l ega t i ons caii r e f l e c t on and d i ges t the amovint 
o f documentat ion t h a t i s made avaJLlable t o u s . 

The CHAIEMAH;". We w i l l talce note o f t h i s request by our d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
co l l eague from I n d i a . ' 

Их. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Span ish ) ; Mr . Chairm.an, I v/ould 
l i k e to make on l y tv/o comments. The f i r s t i s t ha t my d e l e g a t i o n i s g l ad to. see 
tha t no meet ing e i t h e r o f the Committee o r o f i t s v/orking groups has bee.n p l anned -
f o r Monday morning . We are g l ad o f t h i s because at the weekly meet ing o f the 
Group o f 21 h e l d yes terday , i t was a-greod tha t another meet ing cou ld u s e f u l l y be 
h e l d next Monday .morning. ' The on l y reason why a, f i n a l d e c i s i o n v/as not taken on 
the matter v/as tha t i t v/as p o s s i b l e then tha t the Ad Hoc Working Group on 
R a d i o l o g i c a l Weapons might m.oct and n a t u r a l l y we d i d not w i sh t o compete w i t h i t . 
Nov/ tha t the re i s t o be no meet ing o f the R a d i o l o g i c a l Weapons Group, I am c e r t a i n 
tha t the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep r e s en ta t i v e o f Yugoslav ia , w i l l agree v/ith me tha t a 
meet ing o f the Group o f 21 v / i l l maJco good uso o f Monday morning. My second po in t 
concerns the meetings p lanned here f o r the Ad Hoc Working Group on a 
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmafiient. The seoretar icvt has s a i d tha t the d r a f t 
r epor t o f tha t Group v / i l l be d i s t r i b u t e d next Monday. I do not t h i n k tha t i t s 
contents v / i l l be very c o n t r o v e r s i a l : i t i s an o b j e c t i v e , n a x r a t i v e account o f what 
happened and I dare t o hope tha t v/e cou ld complete c o n s i d e r a t i o n and approva l o f 
th i s - r epor t i n the tv/o meetings c u r r e n t l y scheduled i n the work programme, i . e . one 
on Thursday a f t e rnoon and the o ther on F r i d a y a-ftcrnoon. However, i f m.y f o r ecas t 
proves t o be wrong, v/e cou ld ho ld a n i gh t meet ing on F r i d a y , I4 August . 

The CHAIRi'IAH; I would hope, v/ith the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r e p r e s e n t a t i v e , tha t i t v/ould 
be p o s s i b l e t o f i n i s h the v/ork o f the Ad Hoc V/orking Group under h i s l e a d e r s h i p a f t e r 
the tv/o meetings on Thursday and F r i d a y and a l so tha t he v / i l l be ab le to a.void n ight 
v/ork on F r i d a y the 14th. Are there any o ther speakers who w i s h t o talce the f l o o r ? 
I f no t , I v/ish t o announce, before ad journ ing , tha t a d r a f t i n g group on R a d i o l o g i c a l 
Weapons v / i l l meet i n Room G-108 t h i s a f t e rnoon at 3 Р«и. The next p l ena ry meet ing 
o f the Committee on Bisarmament v r i l l be h e l d on Tuesday, 11 August 1981. The 
meet ing i s ad journed. 

The meet ing rose at 12.45 P-m. 
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The CHAIEMAH; In accordance w i t h i t s programme o f work, the Committee s t a r t s 
today i t s c o n s i d e r a t i o n of the r epo r t s of i t s s u b s i d i a r y bodies as v ; e l l as o f the 
annual r epo r t to the Genera l Assembly of. the Un i t ed N a t i o n s . Of course , i n accordance 
w i t h r u l e 30 of the r u l e s of procedure , members are at l i b e r t y to make statements 
on any o ther sub jec t r e l e v a n t to the vrork o f the Committee. 

Ш. HERDER (German Democrat ic R e p u b l i c ) ; Ih:, Chairman, i t i s v/ith great concern 
tha t my de l e ga t i on today has asked f o r the f l o o r to denounce the r e c e n t l y p u b l i s h e d 
d e c i s i o n o f the Un i t ed S ta tes to s t a r t the f u l l - s c a l e p r oduc t i on of the s o - c a l l e d 
enhanced r a d i a t i o n vi/eapon system, the neutron bomb. 

Everybody w i l l r e c a l l the d i s c u s s i o n a t the beg inn ing o f the I 9 8 I CD s e s s i o n , 
v-ihen many de l ega t i ons vo i ced t h e i r concern about statements by the Un i t ed S ta tes 
Sec r e t a r y of Defense, Mr . Weinberger, tha t he v/as f a v o u r i n g the p roduc t i on of the 
neutron bomb and i t s deployment i n western Europe . V/hat a t tha t time appeared as a 
th r ea t has now become r e a l i t y . 

We share the view expressed on 5-February I 9 8 I by the head of the Sv/edish 
d e l e g a t i o n , M r s . Thorsson, that such a d e c i s i o n "vrould g ive a nevr aspect to nuc l ea r 
war fa re , add ing f u r t h e r to i t s t e r r i f y i n g e f f e c t s , and e n t a i l s the i nhe r en t r i s k 
o f l o w e r i n g the nuc l ea r weapon t h r e s h o l d " . 

The recent Un i t ed S ta t e s d e c i s i o n cannot but be regarded as a cha l l enge to vrorld 
o p i n i o n tha t i s demanding concrete n e g o t i a t i o n s on the c e s s a t i o n o f the n u c l e a r arms 
race and nuc l ea r disarmament. 

I t i s d i s t u r b i n g to note tha t t h i s d e c i s i o n o b v i o u s l y has been prepared at a 
time when here i n the Committee on Disarmament v/e have t r i e d to exp lore ways and means 
f o r i n i t i a t i n g such n e g o t i a t i o n s . At tha t time the de l e ga t i on o f the country 
concerned v/as not prepared to embark upon the v/ay of n e g o t i a t i o n s , a r g u i n g tha t the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n vrould not allov/ f o r such n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

But v/hat consequences v r i l l the d e c i s i o n to produce neutron weapons have f o r the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n ? Fiz-st and foremost the i n t r o d u c t i o n of these weapons i n t o 
nuc l e a r a r s ena l s i s a nev/ step bo-und to e s ca l a t e the nuc l ea r arms race v/ith a l l i t s 
grave consequences f o r i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c u r i t y . B e s i d e s , the t i m i n g of the 
d e c i s i o n should remind us very c l e a r l y of t h i s , s ince a c co rd ing to press r e p o r t s the 
d e c i s i o n was taken p r e c i s e l y on the t h i r t y - s i x f c h ann i v e r sa r y of the day v/hen a 
nuc l ea r bomb vras dropped on H i r osh ima , caus ing 200,000 dea ths . 

The German Democrat ic R e p u b l i c , as a c e n t r a l European count ry , f e e l s ob l i g ed 
to dravi your a t t e n t i o n to the dangers the p roduc t i on of the neutron vreapon cou ld have 
f o r our r e g i o n . People a l l over Europe , r e c o g n i z i n g t h i s danger, have a l r eady f o r 
many years been demanding the abandonment of p l ans f o r p roduc ing these weapons. Th is 
f^all v/as on l y r e c e n t l y r ea f f i rmed at the Geneva Non-Governmental O r g a n i z a t i o n s ' A c t i o n 
Conference aga ins t the renev/ed arms ra«e and by the Tokyo World Conference aga ins t 
A and H bombs. 
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Le t no one be dece ived by the argument tha t t h i s .weapon i s not go ing to be 
s t a t i oned outs ide i t s country .of o r i g i n . In t h i s connect ion we would on l y l i k e^ to 
r e f e r to recent American press r epo r t s s t a t i n g c y n i c a l l y that the on l y appropr ia t e 
area f o r the use of neutron weapons would be the "European t h e a t e r " . But does 
Europe r e a l l y need new dangerous weapons o f mass d e s t r u c t i o n ? To provide, an answer 
l e t me quote from the communiqué on the recent Crimean meet ing of the 
P r e s i d e n t s of the German Democrat ic Repub l i c and the USSR, E r i c h Honecker and 
Leonid I , Brezhnev. They emphasized; "Europe does not need the a d d i t i o n to i t s 
a r s ena l s of weapons from overseas , but a l i m i t a t i o n and r educ t i on o f any k i n d of 
arms r a c e , i n p a r t i c u l a r the nuc l ea r arms r a c e . " 

On 10 March 1978, the group of s o c i a l i s t S ta tes submitted to the CCD a 
d ra f t convent ion on the p r o h i b i t i o n of the p r o d u c t i o n , s t o c k p i l i n g , deployment and 
use of nuc l ea r neutron г/еаропз (CCD/559)' Recent events have shovm that the 
p r o h i b i t i o n of the neutron weapon has today become more urgent than ever be f o r e . The 
time has come f o r the Committee as the s i n g l e m u l t i l a t e r a l forum f o r disarmament 
nego t i a t i ons 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 ac t a c c o r d i n g l y . On b e h a l f 
of the s o c i a l i s t S ta tes sponsors of .CCD/559, t h e r e f o r e , my de l ega t i on c a l l s upon the 
Committee on Disannament to cons ide r w i thout de lay appropr ia t e measures to p r o h i b i t 
the p r o d u c t i o n , s t o c k p i l i n g , deployment and use of nuc l ea r neutron weapons, thus 
c o n t r i b u t i n g to the p r e ven t i on of a nuc l ea r h o l o c a u s t . 

We furthermore expect the r epor t the Committee i s now p r e p a r i n g f o r the 
t h i r t y - s i x t h s e s s i on of the Genera l Assembly to r e f l e c t adequate ly the e f f o r t s the 
CD has undertaken to make headг̂ ray on the road towards the p r o h i b i t i o n of such a-
dangerous weapon of mass d e s t r u c t i o n . 

Mr . HZEHGEYA (Za i re ) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Prench ) ; l i r . Chairman, i n t a k i n g the 
f l o o r d u r i n g t h i s l a s t month of the work of the Committee on Disarmament, i n which 
you are f i l l i n g the o f f i c e of Chairman of огдг Committee, I s h o u l d . f i r s t of a l l l i k e 
to perform the agreeable duty of o f f e r i n g you the s ince r e cong ra tu l a t i ons of my 
de l ega t i on on your assumption of that o f f i c e . . Your country , Indones ia , through the 
Bandung Conference of 1955 and the noteworthy p e r s o n a l i t y of P r e s i d en t Sukarno, p layed 
a l e a d i n g r o l e i n the c r e a t i o n of the movement of the non-al igned" c o u n t r i e s . I can • 
assure you "of the whole-hearted co -opera t i on of my de l e ga t i on d u r i n g yduir 'bhairmanship . 

Nor can I f a i l to mention the dynamism shown i n tha t o f f i c e by 
Ambassador Venkateswaran o f I n d i a , a vrorthy r ep r e s en ta t i v e o f the country o f 
Mahatma Gandhi and Nehru, the apos t l e s of peace fu l r e v o l u t i o n . 

Ambassador J a i p a l , the p e r sona l r ep r e s en ta t i v e of the Sec re ta ry -Genera l of the 
Un i t ed Nat ions and Sec re ta ry of the Committee on Disarmament, a l s o mer i t s the 
g r a t i t u d e of our de l ega t i on f o r the va luab l e c o n t r i b u t i o n he has made to the work of 
t h i s Committee. 

I i n t e n d to take advantage of the oppo r tun i t y you have a f fo rded me of address ing 
the Committee today i n order to e x p l a i n Z a i r e ' s p o s i t i o n on a l l the quest ions tha t 
c o n s t i t u t e a t once the concerns and the ob j e c t i v e s of t h i s Committee i n the matter o f 
disarmament problems. 
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The.maintenance o f i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c i i r i t y Ъу t a k i n g e f f e c t i v e 
Collective;measure s . f o r the. p r e v en t i on and removal o f t h r ea t s to the .peace, and f o r 
the suppress ion o f ac t s o f ..aggression, .or .other breaches o f the peace, and by b r i n g i n g ' 
about , by .•pgacef.ui''meansS .and i n conformi ty wi th, the p r i n c i p l e j u s t i c e and 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l law.,, the adjustm.ent or set t lement of i n t e r n a t i o n a l d i spu tes — these 
are among the most fundamental goa ls pursued by the Un i t ed , ÍTations s ince i t s f oundat ion 
a t the end,of the Second World VJar. 

It,'was the t e r r i b l e s u f f e r i n g s i n f l i c t e d . o n mankind twice s ince the b e g inn ing 
o f t h i s ' c e n t u r y 'vihich l e d the peoples of the wo r l d , i n order to save .succeeding 
generat ions from the scourge of war, to set themselves t h i s g o a l . 

Among the S ta tes s i g n a t o r i e s o f the Char te r a t San F r a n c i s c o ,(on 26 June 1945) 
were those which possessed and had alreadj^ t r i e d out. nuc l ea r weapons and had thus 
d i scove red the magnitude of t h e i r d e s t r u c t i v e consequences f o r hirnian b e i n g s , H i rosh ima 
w i l l remain f o r ever engraved i n the annals of the h i s t o r y of .mankind th rough .be ing 
s e l e c t e d as the f i r s t t a r ge t of the atomic 'bomb f o r the man-ufacture of vrhich my 
count ry , a t tha t time, a l a s , sub jec ted to e x p l o i t a t i o n and c o l o n i z a t i o n , had t o supp ly 
the raw m a t e r i a l s — I 'am r e f e r r i n g to uranium - ^ v r h i c h vrere used i n i t s mainùf ac t i j r e , 
This i s to' say that a l l the na t i ons of the vror ld, great and s m a l l , developed or 
deve lop ing , poor and r i c h , tha t yearn f o r peace and j u s t i c e , have a share i n the 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r r e d u c i n g t ens i on i n the vror ld. 

There i s a c l ose l i n k betvreen disarmament, the r e l a x a t i o n of i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
t e n s i o n , respec t f o r the r i g h t to s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n , the peace fu l se t t l ement of 
i i s p u t e s and the s t r eng then ing of peace and i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y , j u s t as there i s 
3.1so a d i r e c t l i n k between disarmament and development. 

A l l S ta tes there fo re have the duty to c o n t r i b u t e to the e f f o r t s mari'» i n the 
sphere, of .disarmament, f o r on the succeaa of '•Ъг n o j o t i a t i o n s on disarmament vril ] . depend 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l 'peace a;nd s e c u x i t y and more e s p e c i a l l y the development of the coun t r i e s 
/ihich are- s t i l l poor , though the r e l ease of the vast resources tha t are svraJlovred up 
Ln the nu'clefar ar-ns r a c e . The Sec r e ta ry -Gene ra l of the Un i t ed N a t i o n s , 
Dr. Kur t Waidheim, s a i d r e c e n t l y that f o r I 9 8 O a lone i t vras estimated, -that the 
ieveloped odunt r i e s * expendi tures on armaments amc-unted to some ,1,^0'0 b i l l i o n , vrhei"ea.s 
i mere 5 pei" cent o f tha t amount vrould have s u f f i c e d f o r the implementat ion o f the 
En t e rna t i ona l Development .Strategy f o r the T h i r d Un i t ed Nat ions Development Decade I 
ihrrthermore, t h i s f i g u r e i's c u r i o u s l y s i m i l a r to tha.t of the t o t a l e x t e r n a l 
Indebtedness o f the deve l op ing c o u n t r i e s . 

Whi le disarmament i s the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of a l l S t a t e s , the nuclear-weapon S ta t es 
nevertheless bear the pr imary r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r n u c l e a r disarmament and, together 
ñ t h o ther m i l i t a r i l y s i g n i f i c a n t S t a t e s , f o r h a l t i n g and r e v e r s i n g the arms r a a e . 

The r o l e o f the c o u n t r i e s o f the t h i r d vrorld or members o f the Group o f 21 
Is to secure the a c t i v e p a r t i c i p a t i o n o f the nuclear-weapon S ta t es i n the nego t i a t i ons 
ЭП disarmament so tha t they w i l l accept the i d e a of i n i t i a t i n g a prooess o f the 
gradual l ower ing ' of the l e v e l of armaments.. 
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My de l ega t i on i s aware o f • the d i f f i c u l t i e s encountered Ъу the Group of 21, to which 
i t be longs . F o r , at the same time as n e g o t i a t i o n s are proceeding i n t h i s Committee 
and elsewhere, there are r epo r t s o f the- s t r eng then ing of the defence systems bo th of 
the V/arsaw.Pact c oun t r i e s and o f the MTO c o u n t r i e s . As regards the l a t t e r , one 
i l l u s t r a t i o n of t h i s i s the estab l ishment of a base i a S i c i l y f o r the l a u n c h i n g of 
s t r a t e g i c rocke ts or E u r o - m i s s i l e s , f o r which 200 b i l l i o n l i r e were a l l o c a t e d , wh i l e 
as regards the former, there i s the heavy concen t ra t i on of armed fo rces of V/arsaw Pac t 
c oun t r i e s around the f r o n t i e r s o f P o l a n d . 

Th i s very ambiguous a t t i t u d e of the nuclear-weapon and m i l i t a r i l y s i g n i f i c a n t 
S t a t e s , to which the appeal of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community f o r disarmament i s 
p r i m a r i l y • a d d r e s s e d , i s c on t r a r y bo th to the s p i r i t o f the Char te r o f the 
Un i t ed Nat ions and to the s p i r i t v/hich should p r e v a i l i n the nego t i a t i ons i n the 
Committee, on Disarmament. There i s no need f o r me to remind you tha t these 
nego t i a t i ons on measures of nuc l ear disarmament should be complemented by nego t i a t i ons 
on the ba lanced r e d u c t i o n o f armed f o rces and conven t i ona l armaments on the b a s i s of 
the p r i n c i p l e of the undimin ished s e c u r i t y of the S ta t es concerned w i t h the ob j e c t i v e 
of ensur ing s t a b i l i t y at a lower l e v e l o f f o r c e s , b e a r i n g i n mind the need f o r a l l 
S ta t es to p r o t e c t t h e i r s e c u r i t y . At t h i s stage i n h i s t o r y , the s e c u r i t y of a l l . 
mankind r e s t s on the ba lance of m i l i t a r y f o r c e s , and i t i s c l e a r tha t i n a nuc l ea r . , 
war there would be no v i c t o r s but on ly the vanquished. 

The s u r v i v a l of a l l mankind, i n c l u d i n g the i n h a b i t a n t s of the coun t r i e s 
possess ing nuc l ea r v/eapons, henceforward depends on the whims of thos.e who can order 
the use of those v/eapons, 

Tv/enty years agO, the d e s i r e of the nuc l ea r Powers, f o l l o w i n g the co ld war, to 
acqu i re a de te r ren t o r s t r i k i n g f o r c e , was understandable to the peoples of the wor ld 
as b e i n g aimed at the maintenance of i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c u r i t y . 

Now, hov/ever, the c a p a c i t y of the nev/ nuc l ea r weapons to des t roy a l l l i f e on. 
ea r th s e v e ra l t imes over no l onger makes them a de t e r r en t f o rce and consequent ly 
no l onger corresponds to the o r i g i n a l aim^s of these S t a t e s . 

To c o l l e c t , s t o c k p i l e and cont inue to manufacture such v/eapons at a time when 
the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community i s c a l l i n g f o r t h e i r d e s t r u c t i o n (the peace march of the 
Scandinavians i n Europe to- p r o t e s t aga ins t the nuclear-arms race ) i s something v/hich 
appears to be go ing aga ins t the cur ren t of h i s t o r y . At t h i s stage i n the f r a n t i c , 
nuc l ea r arms race and i t s e s c a l a t i o n , f o r reasons v/hich are no longer, connected w i t h 
the sa feguard ing of i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c u r i t y , v/e can but f ea r the dangers 
inhe ren t i n these a rsena l s f o r peace fu l p o p u l a t i o n s . Furthermore, the f i r e s which 
f r e q u e n t l y ravage nuc l ea r f a c i l i t i e s c ons t an t l y endanger innocent peop l e . 

In viev/ of a l l these f a c t s , my de l e ga t i on cons iders that i t i s incumbent on .the. 
Committee on Disarmament to f i n d ways and means of b r e a k i n g the v i c i o u s . c i r c l e of 
the cha in of r e a c t i o n s i n order to create a c l imate of conf idence among S t a t e s . ' 
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Such a Ъгеак implies an undertaking Ъ у the nuclear-weapon Pov:ers to convert 
nuclear weapons manufacturing f a c i l i t i e s - to peaceful purposes and the economic and 
s o c i a l development of the peoples of the world. For, through t h i s aim of development,, 
the promotion of i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-operation w i l l ..help to put an end. to the permanent, 
state of- mistrust and hence of h e l l i g e r e n c e , 

Щ- delegation would wish to see the freely-expressed p o l i t i c a l w i l l of every 
nuclear-weapon State to contribute to the achi.e-vement of nuclear disarmament before 
the end of the negotiations on items 1 and 2 of our agenda, namely, a nuclear test 
ban and the cessation of the nuclear.arms race. 

This i s the only way of creating the climate of confidence that .could promote .. 
the conclusion of agreements or t r e a t i e s on general and complete disarmament under 
e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l control — agreements which vrould be -aniversall3/. recognized. . 
i n character. For the achievement of. such agreements, i t i s necessary f o r a l l 
States to adopt a constructive a t t i t u d e with respect to the negotiations.. 

In the sphere of the nuclear test ban and the cessation of the nuclear arms, 
race, no progress has been made. The statements of the nuclear-weapon Pov/ers betray 
t h e i r i n t e n t i o n to continue nuclear tests f o r the purpose of the manufacture.of 
even more advanced nuclear weapons, l i k e the neutron bombs, which one nuclear-vfeapon 
Power has been developing since 197S• 

Furthermore, a l l the conditions e x i s t f o r an increase i n .the nuclear arsenals 
of c e r t a i n vjarlike States v/hich defy the decisions of the United Nations and are. 
notorious f o r t h e i r arrogance towards our Organization, thus creating centres of 
tension i n a world where the threats and r i s k s of v/ar cannot predispose the States 
of the region to disarm but i n c i t e them-rather.to. increase t h e i r armaments. 

This i s , -unfortunately, the sit-uation p r e v a i l i n g i n southern A f r i c a , v/here 
a nuclear—weapon te s t s i t e v/as discovered i n the Kalahari Desert, and a f l a s h of 
l i g h t resembling that of a nuclear explosion i n the atmosphere was detected i n the 
region of the South A t l a n t i c on 22 September 1979 by a United States v e l a 
reconnaissance s a t e l l i t e . 

As long ago as i n I96I, the General Assembly asked a l l States to consider the 
A f r i c a n continent as a nuclear-weapon-free zone'and to respect i t as such, and i t 
has repeatedly c a l l e d f o r the implementation of the Declaration on the Denuclearization 
o f ' A f r i c a , adopted i n I964 by the A f r i c a n Heads of State and Government. I t has also 
•urged the cessation of a l l co-operation with South A f r i c a i n the nuclear sphere. 

It appears, however, from the report (document A/-35/402) of the Group of Experts. 
(France, Nigeria, P h i l i p p i n e s , Sweden, USSR and Venezuela) established pursuant to 
General-Assembly r e s o l u t i o n 54/76 В to i n v e s t i g a t e South A f r i c a ' s plan and c a p a b i l i t y 
i n the nuclear f i e l d , that South A f r i c a ' s nuclear energy a c t i v i t i e s have advanced 
s t e a d i l y since the Second .World War. Through i t s i l l e g a l seizure of jthe uranium 
resoiirces of Namibia, South A f r i c a has gained control of a large share of the world 
market i n uranium. 
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According to the experts, there i s no douht that South A f r i c a has the t e c h n i c a l 
c a p a b i l i t y to make nuclear vreapons and the necessary means of d e l i v e r y . It already 
possesses a uranium enrichment f a c i l i t y , not subject to safeguards, which i s 
capable of producing weapon-grade uranium, and i t i s b u i l d i n g another enrichment 
f a c i l i t y with an even higher capacity. It cannot be excluded, moreover, that i n 
t h e i r desperate attempt to preserve the apartheid system, South A f r i c a ' s leaders 
might decide to use.nuclear vreapons; 

Moreover, t h i s régime continues to enjoy the sympathy of certain nuclear-weapon 
Powers although i n the eyes of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community i t i s considered,to be 
the most abject and cruel of systems because i t disregards the most elementary human 
r i g h t s . • ,: 

The introduction of nuclear weapons on the A f r i c a n continent, and p a r t i c u l a r l y 
i n a region as unstable as southern A f r i c a , vrould not only be a severe blow to the 
e f f o r t s to ensure the non-proli f e ration of these weapons i n the vrorld as a whole 
but also f r u s t r a t e the e f f o r t s to keep the A f r i c a n continent out of the nuclear arms 
race and make i t a denuclearized zone. The sanctions adopted with regard, to 
South A f r i c a i n the matter of arms sales should be applied by a l l States without 
exception. 

Another State as warlike as South A f r i c a i s to be found i n the Middle East. 
Strong i n i t s impunity and using sophisticated weapons and equipment f o r aggressive 
pvirposes without fearing: any, r e t a l i a t i o n by neighbouring countries, I s r a e l has 
since the 1950s possessed nuclear reactors,which are not subject to i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
inspection because i t has s t i l l not signed the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of 
Nuclear Weapons. Although:;some American experts were able to v i s i t Israel's reactor 
i n the I 9 6 O 3 , v i s i t s have not been authorized since then. Is I s r a e l prepared to 
authorize a control v i s i t . b y the International Atomic Energy Agency? I f i t refuses, 
i t must j u s t i f y i t s e l f to- the i n t e r n a t i o n a l commvini-ty and say what th i s .centre 
conceals.' 

The complicity of the P r e t o r i a - T e l Aviv axis needs no demonstration f o r i t i s 
known that I s r a e l i s v-rorking i n close co-operation with South A f r i c a i n the production 
and s t o c k p i l i n g of nuclear weapons, as part, of course, of a latent p r o l i f e r a t i o n 
strategy. 

On 7 J'une I 9 8 I I s r a e l attacked the Osirak (Iraq) nuclear centre recognized by 
IAEA as a c i v i l i a n f a c i l i t y f o r peaceful purposes, on the pretext of seeking to 
a n t i c i p a t e events and f o r e s t a l l possible danger. France and I t a l y , both of them 
members of the Committee on Disarmament, vrould never have agreed to contribute to 
the execution of that project had i t been proved that i t was to be diverted from i t s 
o r i g i n a l purpose, which vras to be placed at the service of development and 
technological progress, i n accordance with paragraph 68 of the F i n a l Document of the 
General Assembly's second s p e c i a l session on disarmament. Following the attack, the 
Executive Council of Zaire strongly condemned t h i s act of aggression and considered 
the I s r a e l i action as a f l a g r a n t and i n t o l e r a b l e v i o l a t i o n of i n t e r n a t i o n a l law. 
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,My.delegation f i i l l y supported the Statement of the Group of 21 
(document,CD/187) on that I s r a e l i a i r attack and urges the Committee to take 
appropriate measures to help prevent any imdesirahle consequences ensuing from that 
a c t i o n . 

To revert to consideration of agenda items 1 and 2 (Nuclear test ban and 
Cessation of the nuclear arms race), matters of the greatest i n t e r e s t to the enti r e 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l community since they are concerned w i t h i t s s e c u r i t y , we believe that 
the Committee on Disarmament ought to t r y , before the end of t h i s session, to provide 
answers to the pertinent questions r a i s e d i n the statements of the Group of 21 
contained i n documents CD/181 and CD/180. 

My delegation i s p a r t i c u l a r l y i n t e r e s t e d i n the fol l o w i n g three matters, the 
questions on which have yet to be ansvrered; 

(1) The t r i l a t e r a l negotiations between the'United States, the United Kingdom and 
the USSR} are they continuing or have, they been suspended, and i f so, 
fo r \ihat reasons? I f they are continuing, might we have an interim report, 
i n d i c a t i n g the stage reached i n these negotiations? Such reports were 
submitted during the 1979 and I 9 8 O sessions. ' 

(2) In i t s documents CD/64 of 27 February I 9 8 O and CD/72 of 4 March I 9 8 O the 
Group of 21 proposed the establishment of an ad hoc working group on agenda ' 
item 1. This proposal i s repeated i n document CD/181, submitted at t h i s 
session. Are we to understand that the nuclear-vieapon States refuse to agree 
to entrust a working group with a mandate to undertake the substantive 
oonsideration of concrete questions r e l a t i n g to item 1, even though i t would 
have to report to the Committee on the progress made i n i t s work? • 

(5) To what ro l e do the nuclear—weapon States wish to reduce the other members of 
the Committee on Disarmament i n the m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiation of a nu c l e a r - t e s t -
ban treaty, i n view of the small amount of progress that has been made i n the 
t r i l a t e r a l negotiations? 

The Committee on Disarmament should pursue anà i n t e n s i f y the search f o r a common 
approach which would enable i t to f u l f i l the mandate entrusted to i t by the 
General Assembly i n the sphere of disarmament. 

M u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on questions that are of v i t a l i n t e r e s t both to 
nuclear-weapon States and to non-nuclear-weapon States sho\ild be i n i t i a t e d without • 
delay i n the Committee on Disarmament, the only m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating body i n the -
realm of disarmament. The proposal that we should set up an ad hoc vrorking group to 
deal V 7 i t h questions of substance such as: 

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 ï'inal Document, i n c l u d i n g the determination 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 r o l e of the non-nuclear-
weapon States i n the process of implementation of nuclear disarmament; 

The c l a r i f i c a t i o n of questions r e l a t i n g to the p r o h i b i t i o n of the use or threat 
of -use of nuclear weapons, pending nuclear disarmament, and to the prevention 
of nuclear war; and the ' • l a r i f i c a t i o n of questions connected with the d i s c r e d i t i r 
of doctrines of nuclear deterrence 

would appear to be both wise and r e a l i s t i c i f we wish to spare mankind the catastrophe 
threatening i t through the danger of nuclear war. 
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To conclude my statement on agenda items 1 and 2, i tems to vrhich my country 
at taches v i t a l importance, my de l e ga t i on would wish tha t the concrete proposa ls 
formulated Ъу the Group o f 21 f o r the estab l ishment o f vrorking groups on i tems 1 and 
2 to permit the i n i t i a t i o n of nego t i a t i ons on those items, on a m u l t i l a t e r a l b a s i s , 
should be f a i t h f u l l y r e f l e c t e d i n the r epor t to be submit ted to the Un i t ed Nat ions 
General Assembly a t i t s t h i r t y - s i x t h s e s s i o n . 

The t h i r d agenda i t e m , " E f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l arrangements to assvrre 
non-nuclear-weapon S ta t e s aga ins t the use o r th r ea t o f use o f nuc l ea r vreapons", was 
c l e a r l y de f ined i n paragraph 59 of "the F i n a l Document of the General Assembly 's 
second s p e c i a l s e s s i on devoted to disarmament. I t was understood that d u r i n g the 
nego t i a t i ons i n the Committee, e f f o r t s should be made to conclude e f f e c t i v e 
arrangements to assure non-nuclear-vreapon Sta tes aga ins t the use or th rea t of use 
o f such Vieapons. I t i s c l e a r from the d i s c u s s i o n s which have taken p lace i n the 
Ad Hoc V/orking Group tha t there are s t i l l marked d i ve rgenc i es of views and op in ions 
desp i t e the thoroughness of the Group ' s d i s c u s s i o n of the quest ions and elements 
to be i n c l u d e d i n stage one, and l i n k e d w i t h the i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of the va r i ous 
aspects of the unde r tak ings . The view of the non-nuclear-vreapon S ta tes tha t they are 
e n t i t l e d to r ece i ve u n c o n d i t i o n a l guarantees of s e c u r i t y from the nuclear-weapon 
Sta tes was w ide l y expressed and should have vron the nuclear-vreapon S t a t e s ' sympathet ic 
c o n s i d e r a t i o n . 

Cons ide ra t i on of a l l the v a r i a n t s of a common formula l e d the Group to note the 
absence of any major ob j e c t i on to the i d e a of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l convent ion hav ing a 
l e g a l l y b i n d i n g c h a r a c t e r . My d e l e g a t i o n ' s vievr i s tha t any i n t e r i m measure would 
depr ive the -nego t i a t i ons on t h i s ques t i on of any substance or b a s i s . 

The process of the c r e a t i o n of nuclear-weapon-free zones should.be encouraged, 
vrith due regard f o r the p a r t i c u l a r featvires of each, r e g i o n . (An example; the 
Treaty of T l a t e l o l c o , v-rith re ference to the L a t i n American r e g i on , ) The count r i e s of 
A f r i c a , South-East A s i a and the Ind ian Ocean have l ong expressed t h e i r d e s i r e to 
become such zones, i n the same way as L a t i n Amer ica , In t h i s connect ion , the 
nuclear-weapon Sta tes ought to undertake s t r i c t l y to respect the s t a tus of n u c l e a r -
weapon-free zones and to r e f r a i n from u s i n g or t h r e a t e n i n g to use nuclear-weapons 
aga ins t the S ta tes o f such zones i 

I t i s the Committee's duty to request the Working Group, or some o ther work ing 
group, to explore o ther p o s s i b i l i t i e s vrith a vievr to overcoming the d i f f i c u l t i e s 
the Group has encountered i n the n e g o t i a t i o n s , and so to reach agreement, on e f f e c t i v e 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l arrangements to assvure non-nuclear-weapon Sta tes aga ins t the use or 
th rea t of use of nuc l ea r weapons. Working paper C D / S A / C R P . 4 of the Chairman of the 
Ad Hoc Working Group on S e c u r i t y Ass-urances, to vrhom my de l e ga t i on pays t r i b u t e f o r 
the t i r e l e s s e f f o r t s he has made i n that ' o f f i c e , i s s t i l l a v a l i d b a s i s f o r 
d i s c u s s i o n . 

Wi th regard to agenda items 4 and 5, on chemical vreapons and nevr types of weapons 
of mass d e s t r u c t i o n and new systems of such vreapons, such as r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons, 
r e s p e c t i v e l y , my de l e ga t i on has the' f o l l o w i n g comments to make ; 

( l ) A l l S ta tes should accede to the Geneva P r o t o c o l of 17 June 1925 f o r the 
P r o h i b i t i o n of the Use i n V/ar o f A s p h y x i a t i n g , Poisonous or Other Gases, and of 
B a c t e r i o l o g i c a l Methods of War fare , 
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-{2) - - A l l - S t a t e s which have not yet done so should cons ider acced ing to the Convent ion 
on the P r o h i b i t i o n of the Development, P r o d u c t i o n and S t o c k p i l i n g of 
B a c t e r i o l o g i c a l ( B i o l o g i c a l ) and Tox in Weapons and on T h e i r D e s t r u c t i o n . 

(5) In accordance w i t h General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n 55/144 В., u r g i n g the Committee 
on Disarmament to cont inue as a matter of h i gh p r i o r i t y , the nego t i a t i ons 
towards the adopt ion o f a m u l t i l a t e r a l convent ion on the complete and e f f e c t i v e 
p r o h i b i t i o n o f the development, p r oduc t i on and s t o c k p i l i n g of a l l chemical 
weapons and on t h e i r d e s t r u c t i o n , the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons, 
xznder the dynamic chairmanship of Ambassador L i dga rd of Sweden, has g iven proo f 
o f ' t h e good w i l l which has p r e v a i l e d d u r i n g the n e g o t i a t i o n s . My de l e ga t i on 
was ab le to apprec i a t e the r e s u l t s achieved by that Group from 
documents CD/CW/CHP .15 and A d d . l ' ( rev ised suggest ions by the Chairman f o r elements 
of a chemical weapons convent ion ) , CD/CW/WP.21 (suggest ions by the Chairman of 
the Working Group on Chemical Weapons f o r elements of a chemical vreapons 
convent ion) and documents CD/C1.'0ÍP.19 and 20. 

The p o s i t i v e c o n t r i b u t i o n by the Swedish de l e ga t i on (document CD/142) and i n 
p a r t i o - f l a r tha t of the Chairman (Svreden) of tha t Working Group has been a 
de t e rmin ing f a c t o r i n ' t h e noteworthy progress the Group has made w i t h i n the 
framework of i t s mandate. 

The Committee w i l l from now on have at i t s d i s p o s a l a s u b s t a n t i a l b a s i c work ing 
documentation on chemical weapons. 

(4) V/ith regard to the i t em on new types of v/eapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n and new 
system.s of such v/eapons; r a d i o l o g i c a l v/eapons, General Assembly 
r e s o l u t i o n 35/156 G c a l l s upon the Committee on Disarmament to cont inue 
nego t i a t i ons w i t h a viev/ to e l a b o r a t i n g a t r e a t y p r o h i b i t i n g the development, 
p r o d u c t i o n , s t o c k p i l i n g and use o f r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. D i ve rgenc i es of views 
appeared d u r i n g the d i s c u s s i o n s w i t h respec t to the d e f i n i t i o n of r a d i o l o g i c a l 
weapons, the scope of the p r o h i b i t i o n , the procedure f o r v e r i f i c a t i o n of 
compliance " i t h the t r e a t y , peace fu ' uses and the r e l a t i o n s between the fu tu r e 
t r e a t y and o ther agreements 'or nuc l ea r disarmament measures. My de l e ga t i on 
cons iders tha t the Committee i s f a r from a c h i e v i n g a compromise on t h i s i t e m . 

' F u r t h e r d i s c u s s i o n s appear to be needed to b r i n g together the opposing viev/s 
of the coxuitr ies concerned. The Chairman of t h i s Group should be congra tu la t ed 
on the pa t i ence he has shov/n throughout the work. 

In conc lud ing my statement v/ith a re fe rence to the comprehensive programme of 
disarmament, I should l i k e f i r s t of a l l to o f f e r Ambassador G a r c i a Robles o f Mexico 
every sympathy on beha l f of m.y de l e ga t i on i n the exhaus t ing v/ork he has been do ing 
i n ' the Ad Hoc Working Group on t h i s i t e m . The proposa l s of the Group o f 21 conta ined 
i n documents C D / C P D / W P . 3 6 , CD/CPD/WP . 3 6 /Add . l and C D / C P D / I ^ .З/Rev.l f u l l y r e f l e c t my 
coun t r y ' s concern tha t the long- te rm ob j e c t i v e of the programmie should be to ensiure 
that genera l and complete disarmament under e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l c o n t r o l becomes a 
r e a l i t y i n a v/orld i n which i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c u r i t y p r e v a i l and i n v/hich the 
new i n t e r n a t i o n a l economic order i s strengthened and c o n s o l i d a t e d . 

My d e l e g a t i o n , anxious to preserve harmony i n the work of the Committee, would 
suggest that the spo>sors of the d r a f t comprehensive programme of disarmament 
(document CD/205/CD/CPD/WP .52), e l oquen t l y i n t r oduced by Ambassador Onke l inx of 
Be lg ium'and Ambassador Ruth of the Fede ra l Repub l i c of Germany d u r i n g the Committee 's 
p l ena ry meet ing on 6 August , shou ld agree t o •nego t i a t e v/ith the Group of 21 on the 
merging of t h e i r d r a f t w i t h the concrete p roposa l s formulated by the Group of 21, to 
which my country be l ongs . In t h i s v/ay, the views of the tv/o groups would together 
enhance the comprehensive programme o f disarmament and make i t a u n i v e r s a l l y r e cogn i z ed 
agreement, to be implemented by a l l S t a t e s . 
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The СШИШ'ШТ; I thank the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep resen ta t i v e of Za i r e f o r h i s 
statement and f o r the k i n d vrords he v/as good enough to address to ny country . 

fe. EPuDEI'-roiLEG (Mongolia) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Russ i an ) ; I-Ir. Chairman, at t h i s 
t ime, v/hen the work of the I98I s e s s i on of the Committee on Disarmament i s near ing 
i t s end, d i s t u r b i n g r epo r t s are once aga in reach ing us from Washington about the 
neutron v/eapon. 

The nev/ Un i t ed Sta tes a d m i n i s t r a t i o n has taken the d e c i s i o n to embark on the 
f u l l - s c a l e manufacture of n u c l e a r neutron v/eapons. In l i n e v/ith t h e i r no to r i ous 
i d ea of a " l i m i t e d nuc l e a r war " , o f f i c i a l c i r c l e s i n tho Un i t ed S t a t e s , s ide b j s ide 
v/ith a c t i v i t i e s r e l a t i n g to s t r a t e g i c v/eapons i n Europe, a.re beg inning i isplementat ion 
of p r o j e c t W-65, as one of the "at t ra^ct ive a l t e r n a t i v e s " i n defence of the - " n a t i o n a l 
i n t e r e s t s " of the Un i t ed Sta tes of i imer i ca . 

The v/orld community l ea rned of t h i s r e c k l e s s step by Washington w i t h profound 
anx i e t y and a f e e l i n g of i n d i g n a t i o n , and i t sees i t as an open cha l l enge to peace 
and détente, an a c t i o n f l a g r a n t l y c on t r a r y to the hopes and a s p i r a t i o n s of peoples 
to aver t the th r ea t of a nev/, nuc l ea r war and to secure the c e s sa t i on of the arms race 
and the achievement o f e f f e c t i v e measiires i n tho sphere of disarmament. 

Arguments .about the " c l e a n " a c t i o n and the "de f ens i ve " and "humane" nati jre o f the 
neutron v/eapon do not stand up to any c r i t i c i s m . They arc on ly to j u s t i f y tho use of 
n u c l e a r v/eapons and the p o s s i b l e conduct of a " l i m i t e d n u c l e a r wa.r". 

The arms race begun and acce l e r a t ed by the u n i t e d S ta tes , and p a r t i c u l a r l y the 
development of i t s nev/ neutron element, i s f raught v/ith s e r i ous consequences 
i n c r e a s i n g the th r ea t of a n u c l e a r ca tas t rophe . These dangerous a c t i o n s no t on l y 
undermine the e f f e c t i v eness of the interna„tional t r e a t i e s and agreements th^at arc 
a l r eady i n f o r ce i n the sphere of the c e s sa t i on of the arms race and disarmam.ent, but 
a l so create nev/ obs tac l e s to the axi iovement of agreed m.eas-ures i n the n e g o t i a t i o n s on 
disarmament ques t i ons , i n the f i r s t i n s t ance i n the Committee on Disa»nлгпent. 

The Peop l e ' s Republ ic of Mongolia., a, peace - l o v ing State i n A s i a , urges the 
e l i m i n a t i o n of the•cent res of t ens i on and c o n f l i c t on t h i s vast c on t inen t , and the 
prevent ion of a new vva-r; i t i s opposed to the use of f o rce i n the r e l a t i o n s betv/een 
States and i n favo i i r of the s t r eng then ing of conf idence and the development of 
good-neighbour ly r e l a t i o n s betv/een a l l the coun t r i e s of A s i a . In a .dd i t ion, l i k e .many 
o the r States i n tho r e g i on , Mongol ia i s unsv/erving i n i t s support f o r the maintenance 
of peace and s e c u r i t y i n Europe and i n o the r r eg i ons of the w o r l d . 

Mongo l ia there fo re f u l l y shares the profound a n x i e t y and a larm of the peoples of 
the European States at the danger of the deplojqnent of neutron v/eapons on the 
t e r r i t o r y of the NATO c o u n t r i e s , v/hich cou ld v/ell cause an inc rease i n t ens i on i n 
t h i s r e g i o n , and i n o ther p a r t s of the v/orld t oo . 

As you know, the Sov ie t Union has alreCi-dy proposed to the Un i t ed Sta tes tha t they 
agree on the j o i n t r e n u n c i a t i o n of the p roduc t i on of the neutron bo.mb. I t has a l so 
unequ i v o ca l l y dec la red that i t would not s t a r t producing such v/eapons prov ided o thers 
d i d not produce them. 
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The Sov i e t Union and other s o c i a l i s t c oun t r i e s vrere and are i n f avour of the 
peace fu l a l t e r n a t i v e . T h e i r f i r ra p o s i t i o n of p r i n c i p l e i n t l i i s r espec t has r epea ted ly 
been s t a t ed both i n the F i r s t Oo:.initteo o f the Un i t ed Nat ions Genera l Assembly and i n 
the ConiKittee on Disarmament. 

The Mongol ian de l e ga t i on b e l i e v e s tha,t an i t em should be i n c l u d e d i n the agenda 
o f the Comjnittee- on Disarmament concerning the urgent i n i t i a t i o n o f n e g o t i a t i o n s on the 
p r o h i b i t i o n o f the p r o d u c t i o n , s t o c k p i l i n g , deployment and use of n u c l e a r neutron 
Vieapons. ¥e b e l i e v e tha t tho Committee on Disarm.ament should beg in v/ork on an 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l convent ion , a d r a f t of v/lâch v/as put forv/ard on I4 March 1973 by a 
group o f s o c i a l i s t c oun t r i e s and i s conta ined i n docu.mont CCD/559* 

M r . DE SIMONE (un i t ed States o f i m c r i c a ) : Mr . Chairman, .my d e l e g a t i o n , a.s alv/ays, 
has l i s t e n e d ve ry c a r e f u l l y t o the statements made i n tho p l enary of t h i s Comúaittee 
t h i s morning. I r e f e r s p e c i f i c a l l y on t h i s occas ion to tho statements ma.de by the 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep r e s en ta t i v e s o f tho German Democratic Repub l i c and of Mongo l i a . In both 
those sta.tements, d e t a i l e d comments v/ere made concern ing the recent ly -announced d e c i s i o r 
of the Un i t ed S ta tes Government concerning p roduc t i on of the s o - c a l l e d neutron bom.b. 
Both spealvors drev/ a t t e n t i o n to t h e i r views concerning the r e l a . t i onsh ip and the e f f e c t 
o f tha t d e c i s i o n on va r i ous f a ce t s of tho vrork of thiis Committee and on the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n i n g e n e r a l , based, of course , on t h e i r i -espect ive v i e w s and 
t h e i r r e s p e c t i v e vmderstandings of t h i s mat t e r . As bo th spe'aicers no ted , t h i s i s not 
a hew sub jec t f o r t h i s Committee. There fore , I w i l l not talce the time o f the 
Committee at t h i s .meeting to maice any comment on beha l f of the de l e ga t i on o f the 
Un i t ed S t a t e s . Hov/ever, I v/ould most c e r t a i n l y not v/ish that my s i l e n c e t h i s morning 
on the substance of t h i s matter be i n t e r p r e t e d а.з agreement v/ith, o r acceptance o f , 
c e r t a i n o f the viev/s expressed, as v/oll a.s some of the f o rmu la t i ons tised to express 
them. The de l e ga t i on of the U n i t e d S ta tes there fo re reserves i t s r i g h t of r e p l y to 
those statements , a t a n e a r l y m.eoting, fo l lov/ ing an appropr ia t e o p p o r t u n i t y to c a r e f u l l y 
exaiaine t h e i r subs tan t i v e content . 

î^îr. KL BIGLER (Federa l Repub l i c of Germany): M r . Chairman I shou ld l i k e through 
you, to thank the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representa. t ive of Z a i r e , /mbassador Nzengeya, f o r the 
remarks he made concern ing the d r a f t comprehensive programme of disarmament v/hich has 
been sub.mitted by my de l e ga t i on and the de l ega t i ons of A u s t r a l i a , B e l g i i m , Japan and 
tho Un i t ed Kingdom.. We are indeed of the viev/ that i t i s e s s e n t i a l f o r the speedy 
and s u c c e s s f u l c onc lus i on o f the n e g o t i a t i o n s vvhich 3,re a t the moment be ing conducted, 
that tho op in i ons of a l l de l ega t i ons be r e f l e c t e d i n the cor.prehensive programme. Wi th 
t h i s aim . in mind n j d e l e ga t i on l o oks forv'/ard to n e g o t i a t i n g v/ith S ta tes from a l l groups 
the t e x t s to be i n c l u d e d i n tha t programme, 

The СНАШШТ; D i s t i n g u i s h e d co l l e agues , i n accordance v/ith the t i m e - t a b l e f o r 
meetings o f the Comm.ittee dur ing the present week, I i n t e n d now to a.djoum t h i s 
p l enary r ioet ing and to convene, i n f i v e minutes t ime, an in f o rma l meeting to beg in 
the c o n s i d e r a t i o n of the d r a f t r epor t to the G e n e r a l Assembly o f the Un i t ed Nat ions 
conta ined i n Working Paper No. 44. The next plenarj^ D.eeting of the Gomi i t t ce on 
Disarmament v / i l l be h e l d on Thursday, I3 Augvist, a t 10.30 a..,m. The meeting stands 
adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 11.45 a.m. 
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The CHAIRIiAIfs In conformity witli i t s programme of work, the Committee continues 
today i t s considera-tion of the item dealing with the consideration of the reports of 
.subsidiary bodies, as well as of the annual report to the General Assembly of the 
•United Nations. In accordance with rule 50 oí" the rules of procedure, members 
wishing to do so may malee statements on an;;;- other subject relevant to the work of 
the Committee. 

You w i l l r e c a l l that, at the time of the adoption of the programme of work' f o r 
the second part of the. annual session of the Committee, the Chairman stated,". 
i n t e r a l i a ; " I t i s envisaged that the report 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 I d e n t i f y Seismio 
Events w i l l be duly considered at a plenary meeting i n August a f t e r i t s submission". 
The Ad Hoc Group completed i t s work' on 12 August and I intend to i n v i t e i t s Chairman, 
Dr. U l f Ericsson, to introdiice i t .in the Committee today, a f t e r we complete our l i s t 
of speakers. In accordance with the statement that I j u s t quoted, I also intend to 
put before the Committee f o r approval the report of the Group, contained i n 
doc-ument CD/210, at our next plenary meeting, on Tuesday, 18 August, -

Mr. EL REEDY (Egypt) (translated from Arabic) : Mr. Chairman, we are happy to 
see you presiding over t h i s Committee. Althougli you have joined us only recently, 
you have extensive and profound experience i n our f i e l d of work.We have a l l been" 
greatly impressed by the exemplary manner i n which you have been conducting our work 
during the past few days. Please, also allow me to r e f e r to another aspect that your 
chairmanship embodies; you represent the s i s t e r State of Indonesia whose people are 
l i n k e d to our own by t i e s of brotherhood and love. While la-unching our vibrant 
appeal f o r disarmament, l e t us now remember that f i r s t appeal, made at Band'ung over 
a quarter of a century ago, which expressed the wisdom of hundreds of m i l l i o n s of 
human beings i n Asia and A f r i c a , 

Your chairmanship brings to mind.the s p i r i t and the words of Bandung, .Here i n 
t h i s Committee we urgently need to apply that s p i r i t and to seek inspiration""from' 
those concepts. 

\\niile we are putting- the f i n a l touches to the report on the work of the Committee 
on Disarmament during the 1981 session, i t might be useful to consider the impact that 
the report might have when i t i s submitted to the General Assembly at i t s l a s t 
regular session before the special session devoted to disarmament to be held next, 
spring. The question that w i l l be asked w i l l undoubtedly be: what i s the end r e s u l t 
of our work during the current year and what have we. achieved with regard to: the items 
on the agenda? • 

I am c e r t a i n that we w i l l be s a t i s f i e d that, from the outset, we set about our 
tasks without wasting too much time on procedural matters and that the working groups 
that we set up straight away under distinguished and experienced chsdrmen l?.enefited 
from the serious and e f f e c t i v e p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l delegations. 

Prom the substantive point of view, the report w i l l c e r t a i n l y r e f l e c t not only 
the serious and intensive discussions that took place on the subject of chemical 
weapons but also the d e t a i l e d and c a r e f u l manner i n which the Ad Hoc Worlcing Group 

file:////niile
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dea l t w i t h the va r i ous aspects o f tha t subject. . We would l i k e to pay t r i b u t e to 
tha t Ad Hoc Working Group and to i t s Chairman, Ambassador L i d g a r d , f o r the p r a c t i c a l 
and s c i e n t i f i c .-.approach tha t he a p p l i e d to i t s work» However,, desp i te the progress 
achieved, we have not ye t succeeded . in removing the obs tac l e s that are s t i l l impeding 
our e f f o r t s to. .at . tain the goal o f c onc lud ing a convent ion on the complete p r o h i b i t i o n 
o f chemica l weapons under e f f e c t i v e v e r i f i c a t i o n measures. There are s t i l l 
d i f f e r ences of. op in i on r ega rd ing the most important elements o f the d ra f t convent ion , 
e s p e c i a l l y those r e l a t i n g to scope o f a p p l i c a t i o n , v e r i f i c a t i o n measures and 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l co -ope ra t i on i n the f i e l d o f peace fu l uses . 

As an e s s e n t i a l s tep towards the achievement o f t h i s goa l , i t was on l y n a t u r a l 
t ha t the mandate o f the Group should be amended so аз to author i z e i t not on l y to 
study the r e l e van t elements but a l so to conduct n e g o t i a t i o n s w i t h a view to r each ing 
agreement, but u n f o r t u n a t e l y t h i s d i d not prove pos s i b l e at the cur rent s e s s i o n . 
Consequent ly , despi te the e f f o r t s o f the Ad Hoc Working Group and the meetings o f 
exper ts that were' h e l d , the Committee was hampered i n i t s e f f o r t s to make r e a l ' 
progress towards i t s g oa l . 

On the o ther hand, the Ad Hoc Working Group on R a d i o l o g i c a l Weapons, whose work 
was c h a r a c t e r i z e d by a j o i n t p o l i t i c a l w i l l on the pa r t o f the two Superp'rr-er.o to 
conclude a t r e a t y p r o h i b i t i n g the use of• r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons, cont inued i t s 
endeavours t h i s ; year d u r i n g which i t bene f i t ed- f rom the wide exper ience o f i t s 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d Chairman, Ambassador Komives, Va r i ous S t a t e s , , i n c l u d i n g the group o f 
non-a l i gned Sta tes to which my country be longs , p a r t i c i p a t e d s e r i o u s l y i n the work 
o f t h i s Ad Hoc Working Group, a l t h o u ^ i some o f tíiem f e l t that the c o n c l u s i o n o f a 
t r e a t y on r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons was not among the top p r i o r i t y i tems on the 
disarmament agenda. 

I n s p i t e o f a l l the e f f o r t s made to narrow the gap between d ivergent views 
r ega rd ing the elements o f the d ra f t t r e a t y , we b e l i e v e tha t f u r t h e r endeavours w i l l 
s t i l l be r e qu i r ed to overcome the remain ing d i f f e r e n c e s , e s p e c i a l l y i n connect ion 
w i t h three fundamental i s s u e s , namely: , d e f i n i t i o n , the scope o f the p r o h i b i t i o n , 
and the peaceful uses o f r a d i o a c t i v e m a t e r i a l s . Tak ing i n t o account the f l e x i b i l i t y 
shoTO by the Group o f 21 w i t h respec t to these i s s u e s , and t h e i r read iness to en te r 
i n t o a d ia logue r ega rd ing the s p e c i f i c proposa ls tha t they submit ted i n t h e i r 
work ing paper,, we be l i e v e tha t there i s s t i l l hope o f r each ing agreement i f the o ther 
groups show s i m i l a r f l e x i b i l i t y and unders tand ing o f the p o s i t i o n s adopted by the 
deve lop ing c oun t r i e s w i t h r ega rd to the Swedish proposa l concern ing the p r o h i b i t i o n 
o f a t t a cks on peaceful n u c l e a r i n s t a l l a t i o n s . The importance o f such a p r o h i b i t i o n 
was h i g h l i g h t e d by recent events s ince an a t tack on such i n s t a l l a t i o n s c ou ld l e a d 
to the leakage and d i s s em ina t i on o f r a d i o a c t i v e m a t e r i a l s , thereby caus ing damage 
the sca l e and e f f e c t s o f which would not be l e s s than those r e s u l t i n g from the use 
o f r a d i o l o g i c a l .and n u c l e a r weapons. 

Turn ing to the subjec t o f negat ive s e c u r i t y assurances f o r non-nuclear-weapon 
S ta tes — and I r e c e n t l y had occas i on to commend the e f f o r t s o f the Ad Hoc Working 
Group d e a l i n g w i t h t h i s t o p i c , as w e l l as i t s able Chairman, M i n i s t e r C i a r r a p i c o — 
my de l e ga t i on can on l y note w i t h r e g r e t tha t we are s t i l l f a r from our o r i g i n a l aim 
o f e s t a b l i s h i n g c l e a r and s p e c i f i c b i n d i n g l e g a l commitments by which the 
nuclear-weapon S ta tes would undertalce not to use o r th rea t en to use n u c l e a r weapons 
aga ins t non-nuclear-weapon S t a t e s . 
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W i th regard to the Ad Hoc Working Group en t rus t ed w i t h the task o f f o rn iu l a t i n g 
a comprehensive programme o f genera l and complete disarmament, which was f o r tuna te 
to have as i t s Chairman our ' dean , Amhassador G a r c i a Rob l e s , our r epo r t will"-TiO""doubt 
r e f l e c t the way i n which t h i s Af'- Hoc Working Group has dea l t w i t h ' t h e va r i ous 

.e lements o f the proposed d r a f t programme. However, t h i s Group s t i l l has the task o f 
c r y s t a l l i z i n g and- d r a f t i n g those elements i n a g ene ra l l y asceptable and agreed 
manner. A t a l a t e r s tage , t h i s Group w i l l a l so have to dea l w i t h the o ther po in t s of 
..di'.'crgeniîe r e l a t i n g to the le.,:-.l nat'urc o f thc' progranmie and tho ti;.:c--fraziO-noocb.d f o r 
i t s implementat ion.- The success o f the V/orking Group i n i t s t ask w i l l u l t i m a t e l y 
depend on the ex tent o f our -combined e f f o r t s and our f l e x i b i l i t y . I t i s to be hoped 
tha t by the time the s p e c i a l s e s s i on i s convened next y ea r we s h a l l have a f u l l and 
comprehensive docviment ready f o r submiss ion to the General Assembly. 

I n our view these are thé p r i n c i p a l f ea tures o f .our Committee 's achievements 
d u r i n g the cur r en t year tha t w i l l be r e f l e c t e d i n our r epo r t to the U n i t e d Nat i ons 
Genera l Assembly at i t s coming s e s s i o n . . However, i n s p i t e o f our a p p r e c i a t i o n o f 
the e f f o r t s made, these r e s u l t s do not t r u l y c o n s t i t u t e a r e a l achievement i n the 
sphere o f disarmament, and e s p e c i a l l y n u c l e a r disarmament and a n u c l e a r t e s t ban, 
vihich are the f i r s t two i tems on our agenda. V/e cannot even c l a i m to, have ach ieved 
any- procedura l ' progress on these two i t ems . Although- we have made every attempt, to 
e s t a b l i s h the framework w i t h i n which n e g o t i a t i o n s can proceed on these t w o ' i s s u e s , we 
have c o n s t a n t l y encountered obs tac l e s c rea ted by nucleai^weapon S ta tes opposed to 
th e es tab l i shment o f work ing groups i n t h i s connec t i on . Hav ing r e c e i v ed no 
a l t e r n a t i v e sugges t ions , we were f i n a l l y f o r c ed to agree to the h o l d i n g o f . i n f o r m a l 
meetings to d i s cuss the ques t ions o f n u c l e a r disarmament and a n u c l e a r t e s t ban . 
Our de l e ga t i on had hoped tha t these i n f o rma l d i s c u s s i o n s would l e a d to a-substcint ive. 
d ia logue through which we c ou ld i d e n t i f y the obs tac l e s impeding n e g o t i a t i o n s on the , 
two most s e r i ous matters a f f e c t i n g the des t iny o f manliind, so that we c ou ld make 
every p o s s i b l e e f f o r t to h e l p to overcome those o b s t a c l e s . However, we were not 
g iven any c l e a r answers i n t h i s respec t and the Group o f 21 therefore, s t a t ed i t s 
p o s i t i o n i n work ing papers CU/lSO and CD/181 . Among o ther quest ions that.we put 
to the nucleai^weapon S ta t es i n those two documents, we enquired whether ' those , 
S ta t es -were i n t e n d i n g to resume t h e i r t r i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s on the c e s s a t i o n o f 
n u c l e a r ' t e s t s and, i f ' ' g o , when. Un f o r tuna t e l y , even t h i s ques t i on has so f a r 
remained imanswered. • 

• There fore , • we can on l y note tha t the Committee on Disannament was, i n f a c t , 
prevented. from' accompl i sh ing i t s task under those two ' i t ems , l a r g e l y because o f 
the,absence o f p o l i t i c a l w i l l on the par t o f the nucleai>-weapori S ta tes , to' en t e r 
i n t o negx j t ia t ions on the c e s s a t i o n o f t h e -nuc l e a r a.rms r a c e , n u c l e a r disarmament 
and a comprehensive ban on n u c l e a r t e s t s . ' 

•This i s the p i c t u r e tha t we w i l l be p r e s en t ing to the General Assembly j u s t 
before i t convenes i t s second s p e c i a l s e s s i on devoted to disarmament. I t i s a 
p i c t u r e tha t should give r i s e to concern and anx i e t y i n a l l o f u s . Moreover, i t 
shou ld -a l so g i v e . r i s e to quest ions r egard ing the consequences o f the course o f 
a c t i o n - o f the nuclear-weapon S t a t e s , consequences that w i l l a f f e c t n o t . o n l y those 
S ta t es themselves but a l so mankind as a who-Íe. 
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Whi le the Committee on Disarmament, the p r i n c i p a l n e g o t i a t i n g hody^in t h i s 
f i e l d , has f a i l e d to achieve r e a l progress , we are w i t n e s s i n g a constant inc rease 
i n the ra te of p rod i i c t i on and s t o c k p i l i n g of. weapons o f mass d e s t r u c t i o n , together 
w i t h an e s c a l a t i o n i n the use o f ou te r space f o r m i l i t a r y purposes, w i t h a l l the 
s e r i ous dangers which that i m p l i e s , as po in ted out by Mrs . Thorsson, the head 
of the Swedish de l e ga t i on , i n her statement to the Committee on 9 J u l y . 

Concur r en t l y , the wor ld has r e c e n t l y been wi-^fcfteffsing events which c o n s t i t u t e 
s e r i ous cha l lenges to the n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n régjLrae, a régime that we are c o n s t a n t l y 
endeavouring to proraote. In our v iew, such e v i c t s should be taken i n t o c o n s i d e r a t i o n 
by the nuclear-weapon Sta tes tha t have assumed"spec i f i c r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s under t h i s 
.régime. I t i s w i t h i n the framework o f t h i s regime that a l a rge number o f 
non-nuclear^weapon S ta tes have entered i n t o l e g a l commitments to renounce the 
a c q u i s i t i o n o f nuc l e a r weapons and to place t h e i r peace fu l nuc l e a r i n s t a l l a t i o n s 
under the i n t e r n a t i o n a l safeguards and i n s p e c t i o n system. 

We are not c a l l i n g on any State to talce u n i l a t e r a l disarmament measures o r 
to disarm i n the absence o f an e f f e c t i v e system of c o n t r o l and v e r i f i c a t i o n . 
However, we are u r g i n g S ta t es to en te r i n t o s e r i ous n e g o t i a t i o n s i n o rder to 
c o n t r o l the a p p a l l i n g arms race tha t we are w i t n e s s i n g today, to put an end to 
t h i s race through measures b i n d i n g on the va r i ous p a r t i e s and to proceed a long 
the path towards disarmament, to which there i s no. a l t e r n a t i v e . In t h i s contex t , 
l e t us r e c a l l paragraph 18 o f the F i n a l Document o f the f i r s t s p e c i a l s e ss i on o f 
the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, i n . w h i c h a l l S ta tes expressed t h e i r 
c o n v i c t i o n tha t "Mankind i s confronted w i t h a cho i c e : we must h a l t the arms race 
and proceed to disarmament o r face a n n i h i l a t i o n " . 

Consequent ly , as our cur ren t s e s s i on i s about to conc lude, my de l ega t i on 
expresses the earnest hope tha t out next s ess i on w i l l be h e l d i n an atmosphere 
conducive to se r i ous and r e a l n e g o t i a t i o n s on nuc l e a r disarmament and the c e s s a t i o n 
o f the arms race . Th is w i l l r e qu i r e p o l i t i c a l w i l l on the par t o f the Superporrers;. 
together w i t h p o l i t i c a l i n i t i a t i v e s to create an appropr ia te p o l i t i c a l c l imate i n 
which the - p r i n c i p l e s o f peace fu l co -ex i s tence based on respec t f o r the sovere ignty 
o f S ta tes and non- in te r f e r ence i n t h e i r i n t e r n a l a f f a i r s v i l l be s t r i c t l y 
observed. 

The CHAIRMAN; I thanlc the d i s t i n g i i i s h e d r ep resen ta t i v e o f Egypt f o r h i s 
statement and f o r the k i n d re ference he made to my country and myse l f . 
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Mr . gLOV/EEREE ( Un i t e d S ta tes of Amer ica ) : Mr. ' Chairman I' an p l e a s e d ' t e he. 
ab le to disengage myse l f from, o ther r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s to be present todá.y and to'" 
have the hono"ùr.of "víelcon-dng you t o the C h a i r on b e h a l f o f t h e U n i t e d S ta tes 

- d e l e ga t i on . . Y.ou have com.e a l o n g d i s t ance i n o r d e r ' t o take up the important 
duty o f g u i d i n g the Comipittee through the f i n a l da.ys o f the 1981 s e s s i o n and we 
w i l l do our best to -ensure tha t when you r e t u r n to D j a k a r t a i t v i i l l be w i t h a 
f e e l i n g o f accom.plishment. To your predecessor , about v.̂ hom much has been s a i d , 
a l l o f which was w e l l deserved, - ; ! shou ld l i k e t o say that the s t y l e , the" deep 
sense o f involvement and the sense o f Нглпоиг tha t he-broi ight t o the chairmanship 
gave us at l e a s t a Veolcatesviaran Jul?^ i f not an I n d i a n summer^'' 

I t v r i l l not. have escaped the n o t i c e o f members of the Conmittee tha t the 
U n i t e d S ta t es .de legat ion ha„s been r e l a t i v e l y s i l e n t • d-uring our 1981' s e s s i o n . 
Apart from my A p r i l 7 i n t e r v e n t i o n and a recent b3:ief - d i s cuss i on o f chemical 
weapons l a s t month, my de l ega t i on , has spokeii on l y when spoken to — tha t i s , 
when i t has been necessary t o put our p o s i t i o n on an i s s u e on the r e c o r d . We 
ha.ve thought t h i s to be an app rop r i a t e pos tu r e , g i v en the f ac t tha t the rev iew o f 
U n i t e d S ta t es arms c o n t r o l p o l i c y i s s t i l l c o n t i n u i n g . On the o ther hand, i n 
the v-iorking groups, v/hose effox-'ts are d i r e c t e d at making progress toward goa ls 
tha t had a l r eady been agreed on,- the U n i t e d S ta tes hâ s been an a c t i v e and, we 
be l i e v e , ' a c o n s t r u c t i v e p a r t i c i p a n t . We do not , 'however , v/ish to l e t our 
r e l a t i v e s i l e n c e i n . p l ena r y meetings be talcen. a.s - acceptance of some a^ssertions 
tha t have been made i n the Committee about U n i t e d Sta tes a t t i t u d e s a n d -pol ic ies 
concern ing defence programmes and a rms . c on t r o l n e g o t i a t i o n s — a s s e r t i o n s tha t 
t u r n the f a c t s on t h e i r heads or d i s t o r t the r e a l s i t u a t i o n . 

The o v e r - a l l t h r u s t o f Un i t ed Sta tes p o l i c y has been made c l e a r by h i g h - l e v e l 
U n i t e d S ta t es -Government o f f i c i a l s who have addressed the i n t e r r e l a t e d " p r o b l e m s 
o f s e c u r i t y and t h e ' c o n t r o l o f arn:"uiicntrj i n a - c l e a r and straightxorvTard manner-, 

. In an i n p o r t a n t speech .de l i vered i n Nev/ York on 14 J u l y , S e c r e t a r y o f S ta t e H a i g 
s a i d ; 

"One of the P r e s i d e n t ' s f i r s t ac ts 'v/as t o order an in t ense rev iew o f 
arms c o n t r o l p o l i c y , the b e t t e r t o l e a r n the l e s sons o f "the past i n the . 
hope o f a c h i e v i n g more l a s t i n g progress f o r the f u t u r e . Tv/o fundamental 
conc lus i ons have emerged from t h i s reviev/: 

F i r s t , the search f o r sound arms c o n t r o l agreements should "be an ' 
e s s e n t i a l element o f . o u r programme f o r a c h i e v i n g and m a i n t a i n i n g peace. 

Second, such a.greements can be reached i f negot ia . t ions among 
adve rsar i e s about t h e i r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y i n t c r c c t c - a,i""e not d-oninated by 
p ious hopes and s i m p l i s t i c s o l u t i o n s . " 

The Sec re ta ry o f S ta t e v/ent on t o say tha t the Un i t ed S ta t es has a broad agenda 
o f s p e c i f i c arms c o n t r o l e f f o r t s and n e g o t i a t i o n s a l r eady under v/ay or about t o be 
launched . The charge tha t the U n i t e d S ta t es i s not i n t e r e s t e d i n anas c o n t r o l or 
tha t v/e have cut o f f communications v/ith the Sov ie t Union i s s imp ly not t r u e , 
he s a i d . He concluded v/ith these v/ords. 



CD/PV . 1 4 6 
11 

(Mr¿jgjaverr&e, Un i t ed S ta t es ) 

" I t ' i s one o f the paradoxes, o f our t i n e tha t the prospects f o r arms 
c o n t r o l depend upon the achievement o f a balance of arms. ¥e seek t o 
negot ia te a balance a,t l e s s dangerous l e v e l s but neanv/hile we nust naintaán 
our s t r e n g t h . ' Let us taice t o heart Jolm P . Kennedy's r en inder that 
nego t i a t i ons are not a s u b s t i t u t e f o r s t r eng th — .tliey are an instrunient 
f o r the t r a n s l a t i o n o f s t r eng th i n t o s u r v i v a l and peace . " 

The current Un i t ed S ta t es approach t o the c o n t r o l o f n u c l e a r ariaaments i s 
s t r o n g l y i n f l u enced by h i s t o r i c a l developments over t l ie past decade or so which 
have caused the NATO a l l i a n c e t o talce steps t o respond to a Sov ie t m i l i t a r y 
b u i l d - u p tha t i s c o n t i n u i n g r e l e n t l e s s l y , Som.e have suggested that the '^iestern 
a l l i a n c e has over - reacted — tha t the So.viet b-uild-up o f nuc l e a r wea.pons i s 
merely f o r the sake o f m a i n t a i n i n g p a r i t y and that i n any event the weapons 
ta rge ted aga inst îîurope — or the Un i t ed Sta tes f o r tha t n a t t e r — are defensive., 
and s imply f o r de ter rence , or t h a t t'he th r ea t posed by nuc l e a r weapons i s r h e t o r i c a l 
r a t h e r than r e a l . ¥e v x s h tha t were so. The Sov iet b u i l d - u p , however, has 
exceeded the l e v e l o f f o rce needed s imp l y f o r de te r rence . 

Lot me dwe l l f o r a moment on the ques t i on o f nuc l e a r s t r a t e g y . Severa l 
in te i rvent ions i n t h i s Committee d u r i n g the pa.st months have a l l u d e d to 
U n i t e d ' S t a t e s doc t r ines tha t puxpor ted ly make nuc l ea r war "more t h i n k a b l e " or 
suggest tha t Un i t ed States p l a n n i n g i s based on an assumption tha t a l i m i t e d . , 
nuc l e a r war i s v/innable. That i s not the case; the goa,l of Un i t ed States 
s t r a t e g i c p o l i c y i s t o convince p o t e n t i a l a-dversaries tha t they cou ld not v/i;ii o r 
p r o f i t from.'any l e v e l o f nuc l ea r c o n f l i c t and thus to de te r them f r o n s t a r t i n g 
one. 

What about 'Sov ie t doc t r ine? Whi le ny de l ega t i on and others have noted on 
prev ious occas ions tha t the c l osed nature of the Sov iet society^does not a l l ow us 
the p r i v i l e g e of f o l l o w i n g c l o s e l y the s t r a t e g i c debate w i t i i i n that country , we 
do have a, few i n s i g h t s i n t o Sov i e t m i l i t a r y do c t r i n e fro.m a u t h o r i t a t i v e scurces , 
and vihat they r e v ea l i s not r e a s s u r i n g . Since the 1960s, Sov ie t doc t r i n e has 
s t r e s s ed the v i t a l r o l e o f пис1еал? arcís i n any l a r g e - s c a l e c o n f l i c t ; . ' The 
p u b l i c a t i o n , Soviet M l i t a r y S t ra tegy , by an au t i i o r s ' c o l l e c t i v e headed by 
Marshal V , D . Sokolovsky, f i r s t pub l i shed i n 1962, and r e v i s e d i n I964 and I968 , 
assumes tha t any major war v r i l l be fought v/ith nuc l e a r .weapons. A sample 
quo ta t i on : 

"The b a s i c means f o r arned^ combat i.n l a n d thea t r es i n a future v/orld 
war w i l l be t l ie nuc l e a r weapo.n used p r i m a r i l y w i t h ope ra t i ona l - t a c t i c au l 
m i s s i l e s , and a l so f r o n t a l a,via,tion-(bom.bers, f i g h t e r bom.bers, and f i g h t e r s ) . 

I n a d d i t i o n , the s t r a t e g i c rocket troops and long-range a v i a t i o n w i l l 
d e l i v e r nuc l ea r s t r i k e s agatnst important ob j ec t i v es i n the zone o f the 
o f f ens i ve f r on ts . . . On the b a t t l e - f i e l d s thc d e c i s i v e r o l e v / i l l be p layed 
by the f i r i n g of nuc l ea r v/ea.pons. The o ther means o f armed conbat w i l l 
u t i l i z e the r e s u l t s o f nuc l ea r a t tacks f o r the f i n a l defeat o f the enemy," 
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('áx. F lowerree , U n i t e d S ta tes ) 

A 1971 p u b l i c a t i o n , The O f f i c e r s ' Handbook, ed i t ed b y Major-Genera, l "S .H. Koz l o v , 
se ts out the r o l e o f nuc l ea r weapons i n unvarn ished t e r n s : 

"Sov i e t t i i l i t a r y do c t r i n e a l l o c a t e s the d e c i s i v e r o l e i n contemporary 
war to nuc l e a r n i i s s i l e weapons. At the same t i n e i t ' cons iders that a l ong 
w i t h the n u c l e a r xu - ss i l e s t r i k e s o f a s t ra . teg ic and operant i o n a l - t act i co2 
charac t e r , the amed forces w i l l ет.р1оу conAí-entional a m a i i e n t . " 

I t i s not o f t en tha t we are able t o get such i n s i g h t s i n t o Sov i e t t h i n k i n g about • 
nuc l e a r war, but whe.t we see i n the way o f the p r o l i f e r a t i o n o f Sov i e t nuc l e a r 
weapons i s e n t i r e l y cons i s t en t v i i th what ча have been able t o r ead . /aid, jus t 
r e c e n t l y , i n the May I98I i s s u e ' o f Konnun is t , the Sov i e t Coinm.unist p a r t y ' s 
p r i n c i p a l p e r i o d i c a l , L i eu t enan t -Genera l P . S h i l i n denies tha t war changes i t s . 
nature w i t h the advent o f mass d e s t r u c t i o n v/eapons. He r e j e c t s the argument 
tha t the M a r x i s t - L e n i n i s t theory o f " j u s t " a.nd " u n j u s t " vrars no l onge r a p p l i e s 
because of the a l l e g e d - i m m o r a l i t y o f any "use o f nuc l e a r v/eapons. 

I s there _any wonder that a-fter years o f na^rking tim.e the U n i t e d S ta tes and 
i t s a l l i e s f e e l èompclled t o redress the nuc l ea r balance? Moreover^ the 
Un i t ed S ta tes on beha l f o f the Western a l l i e s o f f e red and has subsequent ly 
reconf i rmed our v/illingnëss t o nego t ia t e r educ t i ons i n E-uropean thea t r e n u c l e a r 
f o r c e s . 

I t has been argued tha t a rough nuc l ea r balance betv/een Eas t and V/est ' 
e x i s t e d i h I964; o thers b e l i e v e a. balance was achieved some t ime l a t e r . But 
whether p a r i t y v/as achieved i n I964 o r 1974> the re i s no evidence t o support the 
Sov ie t c l a i m tha.t recent heavy inc reases i n t h e i r ¡-¿litary spending and deployment 
o f v/eapons ha^ve been undertalcen i n response to V/estern p rovoca t i ons , Hov/ can the 
deployment o f SS-20 's which began i n the mid-1970s p o s s i b l y be constmied as a 
response- to a N/ZTO d e c i s i o n tha t v/a.s taken i n Decem.ber 1979 abo-o.t deployment's 
p ro j e c t ed f o r 1983 and beyond? ' • ' 

Let us qui ' ck ly rev iew the. r 'ecord. I n the l a s t decade o r so, the Un i t ed S ta t es 
took the fo l lov/ ing a c t i o n s : ( l ) i t introduceô. a, moratorium, on. the p roduc t i on -o f 
chemical weapons beg inn ing i n 1969; (2) i t stopped e n t i r e l y the p roduc t i on of 
b i o l o g i c a l v/eapcns and destroyed a l l s tocks some fiv-e years before the BW Convent ion 
went i n t o force i n 1975; (3) i t c ance l l ed p roduc t i on o f the B-1 bomber,,(4) i t 
reduced the T r iden t submarine prograxme. I n tha t p e r i od the number o f 
Un i t ed S ta tes ICBM la imchers remained constant . Defence spending i n r e a l d o l l a r 
t e r n s , a f t e r removing the e f f e c t s of i n f l a t i o n , v/as on a dov/nv/ard s l ope ' and on l y 
rega ined the 19б'4 l e v e l t h i s year , i n I 9 8 I , I n con t r a s t , over the sane p e r i od 
from i960 u n t i l today, the Sov ie t Union inc r eased defence spending ( a l t e r removing 
the e f f e c t s of i n f l a t i o n ) , each and every year by 4 o r 5 per. cent . Regardless 
o f b i l a t e r a l SALT n e g o t i a t i o n s , r egard l ess o f v/hat v/ent on i n the U n i t e d Hâtions 
or i n t h i s Conn i t t e e , r ega rd l ess o f Moscow's. h igh-sounding , r h e t o r i c about. pea,ce 
and d i sarnanent , the USSR inc reased i t s m i l i t a r y spe-nding t o the po in t where the 
resources i t devotes t o a m s i s double v/hat i t wa.s i n I96O v/liile the Un i t ed S ta tes 
e f f o r t i s at t h i s moment very "nearly v/hat i t v/as twenty years a.go. 
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(Мг. F lowerree , Un i t ed S ta tes ) 

One other i m i l a t e r a l a c t i o n which the U n i t e d S ta tes took i n recent years 
a l s o had no e f f ec t on the steady Sov i e t b u i l d - u p . I t was the 1978 d e c i s i o n 
not to proceed w i t h the nanufacture and deployr.ient o f the enlianced r a d i a t i o n 
reduced-blast weapon which the Sov ie t d e l e ga t i on and others ha.ve r e f e r r e d t o as 
the "neut ron bomb". Yes, there v/as a response to t h i s a c t i o n by the Sov ie t Un ion , 
but u n f o r t u n a t e l y tha t "response l a y e n t i r e l y i n the realm of propaganda. There 
was no slowdov-m i n the output o f the Sov ie t war na,chine, not i n t a n k s , not i n 
a i r p l a n e s , not i n . m i s s i l e s , l a r go o r s m a l l , Now tha t the U n i t e d S ta t es has 
decided t o manufacture and s t o c k p i l e the enhanced r a d i a t i o n vreapon we hear the 
saane ou t c r y , the sane d i s t o r t i o n s o f f a c t from E a s t e r n spokesmen. They speak: 
as though the enhanced r a d i a t i o n vreapon i s designed t o a n n i h i l a t e p o p u l a t i o n 
whereas i n fac t i t i s pre-er.u.nently an a n t i - t a n k dev i c e . The enhanced 
r a d i a t i o n weapons, i f they ever had t o be used , vrhich we pray v r i l l never happen, 
vrould be more e f f e c t i v e and do l e s s unintended damage t o c i v i l i a n popu la t i ons 
than the weapons they r e p l a c e . 

Indeed, most of tho nuc l e a r v/eapons i n the Sov ie t a r s ena l are f a r more 
massive and i n d i s c r i m i n a t e than the enhanced r a d i a t i o n weapon. Ve have heard 
the Sov ie t r ep r esen ta t i v e and some others spealc of the inhur.ianity and b a r b a r i t y 
o f the "neut ron bomb". But I f e a r tha t vre would wai t i n v a i n t o hear then 
speak: o f the in i iumanity and b a r b a r i t y o f Sov iet nuc l ea r vreapons, thousands o f 
t imes more power fu l , which are s u i t a b l e f o r h i t t i n g c i t i e s , not t a n k s . 

I n some o f the statements tha t have been made concern ing the enlianced 
r a d i a t i o n vreapon, the argmnent has been a-dvanced tha t somehow i t s deployment 
would make i t e a s i e r t o cross the t h r e s h o l d i n t o n u c l e a r war. The U n i t e d Sta tes 
r e j e c t s t h i s argument c a t e g o r i c a l l y . The Un i t ed S ta tes r e j e c t s t h i s argument 
c a t e g o r i c a l l y . 

The enhanced r a d i a t i o n vrarhead i s s t i l l a n u c l e a r weapon, and the d e c i s i o n 
to use i t to defend Un i t ed Sta tes f o rces o f t e r r i t o r y , or to defend the forces 
or t e r r i t o r y of our a l l i e s , vrould be no e a s i e r to naice than the d e c i s i o n t o use 
any o ther nuc l e a r vreapon. That d e c i s i o n would r e n a i n the most agon i z ing one 
a p o l i t i c a l l e ade r cou ld face . The p o s s i b i l i t y of i n d i s c r i m i n a t e l y d e s t r u c t i v e 
responses from the o ther s ido v-rould r e n a i n h i g h , as would tho p o t e n t i a l f o r 
nuc l ea r e sca l c i t i on . Here aga in , the enhanced ra -d ia t i on weapons are designed 
not t o make nuc l ea r war m.ore th ln l cab l e , but to nake aggress ion l e s s so . 

The d e c l a r a t i o n of the ,26th P a r t y Congress, vrhich the Sov ie t d e l e ga t i on has 
been good enough to c i r c u l a t e f o r us and o f vrhich i t f r e q u e n t l y reminds u s , 
g ives one v e r s i o n o f Sov ie t i n t e n t i o n s i n the area o f defence and arms 
l i i d L t a t i o n s . But f a r m.ore persuas i ve are the f a c t s of i n c r e a s i n g Sov ie t 
c a p a b i l i t y i n terms o f s t r a t e g i c n u c l e a r , thea t r e nuc l ea r and convent iona l 
f o r c e s . The s p e c i f i c s o f the recent inc r ease i n Sov i e t n u c l e a r c a p a b i l i t i e s — 
the SS-20, the SS-18 ICBM and i n c r e a s i n g Sov iet power p o r j e c t i o n forces are 
a l r eady f a m i l i a r t o you and vrere d i s cussed i n ny 7 A p r i l statement. The 
r e a l i t y o f these armaments has f o rced the V/est t o r e a c t . 
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fí'Ir. Flov/erreo. U n i t e d S ta tes ) 

We w ish tha t i t had not been so — tha t the Western na t i ons cou ld have 
cont inued t o ho ld steady or cut back t h e i r defence expendi tures i n the i n t e r e s t 
o f the econony and the г/elfare of t h e i r people , and tha t the Sov ie t Union would 
have e x e r c i s ed sorae r e s t r a i n t i n the development o f i t s m-i l i ta,ry f o r c e s , ..We. 
shared tha t w ish w i t h one p o l i t i c a l f i g u r e who was i n an exc ep t i ona l p o s i t i o n -, 
t o eva luate the i n c r e a s i n g m i l i t a r y thru.st o f Sov ie t p o l i c y , H i k i t a Khruschev. 
I n h i s memoirs,, pub l i shed i n 1971» Mr , Khruschev wrote , • . . 

"But from nj p o s i t i o n as pens ioner , I can ' t he lp n o t i c i n g that 
the economising t r e n d we s t a r t e d seems t o have been reversed^ tha t 
novi m.oney i s b e i n g wasted on lumecess'ary i tems and ca t e go r i e s , and 
tha t t h i s nev/ t r e n d o f n i l i t a . r y overspending i s p u t t i n g a p i n c h on 
some o f the more important,- but s t i l l under f inanced , areas o f our 
c oun t r y ' s l i f e . " 

I t i s not on l y i n the V/est t ha t the b u i l d - u p o f Sov ie t m i l i t a r y f o rces 
cas ts an ominous shadov/, V/ r i t i n g i n Kommunist i n May 1972, 
Genera l Л.Л, Yepishev s a i d : 

" I n the present e ra , which i s c h a r a c t e r i z e d by a s t r eng then ing 
o f the p o s i t i o n s o f soc iaJ- i sn and by shar^) anta„gonJ-sn betv/een the tv/o 
s o c i a l systems, a deepening o f the e x t e rna l f u n c t i o n o f the Sov ie t 
amed fo rces has l o g i c a l l y t aken p l a c e . " 

V/e are s ee ing tha t " e x t e r n a l f u n c t i o n " o f the Sov ie t armed fo rces i n ope ra t i on 
at t h i s v e r y moment a,s the b r u t a l r e p r e s s i o n i n A f ghan i s tan con t inues , iuad, 
l i k e i t or no t , t i l l s a c t i o n ha.s had a profound im^pact on the сИпаЛе f o r arms 
c o n t r o l n e g o t i a t i o n s i n the U n i t e d S t a t e s , 

E a r l i e r t h i s year , we had i n t h i s Comi:iittee a w ide - rang ing debate on 
de t e r r ence . Many co iu i t r i e s . e xp ressed and cont inue to express the view tha t 
deterrence i s an abhorrent d o c t r i n e . But many na t i ons and groups o f n a t i o n s , 
n u c l e a r and 'non-nuc lear a l i k e , p r a c t i c e i t , i n c l u d i n g even n e u t r a l c o u n t r i e s , 
l i k e our host country o f S w i t z e r l a n d , where n e a r l y 20 per cent o f the f e d e r a l 
budget i s devoted t o n a t i o n a l defence. I n the case o f Sv/ i t zer land, a.', 
combinat ion o f c^stu.te p o l i c y and rugged defence fo rces has spared the .country 
from i n v a s i o n f o r 500 y e a r s . Deterrence has i t s v i r t u e s , but i t i s na ive t o 
hope tha t i t can cont inue t o serve i n d e f i n i t e l y i n t e the f u t u r e , V/e v/ould a l l 
p r e f e r t o l i v e i n a wor ld i n v/hich tha t d o c t r i n e and the m i l i t a r y f o rces 
v/hich support i t v/ere unnecessary . î levertheless, w i t h the best o f v / i l l on 
a l l s i d e s , arms and the impulses which, cause na t i ons t o use them are not l i k e l y 
to be brought f u l l y under c o n t r o l i n the near f u t u r e . 
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(Mr. F lowerree , Un i t ed S ta tes ) 

The tendency i n the Conn i t t ee t o adopt a h i g h n o r a l tone i n preach ing 
about the e v i l s o f de te r rence , among o ther t h i n g s , nay be s a t i s f y i n g t o 
the psyche, but i t doesn ' t get us anywhere. Mora l r e c t i t u d e i s not the 
e x c l u s i v e p rope r t y of any n a t i o n or, group o f n a t i o n s . I n f a c t , i t " cannot be 
t r u t h f u l l y c l a i n e d by any o f us as n a t i o n s . I n c i t i n g the reasons why the 
Western a l l i a n c e b e l i e v e s i t nust nevr g i r d up i t s l o i n s , I an not a t t r i b u t i n g 
any p a r t i c u l a r v i r t u e t o tha t d e c i s i o n , , j u s t сооглоп sense. Nat ions fix^st 
cane i n t o b e ing out o f a n e c e s s i t y f o r a group o f people shar ing , the sane 
t e r r i t o r y , i n t e r e s t s and b e l i e f s t o p ro t e c t thense lves aga inst those w i t h 
incompat ib l e o b j e c t i v e s . I n the n a t i o n - S t a t e sys t en tha t e x i s t s i n the wor ld 
today, the f i r s t duty of Govemnents tov/ards t h e i r c i t i z e n s i s p r o t e c t i o n . 
Some non-a l i gned S t a t e s , f o r what they cons ider good and s u f f i c i e n t reasons , 
devote a g rea te r percentage of t h e i r n a t i o n a l budgets t o defence than does 
the U n i t e d S t a t e s , Progress tov/a,rd d isarnanent can be he lped i f we accept 
the r e a l i t y that each Sta te i s go ing to n a i n t a i n tha t i t s own judgenent o f 
i t s s e c u r i t y requirer ients i s not subject to cha l l enge , no matter what o thers 
may t h i n k o r what the r e a l i t i e s nay be . 

The U n i t e d States does not b e l i e v e that the Sov ie t U n i o n ' s m i l i t a r y 
b u i l d - u p i s j u s t i f i e d , but we don ' t thinlc f o r a minute tha t mere ly t e l l i n g ' 
then so i s go ing t o stop tha t b u i l d - u p . That famous q u a l i t y , " p o l i t i c a l w i l l " , 
about which v/e hear so much i n t h i s f o run i s not .going t o be produced by v/aving 
a magic wand. Nat ions are induced t o do th ings they no rma l l y do not want to do 
by va r i ous forms o f l everage and demonstrat ions o f mutual advantage. Some 
seem to assune tha t we i n the U n i t e d Sta tes enjoy p u t t i n g so r.mch o f our 
resources i n t o n a t i o n a l defence i n s t e a d o f more p roduc t i v e domestic u s e s . 
To shapers o f budgets , who i n my country must bo r e spons ib l e t o the w i l l o f 
the e l e c t o r a t e , an inc rease i n m i l i t a r y spending i s a p a i n f u l bus ine s s . F o r 
more than a decade the Un i t ed S ta t es sought t o t r i m the n i l i t a r y budget. I t 
took i n c o n t r o v e r t i b l e evidence tha t our s e c u r i t y v/as i n danger o f s l i p p i n g 
away to cause us t o nake the e x t r a e f f o r t tha t i s go ing i n t o our current 
defence programnes. 

Misconcept ions abound even concern ing the .nature ofthoôe programmes. 
Speakers go on about the mad b u i l d - u p i n nuc l e a r arnarnents as though every 
n o t i o n that had ever been mentioned i n A v i a t i o n 'VJ'eek v/as a,bout t o s p r i n g to 
l i f e as a f u l l - b l o v m m i l i t a r y s y s t e n . The f ac t i s that . ,our current i n c r ease 
i n n i l i t a r y programnes i s f a r more h e a v i l y v/eighted on the s i de o f convent iona l 
f o rces than on tha t o f n u c l e a r f o r c e s , which i n any case are not p ro j e c t ed f o r 
immediate deploynent. 
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(Иг. Flov/erree, Un i t ed S ta tes ) 

I have p u l l e d no punches i n g i v i n g t h i s assessment of. hov: t h ing s l ook 
from the U n i t e d S ta tes po in t o f vievr. I hope i t v / i l l be taken i n the 
s p i r i t i n v;hich i t v/as o f f e red — as an. attem.pt t o present , hones t l y the. 
way v/e s e e - th ings , , not t o s t i r up cont roversy , a l though I -an aware that 
there are o ther de l ega t i ons here who nay be; i t c h i n g t o take excep t i on to 
what I have s a i d . Hov/ever, v/e shou ld be able t o be franlc-v/ith ea,ch o ther 
i n t h i s Committee v/ithout s t i r r i n g up em i i i t i e s . • V/e cannot a f f o r d t o . 
behave other\-/ise. . 

I have been d e a l i n g w i th - the broa.d a-spects o f the f a c t o r s tha t shape 
ct i rrent U n i t e d S ta t es a m s c o n t r o l p o l i c i e s . The s p e c i f i c elem.ents are 
i n the. process o f b e i n g shaped now.. The P r e s i d e n t i a l statement on non-
p r o l i f e r a t i o n p o l i c y tha t v/as d i s t r i b u t e d - a s Conn i t t ee document GI)/202 i s 
the f i r s t o f the s p e c i f i c elements o f our o v e r - a l l arms c o n t r o l p o l i c i e s 
t o be f u l l y - e l abo ra t ed . Un i t ed Sta tes views on a t ime tab l e f o r the 
i n i t i a t i o n , o f U n i t e d S t a t e s -S o v i e t n e g o t i a t i o n s on European thea t r e n u c l e a r 
v/eapons v/ere p r e c i s e l y s p e l l e d out i n Secre.tary H a i g ' s speech on I 4 J u l y t o 
which I r e f e r r e d e a r l i e r . P r e s iden t Rea,gaji, i n an intearviev/ on 4 August , 
nent ioned the inany exchanges on t h i s subject tha t ha.ve taicen p lace betv/een 
the U n i t e d Sta tes and-the Sov ie t Un ion and went on t o say tha t the 
United- S ta tes i s v / i l l i n g to move on t o the l a r g e r a rea o f s t r a t e g i c a m s 
r e d u c t i o n s , not j u s t l i m i t a t i o n s . 

I n c l o s i n g , I nust s t r e s s the n e c e s s i t y f o r a sense o f r e a l i s n i n our 
v/ork. People o f noble i n t e n t i o n s have t r i e d before and f a i l e d i n t h e i r 
e f f o r t s t.o c reate peace through i n t e r n a t i o n a l agreements on am.-s and arned 
f o r c e s . The Washington Haval Disarnaiuent Conference o f 1922 p l a c ed 
l i n i t a t i o n a on the tonnages o f v/arships. The B r i a n d - K e l l o g g Pa.ct o f 1929 
v/as in tended t o outlav/ v/ar. But these and o ther h i gh -mnded e f f o r t s o f the 
e ra were - swept away by the winds o f v/ar. 

The root causes of v/a,r and i n t e r n a t i o n a l t e n s i o n vrere l e f t untouched 
by the d i p l o m a t i c e f f o r t s o f our p redecessors . I f we are t o be more 
s u c c e s s f u l than they , v/e imist b u i l d our a m s c o n t r o l e f f o r t s on a f oundat ion 
tha t takes f u l l account of the i n t e r a c t i o n between the causes o f t e n s i o n 
and thé a c c r e t i o n o f arnianents. To do l e s s v/ould bo t o r i s k a b i t t e r 
re-enactnent . o f the p a s t . 

" The СШУПФШТ; I thank the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep r e s en ta t i v e of the U n i t e d Sta tes 
f o r h i s s tatenent and f o r the k i n d re ference he nade t o the C h a i r . 

http://attem.pt
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Mr. VOUTOV (Bu lga r i a ) s Mr . Chairman, I would l i k e to make today a h r i e f statement 
concerning the most bu rn ing quest ions o f our t ime, , that i s , the cont inued nuc l ea r arms 
race imd the urgent n e c e s s i t y to talce d e c i s i v e and. concrete steps i n - c o n t r o l l i n g and 
r e v e r s i n g i t . 

Before doing so hovrever, Mr . Chairman, I vrould l i k e to congratu la te you on your 
assumption o f the chairmanship o f the Committee du r ing t h i s im.portant p e r i od o f the 
annual s e s s i o n . My de l e ga t i on i s sure tha t under your able guidance vre s h a l l 
s u c c e s s f u l l y conclude the 1981 s e s s i o n . At the same t ime , I should not f a i l to note 
the energy, a b i l i t y and c o n t r i b u t i o n to the success fu l vrork o f the Committee o f your 
predecessor , the d i s t i n g u i s h e d Ambassador Venkateswaran o f I n d i a , vrho p r e s i d ed over 
the Committee dur ing one o f the most d i f f i c u l t months o f t h i s s e s s i o n . 

I t i s w i t h grovring concern tha t we perce i ve the beg inn ing o f ye t another stage 
i n the deadly upward s p i r a l o f the nuc l ea r arms r a c e . On beha l f o f my peop le , w i t h 
deep pa ins i n my h e a r t , I vrould l i k e to say that тте deploro the f a c t t l i a t the 
U n i t e d S t a t e s Government s t a r t e d , "some tvro vreeks ago", the p roduc t i on o f n u c l e a r 
neutron weapons. We cannot accept the i d e a that the wor ld should be made hostage to 
the f i e r c e compet i t i on betvreen the American nuc l ea r vreapon l a b o r a t o r i e s pushing 
through t h e i r h o r r i b l e i n v e n t i o n s , the l a t e s t one be ing the " c o s t - e f f e c t i v e " , " c l e a n " 
and so on neutron weapon. Wi th the usua l openness o f our de l ega t i on we b e l i e v e t h i s 
to be a s h o r t - s i g h t e d and dangerous d e c i s i o n , a f a l l o u t from the g rea tes t war h y s t e r i a 
a f t e r the second wor ld vrar and the quest f o r unchal lenged m i l i t a r y supremacy over the 
vror ld. 

Many de l ega t i ons i n t h i s Committee have commented on the nature and the 
consequences of the deployment o f nuc l e a r neutron weapons. To my de l e ga t i on i t seems 
that the neutron vreapons come to unde r l i n e once again the f a c t that the proponents 
o f the crazy i d e a o f " l i m i t e d nuc l ea r vrar" are s t i l l hav ing the upper hand i n the 
l e ad ing Western povrer. They come to unde r l i n e once aga in that i n the Un i t ed S ta tes 
s t ra tegy Europe i s regarded as an "expendable i t e m " , to use t h i s i n t e r e s t i n g American 
express i on . 

Permit me to quote a l e a d i n g American m i l i t a r y man. General Brovm, who, e xp l a in ing 
vrhy the U n i t e d S ta t e s wishes to. e s t a b l i s h s t r a t e g i c s u p e r i o r i t y over the Sov i e t U n i o n , 
s ta t ed wh i l e p r esen t ing the " M i l i t a r y Posture for . 1979"s 

"Th is means that the t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y must be assured and that an 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l environment must be mainta ined i n vrhich Un i t ed S ta t es i n t e r e s t s 
and U n i t e d S ta tes freedom o f a c t i o n are ensu r ed . " 

Does that not sound l i k e a m i l i t a r y p o l i c y vrith c l e a r l y i m p e r i a l overtones? 

Aga ins t t h i s gloomy background, may I inform, the Committee that du r ing the r ecent 
meeting o f the P r e s i d e n t s o f the People ' s Repub l i c o f B u l g a r i a and the Union o f 
Sov i e t S o c i a l i s t R e p u b l i c s , Comrades Todor Zhivkov and Leonid Brezhnev, the tvro l eaders 
expressed the o p i n i o n that the c r e a t i o n ^ f nuclear-v/eapon-free zones i n c e r t a i n reg ions 
o f Europe , i n c l u d i n g the B a l k a n s , could con t r i bu t e to the r educ t i on of t e n s i o n s . 
The P o l i t b u r e a u o f the B u l g a r i a n Communist P a r t y , the B u l g a r i a n Government and the 
B u l g a r i a n people welcomed t h i s i n i t i a t i v e . There i s no doubt that the i d e a v / i l l evoke 
wide and p o s i t i v e r e a c t i o n s not on l y i n the Ba lkans but throughout Europe as w e l l . 
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. T h i s annual s e s s i on o f the Committee has demonstrated i n a .clear--cut' way tha t 
\ie cannot c ircumvent the i s s u e s r e l a t i n g to n u c l e a r vreapons. V/e have spent another 
year w i thout much t ang i b l e r e s u l t , accept ing w i l l y - n i l l y the "absence o f i n s t r u c t i o n " 
o f the U n i t e d S ta t es d e l e g a t i o n . Le t us hope that the views o f the over\ifhelming 
ma j o r i t y o f the S ta t e s members o f t h i s Committee, which have appealed r epea ted l y f o r 
the commencement o f meaningful m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s on i tems 1 and 2 o f the 
agenda, w i l l not be l o s t on the Un i t ed S ta t e s l e a d e r s h i p . In t h i s connec t i on , I 
vrould l i k e to remind the Committee o f the i n i t i a t i v e o f the s o c i a l i s t c oun t r i e s ,. . 
c o n t a i n e d ' i n db.cumeht CD/200, namely, the urgent n e c e s s i t y o f c rea t ing , a sub-committee 
on nuc l ea r vreapons ques t i o ns . 

As to the neutron vreapons, the developments around them r equ i r e our c lose 
a t t e n t i o n . V/e support the i d e a o f the de l e ga t i on o f the German Democrat ic Repub l i c 
f o r . r e i n t r o d u c t i o n i n the Committee o f the d r a f t convent ion on the p r o h i b i t i o n o f 
the p r o d u c t i o n , s t o c k p i l i n g , deployment and use o f n u c l e a r neutron weapons. In t h i s , 
-connect ion, the B u l g a r i a n de l e ga t i on v/ould l i k e to malee the f o l l o w i n g p r o p o s a l . 

A t the beg inn ing o f the next annual s e s s i o n , i n 1982, the Committee should 
cons ider the es tab l i shment o f an ad hoc working group on the e l a b o r a t i o n o f an 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l convent ion on the p r o h i b i t i o n o f neutron weapons, t a k i n g as a b a s i s 
the d r a f t convent ion proposed.-by the s o c i a l i s t c oun t r i e s and conta ined i n 
do-cument GCD/559. 

In c o n c l u s i o n , I would l i k e to quote from an important p o l i t i c a l statement oi"'"the 
P r e s i d en t of the S ta te C o u n c i l o f the P e o p l e ' s Repub l i c o f B u l g a r i a and 
Genera l Sec r e ta ry o f the B u l g a r i a n Communist P a r t y , Todor Zh ivkov , e n t i t l e d , "The 
b o r d e r l i n e betv/een the tv/o decades, between the seven t i es and the e i g h t i e s , should 
not be a b o r d e r l i n e betv/een detente and c o n f r o n t a t i o n " . Copies o f the speech have 
been d i s t r i b u t e d to a l l the de l ega t i ons i n the Committee. I quotes' "Tv/o s o c i a l 
systems, c o - e x i s t today i n the v/orld,- competing v/ith each o ther as to which of them 
w i l l - e n s u r e b e t t e r c o n d i t i o n s f o r the development o f s o c i e t y and man, o f man's, way 
o f l i f e . But the c a r d i n a l problem now, i n the cur ren t t r o u b l e d hour o f the h i s t o r y 
o f mankind, i s to safeguard peace as a pr imary c o n d i t i o n and a p r e r e q u i s i t e f o r a l l 
peop les ' s o c i a l p r og r e s s . T h i s i s the r e a l problem; t h i s i s the h i g h l y e t h i c a l , 
compl icated and d i f f i c u l t ' b u t f e a s i b l e p o l i t i c a l • g o a l . I t i s e x a c t l y t h i s ' c r e d o 
that meets the needs o f a l l peop l es , and o f each and every person on E a r t h - to ensure 
s o c i a l progress i n c o n d i t i o n s o f l a s t i n g peace . " 

The GHAIR]yiAN; I thank the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r e p r e s e n t a t i v e o f B u l g a r i a f o r h i s 
statement and f o r the k i n d re ference he made to the C h a i r . 

Mr . ISSRAELYAN (Union o f Sov i e t S o c i a l i s t Repub l i c s ) ( t r a n s l a t e d from R u s s i a n ) ; 
M r . . C h a i r m a n , the Committee on Disarmament w i l l be conc lud ing i t s work i n a few days , 
but there w i l l s t i l l be time f o r an e v a l u a t i o n o f the v/ork done t h i s y ea r . .What v/e 
should l i k e to do today, i n a b r i e f statement, i s to touch on - i s sues r a i s e d by a 
number o f de legat ions : at r ecent meet ings , i n c l u d i n g our meeting today. There has 
been d i s c u s s i o n he re , b r oad l y speak ing , on the e f f e c t o f the i n t e r n a t i o n a l c l i m a t e , 
the i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n , on n e g o t i a t i o n s i n the-Committee on Disarmament. Some 
de l ega t i ons have s a i d tha t c e r t a i n developments i n the i n t e r n a t i o n a l arena h inde r the 
reach ing o f a^greements i n the f i e l d o f disarmament, v/hile o t h e r s , as one speaker d i d 
on 6 August , have c a l l e d upon the Committee not to assume a p o s i t i o n , as he c a l l e d i t , 
o f " p r i v i l e g e d i s o l a t i o n " . 
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The Sov i e t d e l e ga t i on i t s e l f has more than once s t a t ed that the absence o f 
p o l i t i c a l v i i i l on the pa r t o f c e r t a i n S ta t es members-of the Committee hampers the 
nogot ia t ionO ' on^var ious important disarmament i s s u e s such as , f o r i n s t a n c e , the 
l i m i t a t i o n o f the nuc l e a r arms r a c e . We have dravm a t t e n t i o n to the f a c t that 
d e c i s i o n s aimed-at the development o f new types o f weapons, bo th convent iona l and 
nuc l ea r , canno t but compl icate disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s . The i n t e n s i f i e d m i l i t a r y 
co -opera t i on betv/een c e r t a i n nucleax-weapon Powers, p a r t i c u l a r l y no t i c eab l e o f l a t e , 
and d i r e c t e d aga inst the Sov i e t Union and i t s a l l i e s , a l so d imin i shes the prospec ts 
o f r each ing agreements i n the sphere o f the l i m i t a t i o n o f the arms race . The 
nuclear-weapon Powers i n ques t i on should r e a l i z e t h i s . Aggress ive a c t i ons such as 
the I s r a e l i a t t ack on the nuc l e a r r e a c t o r near Baghdad, which v/as s t r ong l y condemned 
by many de l ega t i ons i n the Committee, undermine the i n t e r n a t i o n a l disarmament 
agreements now i n f o r c e . 

A l l these i s s u e s have been repea ted ly r a i s e d i n the Committee, and i t would 
there fore be un jus t to say that the Committee has assumed a p o s i t i o n o f " p r i v i l e g e d 
i s o l a t i o n " . Ev idence of the l i v e l y r e a c t i o n i n the Committee to any steps which run 
counter to the l o f t y i d e a l s o f the s t rengthen ing o f peace and disarmament may be 
found i n the statements of the r ep r e s en ta t i v e s o f the German Democratic R e p u b l i c , 
the Mongol ian P e o p l e ' s Repub l i c and the P e o p l e ' s Repub l i c of B u l g a r i a , at the l a s t 
meeting and the present one, i n v/hich they r i g h t l y observed that the d e c i s i o n taken 
by the Government o f the Un i t ed S ta tes concerning the p roduc t i on o f neutron weapons 
represents a s e r i ous chal lenge to the cause o f disarmament. 

We a l l w e l l remember how i n 1978 the powerful campaign o f p r o t e s t launched by 
the an t i -war f o rces made P r e s i d e n t Gar t e r stop the implementat ion o f p l ans f o r the 
deployment o f neutron weapons i n western Europe and to de fer t h e i r p roduc t i on f o r an 
i n d e f i n i t e p e r i o d o f t ime . Today i t i s c l e a r that the s o - c a l l e d "deferment" o f the 
p roduc t i on o f neutron weapons v/hich v/as m.uch p u b l i c i z e d at tha t time i n no way impeded 
the course o f the prepanat ions f o r the c r e a t i o n o f -this abominable weapon. We know 
that the C a p i t o l p rov ided generous app rop r i a t i ons t o f inance t h i s v/ork. As e a r l y as 
17 December o f l a s t y ea r , the Congress passed an app rop r i a t i ons b i l l i n which i t 
d i r e c t e d the Department o f Energy to ensure the p roduc t i on o f a l l the components f o r 
t h i s weapon and to supply the necessary n u c l e a r m a t e r i a l s . Nov/ the new n u c l e a r bomb 
i s on the assembly l i n e , and the Pentagon has added i t to i t s nuc l e a r a r s e n a l . 

The shadow of the neutron bomb i s aga in hanging over densely populated Europe . 
As was recognized by the Un i t ed S ta tes Sec re ta ry o f Defense, i n t e n s i v e c onsu l t a t i ons 
are now be ing h e l d i n NATO o f f i c e s v i i th a viev/ to s e cu r ing the consent o f the 
West European members o f NATO to the deployment o f neutron v/eapons on t h e i r 
t e r r i t o r i e s . I t i s d i f f i c u l t to f i n d any j u s t i f i c a t i o n f o r such a c t i o n s . The on l y 
th ing that can be s a i d v/ith complete c e r t a i n t y i s tha t the p r a c t i c a l steps taken by 
the Un i t ed S ta t es A d m i n i s t r a t i o n tov/ards the p roduc t i on o f neutron weapons are 
o b j e c t i v e l y i n c r e a s i n g the th r ea t o f a new q u a l i t a t i v e l eap i n the arms r a c e , are 
i n c r e a s i n g the danger o f war and are g rave l y comp l i ca t ing the work o f the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
o r gan i z a t i ons i n s o l v i n g the disarmament problem. 

In h i s statement today the r ep r e s en ta t i v e of the U n i t e d S ta t es t r i e d to convince 
us tha t the neutron weapon i s comparat ive ly harmless and tha t i t s use would 
s i g n i f i c a n t l y reduce l o s s e s among the c i v i l i a n p o p u l a t i o n . Th i s weapon, he c l a imed . 



CD/PV.1A6 
2 0 

(Mr. I ss rae l . ya i i , USSR) 

would i n c r ease the capac i t y o f MTO to w i ths tand the a l l e g e d ' S o v i e t m i l i t a r y t h r e a t " , 
and i s a r e l i a b l e means o f combating Russ ian t a n k s . Nothing o f t h i s corresponds to 
the r e a l i t y . I t was e v i d e n t l y in tended f o r .those bfho are not very w e l l inform.ed 
about the substance o f the mat te r . The neutron weapon i s f i r s t and foremost a nuc l e a r 
v/eapon... I t s l e t h a l i t y from the b l a s t wave i s approx imate ly the same a s ' i n the' case o f 
o ther n u c l e a r weapons, b u t i n a d d i t i o n i t has a powerful p ene t r a t i ng r a d i a t i o n capac i t y 
f o r vihich there i s no comparison. The c i v i l i a n p o p u l a t i o n w i l l not be p ro t ec t ed from 
t h i s p ene t r a t i n g r a d i a t i o n even i n deep concrete s h e l t e r s . Consequently the neutron 
v.'eapon can i n f a c t on l y be c a l l e d "humane" as regards b u i l d i n g s . I t has a lso been 
s a i d here that the neutron weapon \rauld he lp to prevent the outbreak o f a nuc l ea r war. 
I do not have to hand a l l .the.-various sources tha t would re fu te t h i s argument, but 
even i n t o d a y ' s - e d i t i o n o f the I n t e r n a t i o n a l H e r a l d T r i bu t e there i s a shor t quo ta t i on 
from the E n g l i s h newspaper, the Guard ian , v/hich a f f i rms the c on t r a r y . I t says the 
f o l l o w i n g ; 

" I t i s a f i c t i o n to say that the neutron bomb v ; i l l not be deployed i n 
Europe; i t , i s u s e l e s s anyv/here e l s e . T h i s i s a b a t t l e f i e l d г/еароп 
par e x c e l l e n c e . Whatever . . i t s va lue i n deterrence theory i t v i r t u a l l y promises 
nuc l e a r response to a convent iona l a t t a c k , but on a sca l e sma l l enough to '• 
ensure tha t c o n t i n e n t a l Un i t ed S ta t e s and c o n t i n e n t a l R u s s i a c o u l d , i f they 
so agree, s tay out o f i t . 

The cont ingency o f a Sov i e t a t t a c k , o r the th rea t o f one, i s s t i l l 
s u f f i c i e n t l y remote, i n many a European v iew, not to need an emot i ona l l y 
charged new weapon to guard aga ins t i t . The i n t r o d u c t i o n o f such a weapon 
makes the U . S . assessment o f the cont ingency appear more immediate than 
the European. And i f that i s the U . S . assessment, then Europeans may b e l i e v e 
that v;hat i s in tended to f o r e s t a l l n i gh t i n the event provoke. 

. NATO has 6,000 nuc l ea r warheads a l r eady i n Europe . To say tha t they 
are not enough, as Mr . V/einberger now says , i s to f ea r the wors t . And to 
f ea r the worst i s to expect that i t w i l l happen. " 

Of course we do not agree w i t h every th ing tha t i s s a i d i n t h i s shor t a r t i c l e ; I s imply 
v/anted to draw your a t t e n t i o n to the f a c t tha t to c l a im tha t the neutron weapon w i l l 
prevent the p o s s i b i l i t y o f the outbreak o f n u c l e a r war i s complete ly f a l s e . 

.- i , should now l i k e to turn t o , another q u e s t i o n . We would not vrish to leave v/ithout 
comment the attempts tha t have been made to d i s t o r t the meaning o f c e r t a i n d e c i s i o n s 
tha t have a great impact on the disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s . I s h a l l a l s o t r y to some 
ex t en t to ansv/er the statement made by the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e o f the. Un i t ed S t a t e s . ' ' 

In h i s statement o f 6 August , Ambassador Ruth of the Federa l R e p u b l i c of Germany 
s a i d tha t the d e c i s i o n taken by the NATO C o u n c i l , at i t s " December 1979 m.eeting, on the 
a d d i t i o n a l deployment i n a number of V e s t European coun t r i e s o f n e a r l y 600 new 
American n u c l e a r m i s s i l e s v/as aimed at the s t a b i l i z a t i o n o f the m i l i t a r y ba lance 
betv/een E a s t and West, and v/ould not i nc r ease the t o t a l number o f n u c l e a r weapons i n 
Europe. The a c t u a l p o s i t i o n i n t h i s matter i s qu i t e d i f f e r e n t . I s h a l l , as u s u a l , 
quote f a c t s and f i g u r e s . V/hat are these f a c t s ? 

In Europe there has a l r eady f o r some years been an approximate e q u a l i t y i n the 
n-umber o f medium-range nuc l e a r v/ea.pons o f NATO and the Sov i e t Un i on . There are about 
1,000 d e l i v e r y v e h i c l e s on each s i d e . V/hat do these 1,000 i tems c o n s i s t o f on the 
NATO s ide? They i n c l u d e U n i t e d S ta t es forward-based nuc l e a r systems, tha t i s , 
nuc lear -weapon-car ry ing a i r c r a f t s t a t i oned at a i r bases i n a number o f west European 
c o u n t r i e s ; F B - l l l medium-range bombers, and a i r c r a f t c a r r y i n g nuc l ea r v/eapons (A-6 and 
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A-7) aboard Un i t ed S ta t es a i r c r a f t - c a r r i e r s — a t o t a l of• over TOO u n i t s . There are 
a l so the land-based medium-range b a l l i s t i c m i s s i l e s , m i s s i l e - c a r r y i n g submarines and 
the bombers 'of the Un i t ed S t a t e s ' a l l i e s , amounting i n a l l to about 5OO d e l i v e r y v e h i c l e ! 

\i/hen Ambassador Ruth spoke about the d i s e q u i l i b r i u m to the detr iment o f the West 
i n the f i e l d o f medium-range m i s s i l e s , he f o r some reason d i d not say a word about the 
Un i t ed S ta t e s forward-based nuc l ea r systems and the medium-range systems o f i t s a l l i e s . 
But can one r e a l l y i gnore a l l these systems? Of course n o t . In f a c t , they have a 
range o f from 1,000 to 45 500 k i l o m e t r e s , and they present a very r e a l th rea t to the 
s e c u r i t y o f the USSR and i t s a l l i e s . 

The NATO armaments mentioned above have undergone seve ra l modern isat ions and the 
process o f t h e i r improvement i s c on t inu ing at the present t ime . V/hat evidence i s there 
o f t h i s ? I w i l l g ive i t to you. The Un i t ed Kingdom, f o r example, i s equ ipp ing i t s 
submarines w i t h the s o p h i s t i c a t e d " P o l a r i s A-3 TK" m i s s i l e s , and " T r i d e n t " m i s s i l e s are 
i n p rospec t . In France the land-based and sea-based s i n g l e vrarhead m i s s i l e s w i l l be 
r ep laced by m i s s i l e s vrith seven warheads. The Un i t ed S t a t e s f o i va rd -based systems are 
a l so be ing r ep laced by new ones. 

In these circvimstances i t cou ld h a r d l y be expected that the USSR would stop 
improv ing i t s armaments, We are doing the same t h i n g . Th i s i s on l y n a t u r a l because 
vreapons and technology become obso l e t e . However — and I should l i k e to s t r e s s t h i s — • 
i n the process o f renevring i t s vreaponry the Sov i e t Un i on , f o r the sake o f ma in t a in ing 
p a r i t y , does not inc rease by a s i n g l e i t e m the t o t a l l e v e l o f Sov i e t medium-range 
d e l i v e r y systems i n Europe . The number o f m i s s i l e l aunchers i s even decreas ing s ince 
f o r every nevr m i s s i l e tha t appears i n the USSR one and sometimes even tvro o l d e r m i s s i l e s 
are immediate ly removed; they are d ismant led and are not deployed i n o ther a r eas . 

However, w i t h the deployment i n Europe of about 600 new Un i t ed S ta t e s medium-range 
nuc l ea r m i s s i l e s , NATO v r i l l have a more than I .5 t imes s u p e r i o r i t y i n nuc l e a r d e l i v e i y 
v e h i c l e s . As f o r nuc l ea r vrarheads, even now the NATO medium-range v e h i c l e s can ca r r y 
i n one l aunch ( s o r t i e ) one and a h a l f t imes as many as the corresponding systems o f the 
USSR. A f t e r Europe ' s " a .dd i t i ona l armament", the NATO s u p e r i o r i t y i n n u c l e a r vrarheads 
i n one launch ( s o r t i e ) w i l l f u r t h e r i n c r e a s e . As ,a r e s u l t , the present rough e q u a l i t y 
i n the n u c l e a r vreaponry of. the two s i d e s i n Europe w i l l be s u b s t a n t i a l l y t i l t e d i n 
NATO's f avour . 

The r ep r esen ta t i v e of the Fede ra l Repub l i c o f Germany s a i d i n h i s statement that 
the Un i t ed S ta t es had withdravm 1,000 n u c l e a r warheads from Europe and the r e f o r e , he 
argued, the deployment o f new U n i t e d S ta t es m i s s i l e s vrould not r e s u l t i n an inc r ease 
i n nuc l ea r vreapons i n Europe. Such arguments used to j u s t i f y the December d e c i s i o n o f 
NATO do not stand up to c r i t i c i s m . The f a c t i s tha t the r e l a t i o n s h i p between the 
nuc l ea r f o r ces o f the tvro s ides should, be determined not by the number of v-rarheads 
s to red i n depots but i n the f i r s t i n s t ance by the number o f d e l i v e r y v e h i c l e s and the 
q u a n t i t y o f nuc l ea r charges l i f t e d by these d e l i v e r y v e h i c l e s i n one launch ( s o r t i e ) , 
Gonsequent ly , the wi thdrawal from Europe o f . obso l e t e nuc l e a r mines and fougasses kept 
i n s to res can i n no v/ay be used as a cover to conceal NATO's attempt to d i s r u p t the 
n u c l e a r ba lance i n i t s f avour . 

To the ques t i on vrhether the NATO d e c i s i o n of December 1979 on the " a d d i t i o n a l 
armament" o f Europe can be viewed as a f a c t o r s t a b i l i z i n g the East-V/est m i l i t a r y 
ba l ance , even a layman i n m i l i t a r y matters w i l l g ive a negat ive ansvrer.. The Sov i e t 
e v a l u a t i o n o f the NATO December .dec is ion on the " a d d i t i o n a l armament" o f Europe i s 
unequ i voca l ! i t v r i l l r e s u l t i n an arms r a c e , the d i s r u p t i o n of the m i l i t a r y balance 
i n Europe and betvreen the USSR and the Un i t ed S t a t e s , and the d e s t a b i l i z a t i o n o f the 
s i t u a t i o n i n the vror ld. 



СБ/?У , 14б 

(Mr. I s s r a e l y a n , USSR) 

The l eade r o f our S t a t e , L . I . Brezhnev, has r epea ted l y stated, that the USSR and 
o ther s o c i a l i s t .countr ies w i l l . riot, a l l ow any m i l i t a r y supremacy to he e s t a b l i s h e d 
over ' them. I n the long r u n , the equ i l ib . r ium w i l l be ma in ta ined , but at a h i ghe r 
l e v e l , as a r e s u l t o f whj.ch i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y w i l l not i n c r ease but decrease.. 

The on l y r e l i a b l e v/ay to . r e so l ve t h i s problem l i e s not i n the НАТО " m i s s i l e 
S o l u t i o n " but i n the maintenance o f the e x i s t i n g m i l i t a r y and s t r a t e g i c balance 
between the USSR and the Un i t ed S t a t e s , between the Warsa,w Trea ty Organ i za t i on and 
M T O , which o b j e c t i v e l y serves to safeguard peace on our p l a n e t . • - • - . :. 

I . should .nov; l i k e to say a few vrords about the statement made at t oday ' s meeting 
by the U n i t e i S ta t es r e p r e s e n t a t i v e , Ambassador F l ower ree . V/e' have a l r eady r e p l i e d , 
to some o f thé 'points he r a i s e d . I should l i k e to make a more genera l comjnent. ' 
Ambassador Plov/erreé r i g h t l y mentioned that the U n i t e d S ta t es de l e ga t i on has r a r e l y 
taken the f l o o r t h i s year ~ on l y tvro or three t imes i n a l l . That i s why many o f us 
awaited v/ith i n t e r e s t a statement by thé Un i t ed S ta t e s d e l e g a t i o n , having, heard i t say 
more than once tha t i t had d i f f i c u l t y i n t a k i n g pa r t i n the d i s c u s s i o n 'because i t had 
no i n s t r u c t i o n s on s p e c i f i c i tems on our Committee 's agenda. Of course many o f us 
expected tha t today the Un i t ed S ta t e s d e l e ga t i on v/ould at l a s t t e l l us tha t i t was 
ready to conduct n e g o t i a t i o n s on i tem 1 o f the agenda, the q u e s t i o n ' o f the p r o h i b i t i o n 
o f n u c l ear-v/e apon t e s t s . I t v/as expected tha t i t would a l so say " y e s " on the second 
i t em .of the agenda and say i t was" ready to conduct n e g o t i a t i o n s on the ques t i on o f the 
c e s sa t i on o f the n u c l e a r arms ïace and nuc l ea r disarmament. I t v/as expected, t oo , that 
i t would adopt a p o s i t i v e a t t i t u d e on i'tem 5 o f the agenda, that i s , tha t i t would not 
stand i n the way o f the Committee 's engaging i n n e g o t i a t i o n s on the p r o h i b i t i o n o f new 
types and new systems o f weapons o f mass d e s t r u c t i o n . F i n a l l y many, of course , expected 
the Un i t ed S ta t e s d e l e ga t i on to say tha t i t v/as v / i l l i n g to proceed to a r e v i s i o n o f the 
mandate under agenda i t em 4 — the p r o h i b i t i o n o f chemical weapons — and tha t i t v/ould 
adopt a more a c t i v e a t t i t u d e on i t em 3 — the s t r eng then ing o f s e c u r i t y guarantees f o r 
non-nuclear-weapon S t a t e s . 

• T h i s , however, d i d not happen. The "no" \/hich we had heard throughout the whole 
year 'rang out c l e a r l y aga in today. Nothing p o s i t i v a i I ns t ead , v/e have heard a whole 
set o f misstatements, about and d i s t o r t i o n s o f the Sov i e t Un i on ' s p o s i t i o n o f a k i n d 
o f wh ich , to be f r a n k , v/e are thoroughly t i r e d by nov/, w i t h re ference s to some very 
dubious sources and va r i ous obscure p u b l i c a t i o n s p r i n t e d i n the U n i t e d S t a t e s of America 
v/hich, o f course , h a r d l y deserve to be invoked i n a s e r i ou s d i s c u s s i o n . . But I should 
n o t ' l i k e to "be drawn i n t o an argument at t l i i s s tage . I do not t h i n k tha t t h i s v/as the 
purpose f o r which the Coiiimittee on Disarmament v/as e s t a b l i s h e d . What I should l i k e i s 
tha t the s l i g h t s i gns o f a more p o s i t i v e a t t i t u d e that v/ere i n evidence at the. end o f 
the American d e l e g a t i o n ' s statement should r e ce i v e s p e c i f i c ' c o n f i r m a t i o n , tha t the 
sys temat ic "no " should be r ep laced by po : ; i t i vo r e p l i e i j t ha t -."rould open up' 
p o s s i b i l i t i e s o f conduct ing b u s i n e s s - l i k e n e g o t i a t i o n s , and, l a s t l y , tha t a p o s i t i v e 
r e p l y should be g i ven to "the numerous proposa l s and appeals addressed by the 
l e a d e r s h i p 'of the Sov i e t Union to the Un i t ed S ta t e s o f Amer ica concerning the 
resumption o f the d ia logue on a v/ide range o f ques t i ons r e l a t i n g to the l i m i t a t i o n o f 
the arms race on the b a s i s o f p r i n c i p l e s of honesty and e q u a l i t y , w i t h respec t f o r the 
i n t e r e s t s o f the s e c u r i t y o f both p a r t i e s and w i t h non-impairment o f t h e i r i n t e r e s t s . 

A l l the va r i ous attempts to l a y the blame f o r the' deadlock which has occurred 
i n the d i f f e r e n t disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s on the Sov i e t Union are doomed to f a i l u r e . 
The Sov i e t Union has 'shown i h f a c t tha t i t i s i n t e r e s t e d i n progress be ing achieved 
i n the n e g o t i a t i o n s on arms l i m i t a t i o n and. disarmament. 
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и SIiM HLiallIG (Burma); Ш. Chairman/ I have asked f o r the f l o o r today i n order to 
present f o r m a l l y ' t o ' the Commiittee i n m.y c apac i t y as the Co -o rd ina to r o f the Group o f 21 
a working paper on the c l iapter e n t i t l e d " P r i n c i p l e s " of the comprehensive programme o f 
disarmament. Before do ing so, m.ay I take t h i s oppor tun i t y to express , on heha l f o f 
my d e l e ga t i on , my deep g r a t i f i c a t i o n and s a t i s f a c t i o n to see you p r e s i d i n g over the 
Committee on Disarmamon"t a t t h i s f i n a l and c r u c i a l stage of i t s s e s s i o n . 

I am sure tha t your wisdom and r i c h d i p l o m a t i c езфег1епсе and s k i l l w i l l b r i n g 
a f r u i t f u l . a n d speedy conc lus i on to the t h i r d annual s e s s i on of the Committee. I 
would a l s o l i k e to add my vo ice of thanks and a p p r e c i a t i o n f o r the i n va l i i ab l e f 
c o n t r i b u t i o n made by Ambassador Venkatcsv/aran o f I n d i a to the work o f the Committee 
l a s t month. 

A l l o w me now to s p e a k . i n my capac i t y as the Co -o rd ina to r of the Group of 2 1 , on 
whose b e h a l f ' I would l i k e to present to the Committee on Disarmament a work ing paper 
which i s a l r eady c i r c u l a t e d as document CD/208, on the chapter e n t i t l e d " p r i n c i p l e s " 
o f the comprehensive programme o f disarmament. 

As , i s ' s t a t ed i n paragraph 10 o f the 1980 repor t of the Ad Hoc Working Group on a 
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmam.ent, which v/as inco rpora t ed i n paragraph 68 o f the 
repor t submitted by the Committee on Disarmament to the u n i t e d Hâtions Genera l Assembly 
a t i t s t h i r t y - f i f t h s ess i on (CD/139)J i't has been exp r e ss l y agreed tha t " s i n c e the , 
comprehensive programme w i l l have to be s e l f - c o n t a i n e d , i t should en.compa,ssin extenso 
a l l the p r i n c i p l e s that are thought to be r e l e v a n t , i n c l u d i n g even those that are not 
to be found i n tho F i n a l Document but which m.ay be fo'und a p p r o p r i a t e " . 

Bea r ing i n mind t h i s d e c i s i o n , the Ad Hoc Working Group, dur ing i t s I 9 8 I s e s s i o n , 
has p r o v i s i o n a l l y approved on the b a s i s of a f i r s t r ead ing the " p i - i n c i p l e s " compiled 
by the S e c r e t a r i a t i n vrorking paper 29 of 16 A p r i l 1981, f o l l o w i n g the two ob j ec t i v e 
c r i t e r i a de f ined i n the i n t r o d u c t i o n to the document. In a d d i t i o n to those , 
" p r i n c i p l e s " which have a l l been reproduced from, the F i n a l Document, 'the Working Group 
has a l s o approved tv/o which o r i g i n a t e d i n proposa ls sub.mitted by dolega. t ions. 

I t soems appropr i a t e to note that the term " p r i n c i p l e s " as used both i n the 
S e c r e t a r i a t comp i l a t i on and i n the present working paper, should bo understood — as 
i t a l s o v/as i n tho P i n a l Document — i n a broad sonso. I f a more s t r i c t l y accurate 
d e f i n i t i o n v/ere d e s i r e d , the term " p r i n c i p l e s and g u i d e l i n e s " v/ould bo p r e f e r a b l e . 

I n viev/ of what has j u s t been s t a t e d , as w e l l as o f the t e n t a t i v e nature of the 
approva l g i ven by the"Ad Hoc Working Group to these t e x t s , i t i s obvious that both 
thc Working Group and the Committee are e n t i t l e d to re formulate the " p r i n c i p l e s " where 
they deem i t necessary or to inco rpora t e a d d i t i o n a l f o rmula t i ons v/hich may be proposed 
and agreed upon. 

The Group o f 21 f e e l s , never the less , ' t ha t the m a t e r i a l a l r e a d y approved on f i r s t 
r ead ing by the Working Group, i n s p i t e o f i t s p r o v i s i o n a l ' c h a r a c t e r and of the f ac t that 
i t remains subject, to v/hatever m o d i f i c a t i o n s may bo found a d v i s a b l e , i s a l r e ady 
s u f f i c i e n t l y i l l u s t r a t i v e o f v/hat should e s s e n t i a l l y be the contents o f the chapter 
which under thc t i t l e of " P r i n c i p l e s ' " or " P r i n c i p l e s and G u i d e l i n e s " v/ould form an 
i n t e g r a l par t of the comprehensive programme of disarmament. I t i s f o r t h i s reason 
tha t the Group has concluded that i t would be u s e f u l to submit to the Working Group and 
to the Committee the present v/orking pamper before the I 9 8 I s e ss i on com.es to an end. 

http://com.es
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(и Saw jílainft'. Burras) 

F i n a l l y , i t should Ъе po in ted out t h a t , a l though i n a l l the t e x t s inco rpora t ed 
i n t h i s vrorking paper t h e i r substance ha-s Ъееп s c r u p u l o u s l y respected-,"-on- sorno very f-ov; 
occas ions minor m.cd i f i ca t ions of form have been made. I t should lLkev; ise bo m-ontioncd 
tha t the order follov/ed i n the e n u n c i a t i o n ' o f the ' ' p r i n c i p l e s ' ' i s that v/hich has..been 
cons idered tho 'most l o g i c a l and appropria/fco and does not correspond to tho order 
fol lovrod i n 'vrorking paper 29. •'''•s a l a s t obse r va t i on , i t vrould be x/i'sc to boar i n 
mind tha t i n s e v e r a l i ns tances there ojcist r e p e t i t i o n s v;hich can no doubt be e l i m i n a t e d 
v; i thout d i f f i c u l t y at a l a t e r stage . 

Tho CHâlRI'̂ I/VN; I thank the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep resen ta t i v e o f Burma f o r h i s statement 
and f o r the re ference he made to the C h a i r . 

Mr . de l a GORCE (Fra.nco) ( t r a n s l a t e d from. F r ench ) ; Mr . Chairman, the French 
de l e ga t i on vrould l i l c e f i r s t o f a l l to o f f e r you i t s c ong ra tu l a t i ons and best w i shes . 
You have the pneroús ta-sk of b r i n g i n g the vrork o f t h i s ' s e ss i on to a c l o s e . We should 
l i k e to compliment you on the s k i l l and competence w i t h v/hich you are do ing s o . 

I should a l s o l i k e once aga in to express to your predecessor , 
Ambassador Venkatesv.raran, our a p p r e c i a t i o n of the e x c ep t i ona l q u a l i t i e s he shov/ed i n 
tha t o f f i c e . We v/ere a l l impressed by h i s t a l e n t , h i s courtesy and h i s htimour. 

The French d e l e g a t i o n has l i s t e n e d very c a r e f u l l y to v/hat has been s a i d a t t h i s 
m.eeting and the p reced ing one on the siib.iect o f the enhanced rad j^ , t i on v/eapon. The 
French Government ha.s r ese rved i t s op t i ons as regards t h i s weapon. I t seems to mo 
there fo re tha t i t v/ould bo u s e f u l f o r me to r e s t a t e the rca.soning beh ind i t s a t t i t u d e 
i n t h i s mat t e r . 

I n the f i r s t p l a c e , France i s concerned to ma i i i t a i n tho c ond i t i ons of i t s s e c u r i t y 
and the independence of i t s defence. I t i s from, t h i s angle that i t has considered 
and v / i l l cont inue to cons ide r tho s c i e n t i f i c , t e c h n i c a l and m i l i t a r y глоапз v/hich may, 
seem to i t t o be necessary to ach ieve t h i s end.. I n tho c i r cumstances .a t present 
p r e v a i l i n g i n Europe, a deterrence r e s t i n g on the mainterjanco o r r e s t o r a t i o n of a 
g l o b a l balance determines s e c u r i t y and hence poaco on our c o n t i n e n t . 

W i th re ference to the statements V/D liave heard and sr-rie of tho proposals , 
tha t have been made, I should l i k e to s t r e s s that the enhanced r a d i a t i o n v/oapon i s a 
n u c l e a r v/eapon based on tho same -phys ica l p r i n c i p l e s as a l l o the r n u c l e a r weapons. 
The "only d i f f e r e n c e l i e s i n tho way tho e f f e c t s comifion to a l l n u c l e a r exp los i ons are 
d i s t r i b u t e d . V/liile tho r a d i a t i o n e f f e c t i s g r ea t e r , the b l a s t e f f e c t i s s m a l l e r ; 
hence tho d i f f e r ence i n ideas about the use of t h i s v/oapon wh ich , as everyone knov/s, 
i s e s s e n t i a l l y - d e f ens i v e . 

In vievr of i t s n a t u r e , t h i s v/oapon f a . l l s v/ i th in the genera l c a t e g o r y of problems 
connected v/ith the nuc l e a r a m s race and n u c l e a r disarmament. There i s no reason 
f o r g i v i n g i t s p e c i a l treatment o r , t h e r e f o r e , f o r m.aking s p e c i f i c p r o v i s i o n w i t h 
respect to i t i n t r e a t y form. 

L a s t l y , I shou ld l i k e to r e p l y to our d i s t i n g u i s h o d colleagu.e from tho Sov ie t Union 
on a po in t i n h i s statement v/hich cas ts doubt upon a funda.monta 1 p o s i t i o n of tho 
French Government. I n the comparison ho made between tho forces of -'the KATO count r i e s 
and those of the Warsav/ Treaty O r g a n i z a t i o n , Ambassador I s s r a e l y a n mentioned the 
systems of the Un i t ed S t a t e s ' a l l i e s and he r e f e r r e d i n t h i s connect ion to the process 
o f toodernization of F r a n c e ' s .forces tha t i s at present vmder v/ay. 'My de l e ga t i on 
cannot pass over i n s i l e n c e t h i s i n c l u s i o n of French f o r c e s . F r a n c o ' s f o rces are 
independent, and they c o n s t i t u t e a s t r a t e g i c system. 'We cannot the re f o r e accept a 
re ference to thorn a.s НАТО medi-um-rango f o r c e s . 
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•••ТЬе-С1ЫШМД.Н; I thanlc tho d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep r esen ta t i v e of Prance f o r h i s 
statement and f o r the k i n d words he addressed to myse l f . 

Иг. LIDG&PiD (Sweden): Mr . Chairman, i t i s m.y i n t e n t i o n f o rma l l y to in t roduce 
work ing document CD/210 which has hoen d i s t r i b u t e d , but I t h i n k that I vrould be remiss , 
s ince t h i s i s the f i r s t time I an t a k i n g tho f l o o r t h i s nonth , i f I d i d not a l s o 
congratu la te you on your assumption of that o f f i c e , v/ish you v/ell i n the performance 
of your task here and assure you of the co -opera t i on of ny d e l e g a t i o n . We are 
e n t i r e l y av/are of tho d i f f i c u l t i e s of l e a d i n g t h i s body dur ing the f i n a l month o f i t s 
s e s s i o n , but I an conf ident t h a i you v \ i l l do i t i n a s u c c e s s f u l v/ay. A t thc sane t ime, 
I should l i k e to pay t r i b u t e to your d i s t i n g u i s h e d predecessor . Ambassador Venkatesv/arar 
of I n d i a , f o r tho exce l l ence he showed i n h i s chairmanship of the Committee i n the 
month of J u l y , vihich became a good a.nd t r u l y p roduc t i ve month f o r t h i s Committee, not 
l e a s t thanks to h i s l e a d e r s h i p . 

So, then , I v/ould l i l ce nov/ f o r m a l l y to in t roduce thc tv/elfth progress r epor t to 
the Committee on Disarmament of the Ad Hoc Group o f S c i e n t i f i c Expe r t s to Consider 
I n t e r n a t i o n a l Co-operat ive Measures to Detect and I d e n t i f y Se ismic E v e n t s . I have 
been informed that thc exper ts ha,ve cont inued t h e i r e x c e l l e n t co -opera t i on and tha t they 
have been e x p l o r i n g the matter i n depth . V/e suggest tha t t h e i r next meeting should 
take p lace from. 1 to 12 I-Iarch 1982. The repor t does not say v/hen a f o m a l r epor t v / i l l 
be for thcoming but we should note the p l a n to prov ide t h i s Committee w i t h an extended 
progress repor t i n e a r l y 1982, as a c o n t r i b u t i o n to the Committee's own repor t to tho 
second s p e c i a l s e s s i on o f the Genera l Assembly devoted to disarmament. Mr . Chairman, 
you have a l r eady announced that you v / i l l ask the Cha iman of thc Ad Hoc Group o f Experts 
D r . U l f E r i c s s o n , to ansv/er ques t ions and maybe i n some d e t a i l e x p l a i n the r e p o r t . 

Tho CH¿1IEM¿1H: I thank the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep r esen ta t i v e o f S\-/oden f o r h i s 
statement and f o r the k i n d re ference he made to thc C h a i r . May I nov/ g ive the f l o o r 
to the Chairman o f the Ad Hoc Group o f S c i e n t i f i c E x p e r t s , D r . U l f E r i c s s o n , to speak 
on tho repor t conta ined i n document CD/210 v/hich has been in t roduced by our col league 
f r on Sweden., 

Mr . EKICSSOH (Sweden): Doc-ument CD/210, before you, has the same format as a 
number of progress r epo r t s v/hich have boon presented to the Committee. The Ad Hoc 
Group o f S c i e n t i f i c Exper ts to Cons ider Internat ion^al Co -opc ra i i v e Measures to 
Detect and I d e n t i f y Se ismic Events opcre.tes nov/ under a mandato g i ven to i t on 
7 "August 1979 and i t s deve lop ing r e s u l t s v/ere repor ted upon e a r l i e r i n thc repor t s 
i n documents CCD/558 of I978 and CD/45 o l 1979- As thc Ambassador o f Sv/eden has 
a l r eady mentioned, the exports enjoyed e x c e l l e n t co -opera t i on am.ong themselves . 
The recent s e s s i on l a s t e d tv/o vfceks and engaged experts and r ep r esen ta t i v e s from 
20 c o u n t r i e s , and dur ing tho present mandate more than 100 v/orking documents v/ere 
submitted f o r c o n s i d e r a i i o n . Tho work has been organized i n f i v e d i r e c t i o n s . The 
f i r s t one i s to cons ider a l l s e i s m o l o g i c a l s t a t i o n s and s t a t i o n netv/orks i n g r ea t e r 
d e t a i l , to a s s i s t i n the mon i to r ing of underground n u c l e a r t e s t i n g . Secondly, there 
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(Mr. B r i c s s o n , Sv/edon) 

i s a group l o o k i n g a t e x a c t l y how those neasurenents should he taken out o f the ' 
e a r th and t r a n s m i t t e d on . T h i r d l y , there i s a giT)up l o c k i n g a t the t r a n s m i s s i o n 
of data around the g lobe , and here vre cn j cy tho co -ope ra t i on of the l ' / o r l d -Me t c r c l og i ca l 
O r g a n i z a t i o n , because i t has been proposed, and they have a l s o i n p r i n c i p l e ' a c c e p t e d the 
i d e a , that t h e i r network of tcle.comjnunications l i n o s would bo used . F o u r t h l y , wo have 
the t r a n s m i s s i o n of more ex tens ive measurements, l a r ge bunches of d a t a ; and the f i f t h 
i tem i s exactly^hov; tho envisaged computerized data contros should operate and hov/ 
they should be designed and s t r u c t u r e d . Tho Oroup has been busy do ing a number, 
o f n a t i o n a l , u n i l a t e r a l s tud i e s on those matters vrhich are presented to the v/hole 
Group and then d i s c u s s e d . They a.re a l s o p r o v i d i n g dra.fts tov/ards a formal r epor t 
to t h i s body. I t might a.lso bo of i n t e r e s t to you to knov/ thaJ; the recent development 
o f r e a d i l y a v a i l a b l e computers and a s s o c i a t e d equipment f o r te lecommunicat ion f a c i l i t i e s 
v/ith low p r i c e s and h i gh performance i s o f very great re levance to v/hat tho exper ts 
a.re do ing v/hen reviov/ing tho o r g a n i z a t i o n proposed a number of years ago. In t h e i r 
development of thc s c i e n t i f i c and t e c h n i c a l d e t a i l s of t h i s sys ten they a r e , I t h i n k , 
making great e f f o r t s to take i n t o account hov/ these modem developments might bo 
exp lo i t ed , - The development there i s so f as t - - tha i thc cake changes f l a v o u r v/hile 
you are eat i n g i t , 

Another development of som.e i n t e r e s t i s a s c r i e s of exper imenta l t e s t s of t h i s ' 
g l o b a l t r a n s m i s s i o n of d a t a , v/hich i s very much a q i i es t i on of co-oioerat ion w i t h \Ш0, 
v/hich i s ve ry good, as v/el l as o f co -opora t i on betv/oen S t a t e s . We have r epea ted ly 
s t a t e d , i n t h i s contex t , that i t would bo advantageous to extend our co -ope ra t i on i n t o 
the southern hemisphere, arid here I am happy to say that v/e. v/ere very g l ad to r e ce i v e 
i n f o rma t i on that s c i e n t i s t s i n Peru w i l l j -o in vis i n maJiing such t e s t s of the g l o b a l 
s y s f e n . I should a l s o mention tha t s e v e r a l nat ' iona.l r esearch u n i t s are deve l op ing ' 
the subject o f i n t e r n a t i o n a l data c en t r es , v/horc great advances have been.m.ade but 
v/hero qu i t e a l o t of v/ork s t i l l remains . Th i s there fo re means tha t the--experts-'6.0 
not seo c l e a r l y when they v / i l l bo a.blo to d e l i v e r a formal repor t under 'fcho present 
nandate . The repor t before you says du r ing tho second p a r t . o f the I982 s e s s i on of 
tho Committee on I)isa.rmament or l a i e r . Under 'the circui 'nstances, hov/ever, - tho Group 
in tends to p lace be fore you an extended progress r epor t which might a .ss is t the 
Coinr.-iittec i n r e p o r t i n g to the U n i t e d Nat ions Gencra.l Assembly and i t s S.c.cretary-rGeneral, 
i n viev/ of the s p e c i a l s e s s i on of the Assembly on d i sa rnanon t , 

The Group t h i s t ime a l s o e x p l i c i t l y cons idered v/hat might be done i n ' t h e fu-tui^c, 
beyond tho i nned i a t e present concerns, and on page 3 of the r epor t yovi have a fev/ o f 
those i t ems . One o f then , v/hich i s very f a s c i n a t i n g , i s tho vise of seismographs 
and o ther ins t ruments on the ocean bottom to iiiiprove coverage o f the southern 
homisphcro, v/hich as you laiov/, i s ' covered most ly by 'the ocean. Thei'e a r c recent 
developments and exper iences v/hich nake t h i s o p t i o n appear moro and m.orc r e a l i s t i c . 
Then there are the i t o n s v/idespread d i g i t a l r e c o r d i n g , automation of tho e x t r a c t i o n 
o f parameters f r o n in3trur. icnts and'autom.atcd p r o c e s s i n g ; these are r e f l e c t i o n s of the' 
devol'ppnents i n computers. F i n a l l y , there i s a p u r e l y s o i s n o l o g i c a l i tem — methods 
to accommodate' the r e p o r t i n g of l a rge carthqviako sequences. Th i s i s another view of 
what i s go ing on, and I v/ish to end by r epea t ing 'that the Group suggests tha t i t s 
next s e s s i on should bo convened betv/een 1 and 12 №.rch next year hero i n Geneva. 

Thc С11А1РЖ1-Т; I thank the Chairman of thc Ad hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Expor t s f o r 
h i s s tatement . As I s a i d a t the beg inn ing o f t h i s meet ing, v/o v / i l l cons ider tho 
repor t a t our p l enary meeting next 'Tuesday.. However, i f there are any de l ega t i ons 
v/ishing to con-mient a t t h i s stage they can do so . 
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l l r . WALKER ( A u s t r a l i a ) : I do want to thanl-c the Exper t Group and i t s Chairrran, 
and to coranent on the repor t but would be qu i t e happy to do so at our next p l enary 
meet ing. 

Mr . OKAWA (Japan) : I would a l s o be very g l ad to f o l l o w the example o f 
Ambassador Walker of A u s t r a l i a . 

The CHiilEiyEM; D i s t i n g u i s h e d co l l eagues , the S e c r e t a r i a t has c i r c u l a t e d today, 
a t ny request , an in f o rma l paper c o n t a i n i n g the t ime - tab l e f o r meetings to bo he l d 
by the Committee on Disarmament a,nd i t s s u b s i d i a r y bodies d u r i n g tho week o f 
17 to 21 Augus t . P r o v i s i o n i s nado f o r meetings of s u b s i d i a r y bod i es on Monday 
and I hope that no a c t i v i t i e s o f V/orking Groups w i l l go beyond that day; othorv/isc 
гге would have to have n i gh t noet ings and Saturday noo t i n g s . V/c would s t a r t d i s c u s s i n , 
the l a s t a d d i t i o n s to tho r epor t of the Conni t tee on Tuesda.y a f t e rnoon and I hope 
that tho c on s i d e r a t i on of tho d r a f t r epor t w i l l be concluded by V/ednesday a f t e rnoon , 
s ince the S e c r e t a r i a t v ; i l l need sono tim.e to produce a conso l ida t ed t ex t o f the 
d r a f t r epor t f o r adopt i on on F r i d a y morning . I f we are not ab l e to conclude on 
V/ednesday a f t e rnoon , v/o can s t i l l use Thursday morning, on the unders tand ing that 
the l a s t p l enary neo t i ng f o r adopt ion o f the repor t w i l l then bo h e l d on F r i d a y 
a f t e rnoon . 

In connect ion w i t h the t i m o - t a b l e , тлу I a l s o note tha t Vforking Paper Ho. 44./Add.: 
has boon c i r c u l a t e d today. That work ing paper con ta ins the d r a f t conc lud ing 
paragraphs under i t o n s 1, 2 and 5 o f the a^genda of tho Conn i t t e e , as w e l l as on tho 
ques t i on of the m o d a l i t i e s o f tho review of tho nenbcrsh ip of the Conni t tee and on 
the I s r a e l i a t t a c k aga ins t the Tannuz n u c l e a r r esearch c en t r e . I i n t end to convene 
the d r a f t i n g group f o r the c ons i d e r a t i on o f V/orking Paper Ho. 44/Add.l tomorrow, 
Frida„y, a t 10. JO a .п . , i n Room C-108 . Tho d.ra,fting group w i l l continue on F r i d a y 
a f t e rnoon a.s V ÍG I I as on Monda.y, i f necessary , Ma.y I a ga in r e c a l l t h a t , i n a d d i t i o n 
to tho nucleus which I announced at our inform.al meet ing on Mond^ay f o r the d r a f t i n g 
group, the group i s open to o ther memhers to a t t end whenever t h e y sec f i t to do so 
and to make c o n t r i b u t i o n s on n a t t e r s o f i n t e r e s t or concern to t h en . 

Of course, s ince wo та.у need to ad jus t our a - c t i v i t i o s to changing c i rcw- is tances , 
the t ime - t ab l e i s merely i n d i c a t i v e . I t s on ly purpose i s to prov ide us w i t h an 
o u t l i n e of what we nay have to do next week. I f thoi-c i s no o b j e c t i o n , I w i l l 
cons ider that tho Conni t tee accepts the t i m e - t a b l e . 

I t was 50 dec ided . 

The CHAIRI'bUT: In accordance w i t h ovx t ime - t ab l e f o r the prosent vroek I had 
intended to convene i n f i v e n i n u t c s , a f t e r the c l o s i n g of t h i s p l enary n e o t i n g , an 
in f o rma l mooting o f the Coninittec to cont inue our c ons i d e ra t i on o f Working Paper Ho. 44 
con ta in ing the d ra f t repor t to tho Un i t ed Nat ions General Assenb l y , as w e l l as 
V/orking Paper No. 45, e n t i t l e d , " D r a f t d e c i s i o n c o n t a i n i n g proposa ls f o r tho 
f u n c t i o n i n g of the Conni t tee on Disarmament" . Tliat work ing paper was c i r c u l a t e d 
on Tuesday a f te rnoon i n a l l the langua,ges used by the Conmittoc, but s ince there i s 
no time l e f t we s h a l l have an inform.al n e o t i n g i n n c d i a t e l y a f t e r our plenarjí" meeting 
next Tuesday n o m i n g , 18 Augus t . The next p l enary meeting o f the Conni t tee on 
Disarmament w i l l be h e l d on Tuesday, 18 August , a t 10.50 a .m. Tho n e o t i n g stands 
ad journed. 

Tho neo t ing rose a t 1.05 p . n . 
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The CHAIRI^IAN; In accordance \ i i th i t s prograirmie o f work'f-er- the-preeent week-,-
the Committee cont inues today i t s c o n s i d e r a t i o n o f the i tem d e a l i n g w i t h r epo r t s o f 
s u b s i d i a r y bodies as vre l l as the annual r epor t to the General Assembly of the 
Uni ted Na t i ons . Of course , i n con formi ty w i th r u l e 30 o f the r u l e s o f procedure, 
members are a t l i b e r t y to make statements on any o ther sub jec t r e l e van t to the vrark 
o f the Committee. 

May I extend a warm welcome to H i s E x c e l l e n c y , the V i c e - M i n i s t e r f o r Fore i gn 
A f f a i r s o f Cuba, Ur . P e l e g r i n To r ras , vrho has come today to address the Committee. 
I v i ish him a s u c c e s s f u l v i s i t to Geneva, where I imderstand he i s a l s o d e a l i n g w i t h 
o ther important problems f o r the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community. 

Before we l i s t e n to the statements o f members i n s c r i b e d to speak today, I would 
l i k e to i n v i t e the Chairmen of thé Ad Hoc Working Groups on E f f e c t i v e I n t e r n a t i o n a l 
Arrangements to Assure Non-Nuclear-V/eapon S ta tes aga ins t the Use o r Threat o f Use o f 
Nuc l ea r Weapons and on R a d i o l o g i c a l Weapons to in t roduce b r i e f l y _ . the reports,_,qf 
those vrorking groups. The r epor t s are conta ined i n document CI)/215 f o r the Ad Hoc 
Working Group on E f f e c t i v e I n t e r n a t i o n a l Arrangements to Assure Non-Nuclear-V/eapon 
S ta tes a ga ins t the Use o r Threat o f Use of Nuc lear V/eapons, and i n document С Б / 2 1 8 
f o r the Ad Hoc Working Group on R a d i o l o g i c a l V/eapons. The r epo r t s o f the Ad Hoc 
Working Groups on Chemical V/eapons and on' a Comprehensive Programme o f Disarmament, 
which concluded t h e i r work yes te rday , w i l l be i n t r oduced by t h e i r Chairmen a t our 
jp lenary-meet ing on Thursday. 

As I announced a t our l a s t p l enary meet ing, I intend to put before the Committee 
f o r i t s approva l the recommendation o f the Ad Hoc Group o f S c i e n t i f i c Expe r t s t o _ 
Cons ide r I n t e r n a t i o n a l Co-opera t i ve Measures to Detec t and I d e n t i f y Se ismic E v e n t s , 
conta ined i n docxment C D / 2 1 0 . I w i l l ' p r o c e e d to do so a t the end o f t h i s p l enary 
meet ing, so tha t de l ega t i ons w i sh ing to comment on the r epo r t may make t h e i r views 
known. 

I now g ive the f l oo r - to the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on E f f e c t i v e 
I n t e i n a t i o n a l A r r a n g e m e n t s to Assure Non-Nuclear-Weapon S ta t es a ga ins t the Use o r " ' 
Threat o f Use o f Nuc lear V/eapons, M i n i s t e r C i a r r a p i c o . 

Mr. CIARRAPICO ( I t a l y ) : Mr . Chairman, i t i s my hqnour_ and ,p_lea_s\u:e t o .present 
to the Committee on Disarmament the r epo r t o f the Ad Hoc Working ,Group_ to cont inue to 
nego t ia t e w i t h a view to r each ing agreement on e f f e c t i v e i n t e rna t i ona l . a r r angemen t s 
to ass i i re non-nuclear-weapon S ta tes aga ins t the use or th r ea t o f use o f n u c l e a r 
weapons. The r epo r t i s conta ined i n document C D / 2 1 5 5 which c o n s i s t s o f f ou r s e c t i o n s , 
namely: ( l ) I n t roduc t i on ; . (2) Organ i za t i on of work and docvmen-tation; -(3) 'Substant ive 
n e g o t i a t i o n s ; and (4) Conc lus i ons ' and recommendations. 

In c a r r y i n g out the task en t rus t ed to i t , the Ad Hoc Working Group took note of 
the ex tens ive d i s c u s s i o n s on the sub j ec t and i n t e n s i v e n e g o t i a t i o n s on the elements 
that took p lace dur ing the p e r i o d o f the prev ious V/orking Group w i t h a vievr to 
r each ing agreement on a common approach accepta^ble to a l l vrhich c ou ld be i n c l u d e d i n 
an i n t e r n a t i o n a l instrument o f a l e g a l l y b i n d i n g c h a r a c t e r . A t the beg inn ing o f i t s 
work, the Group dec ided to concentrate i t s a t t e n t i o n e s s e n t i a l l y on the examinat ion 
o f the substance o f the assurances g i v en , on the understanding tha t an agreement on 
the substance cou ld f a c i l i t a t e an agreement on form. A c c o r d i n g l y , a programme o f work 
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(CD/SA/WP .5) was submitted by the Chairman as a genera l g u i d e l i n e f o r d e l i b e r a t i o n s 
and negot ia t ions , - t ak ing i n t o account va r i ous viev/s expressed and proposa ls submi t ted . 
I t conta ined p r i n c i p a l l y tv/o stages o f v/ork f o r the cur r en t s e s s i o n , namely, ( l ) stage 
one: i d e n t i f i c a t i o n o f the va r i ous f ea tures o f the assurances no t to use o r threaten 
to use n u c l e a r weapons aga ins t non-nuclear-weapon S t a t e s ; (2) stage two: cons ide ra t i o r 
of p o s s i b l e a l t e r n a t i v e s which can be exp lo red i n the search f o r a "common approach" 
o r " f o r m u l a " . A f t e r ex tens ive c o n s i d e r a t i o n o f stage one o f the programme of v/ork, i t 
was g ene ra l l y f e l t that deeper unders tanding of the va r i ous p o s i t i o n s he ld by 
de l e ga t i ons , t h e i r s i m i l a r i t i e s and d i f f e r e n c e s , had been reached as a r e s u l t o f the 
d i s c u s s i o n . In c a r r y i n g out the task o u t l i n e d i n stage two o f the programme of v/ork 
the Working Group examined thorough ly , i n the manner o f a comparative a n a l y s i s , 
poss i b l e a l t e r n a t i v e s f o r a "common approach" o r " f o rmu la " w i t h a view to concen t ra t ing 
e f f o r t s on the most promis ing among them. Subsequent ly , w i thout p re jud i ce to fгдxther 
e x p l o r a t i o n of o ther a l t e r n a t i v e s , which cou ld be e labora ted i n the f u t u r e , the 
Working Group dec ided to concentrate i t s e f f o r t s at t h i s stage o f c o n s i d e r a t i o n , on 
a l t e r n a t i v e Б i n con junct ion w i t h a l t e r n a t i v e E conta ined i n stage two o f the programme 
of work. These a l t e r n a t i v e s c a l l e d f o r " a 'common f o rmu la ' f o r s e c u r i t y assurances 
c on ta in ing such elements as may be r a i s e d i n the n e g o t i a t i o n s i n the Committee on 
Disarmament and agreed upon by a l l concerned" and " a 'common f o rmu la ' v/hich cou ld 
r e c o n c i l e the elements conta ined i n the e x i s t i n g u n i l a t e r a l under tak ings o f the 
nuclear-weapon S t a t e s " . 

In t h i s connec t i on , var ious ' p roposa l s were submitted by some de l ega t i ons as a 
b a s i s f o r f u r t h e r c ons i d e r a t i on o f a "common f o r m u l a " . D i f f e r e n t approaches to the 
quest ion o f deve lop ing a "common f o rmu la " became apparent i n the course o f d i s c u s s i o n s , 
and d i ve rgent views on these approaches and the p e r t i n e n t i s s u e s , p a r t i c u l a r l y the 
quest ion o f e l i g i b i l i t y f o r the assvjrances and the d e s i r a b i l i t y and the nature o f a 
po s s i b l e "suspension c l a u s e " , cont inued to be ma in ta ined . 

In c ons ide r ing the p o s s i b l e "common approach" o r " f o r m u l a " , the quest ion o f an 
appropr ia te form V-.B a l s o r a i s e d . Althou^rh. there was no o b j e c t i o n , i n p r i n c i p l e , to 
the i d ea of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l convent ion , the d i f f i c u l t i e s i n vo l v ed v/ere a l so po in ted 
ou t . 54irthermore, the i d ea o f i n t e r i m arrangements was cons ide red , p a r t i c u l a r l y 
t ak ing note o f the proposa ls f o r an appropr ia te S e c u r i t y C o i i n c i l r e s o l u t i o n on vi/hich 
d i ve rgent views v/ere expressed. A t the same t ime, i t v/as po in t ed out tha t the value 
of any i n t e r i m arrangement would depend on i t s substance . A number o f de l ega t ions 
b e l i e v e d that i n t e r i m measures should not be a s u b s t i t u t e f o r an i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
convention o r o ther i n t e r n a t i o n a l arrangements o f a l e g a l l y b i n d i n g character^ 

I t was the conc lus ion o f the Working Group tha t non-nuclear-weapon S ta tes should 
be e f f e c t i v e l y assured by the nuclear-weapon S ta tes aga ins t the use o r th rea t o f use 
o f nuc l ea r weapons. There was c o n t i n u i n g r e c o g n i t i o n o f the urgent need to reach 
agreement on e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon Sta tes 
aga ins t the use o r th rea t o f use o f n u c l e a r weapons, e s p e c i a l l y i n view of the goa l of 
n u c l e a r disarmament and o f genera l and complete disarmament. Nego t i a t i ons on the 
substance o f the e f f e c t i v e arrangements revea led tha t s p e c i f i c d i f f i c u l t i e s were 
r e l a t e d to d i f f e r i n g percept ions of some n u c l e a r and non-nuclear-weapon S ta t es as w e l l 
as to the complex nature of the i s sues i n v o l v e d i n e v o l v i n g a "common f o rmula " 
acceptable to a l l which cou ld be i n c l u d e d i n an i n t e r n a t i o n a l instrument o f a l e g a l l y 
b i n d i n g cha ra c t e r . The Working Group recognized that adequate c o n s i d e r a t i o n needed 
to be g iven to the s e c u r i t y i n t e r e s t s o f non-nuclear-weapon S t a t e s . I t regarded the 
e f f o r t s devoted to the search f o r a "common approach" or " f o rmu la " as a p o s i t i v e step 
towards the agreement on the ques t i on o f s e c u r i t y assurances . 
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. A ga ins t t h i s background, the V/orking Group recommends to the Committee on 
Disarmament t h a t . v a r i o u s a l t e r n a t i v e app.roaches, i n c l u d i n g i n p a r t i c u l a r those 
considered dur ing the I 9 8 I Бе s c i o n , should be f u r t h e r exp lored i n order to overcome 
the d i f f i c u l t i e s encountered.. In t h i s context f u r t h e r .e f forts should be"devoted to 
the search f o r a "common approach" acceptable to a l l , and i n p a r t i c u l a r f o r a . "common 
fomnul.a"..which cou ld be i n c luded i n an i n t e r n a t i o n a l ins t rument o f a l e g a l l y b i n d i n g 
c h a r a c t e r . A c c o r d i n g l y , a working group should be e s t a b l i s h e d a t the beg inn ing o f . 
the 1 9 8 2 s e ss i on f o r the purpose, as -recommended i n Un i t ed Nat i ons General Assembly 
r e s o l u t i o n 35/46, " u r g e n t l y to negot ia te v/ith a viev/ to r each ing agreement, &ná to 
submit agreed t ex t s v/here pos s i b l e before tho second s p e c i a l s e ss i on devoted, to . 
disarmament", on e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l arrangements to assure non-nuclear-v/eapon 
States aga ins t the use o r threa t o f use of nuc l ea r weapons. 

• Ih conc lud ing my i n t r o d u c t o r y s t a t e m e n t , ' I v/ould l i k e to express my deep 
a p p r e c i a t i o n and g r a t i t ude to the members .of the Ad. Hoc V/orking Group' f o r t h e i r 
co -opera t i on and t h e i r s p i r i t o f . compromise and f l e x i b i l i t y , v/hich v/ere ind i spensab l e 
f o r the work o f the Group, e s p e c i a l l y as demonstrated dur ing the course^ o f .coAsider ing 
and adopt ing t h i s r e p o r t . I v/Ould a l s o ' l i k e , on beha l f o f the Ad Hoc Working Group, 
to note w i t h a p p r e c i a t i o n the a s s i s t ance prov ided to the Group by I-ir. L i n , the 
Sec re ta ry o f the Working Group, a.s w e l l as the e n t i r e s e c r e t a r i a t s t a f f . 

The CHAIRm^í; I thank the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on E f f e c t i v e 
I n t e r n a t i o n a l Arrangements to Assure Non-Nuclear-V/eapon S ta t es aga ins t the Use o r 
Threat of Use- o f ' N u c l e a r Weapons.for h i s statement i n t r o d u c i n g the r epo r t o f the 

, Working Group. I now g ive the f l o o r to the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on 
R a d i o l o g i c a l V/eapons, Ambassador Komives. 

№. KOMVES (Hungary): Mr . Chairman, i n my c a p a c i t y ' a s Chairman of the Ad Hoc 
V/orking Groiip v/hich v/as r e - e s t a b l i s h e d by the Committee to cont inue nego t i a t i ons , v i i t h 
a view to e labor.:, t i n g à t r e a t y p r o h i b i t i n g the development; p r o d u c t i o n , - s t o c k p i l i n g 
and use of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons , . ! ha.ve the honour to "present to the Committee on 
Disarmament the r epo r t on. the progress o f the Group 's v/ork as approved by the 
V'/orking Group l a s t F r i d a y and d i s t r i b u t e d i n document C D / 2 1 8 . Du r ing both pa r t s o f 
t h i s annual s ess i on o f t"ne Committee on Disarmament, the Ad Hoc V/orking Group, i n 
f u l f i l l i n g ' i t s mandate, gave intensi^ve c o n s i d e r a t i o n to the main elements o f a t r e a t y 
p r o h i b i t i n g r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons on the ba.sis o f the j o i n t USSR/United S ta t es 
p r o p o s a l , the Chairman's c onso l i da t ed t e x t , and e ther documents and proposa-ls 
submitted w i t h a view to e l a b o r a t i n g d r a f t p r o v i s i o n s f o r the fu ture t r e a t y . The 
subs tan t i v e d i s c u s s i o n s which took pla„ce i n the V/orking Group demonstrated that some 
progress had been made i n narrov/ing dov/n the d i f f e rences , between the p a r t i c i p a n t s i n 
оггг n e g o t i a t i o n s . V/ith regard to the v/hole range o f the t r e a t y p r o v i s i o n s , • a number 
o f nev/ concrete amendments and proposa ls were submitted du r ing t h i s ' s e s s i o n . Hov/ever, 
the a c t i v i t i e s o f -the l u r k i n g Group showed tha t . d i v e rgenc i es s t i l l e x i s t , p a r t i c u l a r l y 
on such ques t ions as the scope o f p r o h i b i t i o n , the d e f i n i t i o n of r a d i o l o g i c a l 
weapons, the procedure f o r ' v e r i f y i n g compl iance, pea.ceful uses and the r e l a t i o n s h i p 
of the t r e a t y on r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons v/ith other i n t e r n a t i o n a l agreements and 
disarmament measures. Taking i n t o account the widespread des i r e to accompl ish the 
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elaboration of the treaty before the second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament, may I express my hope that the Working Group w i l l be able 
to overcome these divergencies during the next round of our work. 

Bearing t h i s i n mind, the Working Group recommends that the Committee on 
Disarmament set up, at the beginning of next year's session, an ad hoc working group, 
under an appropriate mandate, to continue negotiations on the elaboration o'f a treaty 
p r o h i b i t i n g r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. The Ad Hoc Working Group also agreed to recommend 
to the Committee on Disarmament that i t consider whether the Group should res-ume i t s 
work early, that i s , on 18 January 1982. 

F i n a l l y , I would l i k e to express my gratitude to a l l members of the Woi^kihg 
Group f o r t h e i r co-operation and t h e i r s p i r i t of compromise, without which we-could 
not have progressed towards the conclusion of our work. I would l i k e also, on behalf 
of the Working Group, to acknowledge with, appreciation the assistance provided to the 
Group by Mr. Efimov, the Secretary of the V/orking Group, as well as the entire 
Secretariat s t a f f . 

The CHAIRMAH; T thank .the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on R a d i o l o g i c a l 
V/eapons f o r h i s statement introducing the report of the V/orking Group. Distinguished 
colleagues, i n view of the long l i s t of speakers f o r this plenary meeting, we might 
need to.suspend the plenary and to continue this afternoon. Immediately following 
the aftejiioon meeting, I intend to convene an informal meeting of the Committee to 
continue our consideration of Working Paper No. 44 .containing the d r a f t report to 
the United Nations General Assembly, as well as V/orking Paper No. 45 e n t i t l e d , 
"Draft decision containing proposals f o r the functioning of the Committee on 
Disarmament." 

Mr. TORRAS (Cuba) (translated from Spanish); Mr, Chairman, allow me to 
congratulate you, on your accession to the chairmanship of the Committee on 
Disarmament f o r the month of August, The Cuban delegation 4 / i l l co-operate with 
you. Ambassador Anwar Sani, so that we can bring our work to" a successful conclusion. 
At the same time I should l i k e to express our appreciation tp Ambassador Venkateswaran 
of India f o r the very i n t e l l i g e n t , f i r m and consistent vray i n which he conducted 
the work of the Committee dviring J u l y . 

The Republic of Cuba i s paying p a r t i c u l a r attention to the work of the 
Committee on Disarmament. As this i s the only m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating body on these 
topics, i t i s obvious that great r e s p o n s i b i l i t y devolves on each of i t s members; 
hence the importance of the negotiations conducted here vrith a view to achieving 
concrete disarmament, agreements designed to put,an end to the arms race which already 
involves expenditures of some $ ^ 0 0 b i l l i o n , ah i n t o l e r a b l e burden vihich swallows up 
resources needed to remedy the d i s t r e s s i n g s i t u a t i o n of hundreds of m i l l i o n s of 
human beings i n the underdeveloped world. 

However, i f we take stock of what we have achieved as we approach the end of 
our 1981 session, we f i n d that the r e s u l t s are not very encouraging. To take merely 
items 1 and 2 of the Committee's agenda, on a nuclear test ban and the cessation of 
the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament respectively, the p r i o r i t y importance 
of which has repeatedly been recognized by the United Nations General Assembly — these 
have formed the subject of informal exchanges only. 
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"It i's r e g r e t t a b l e tha t two de l ega t i ons have, so to speak, vetoed the B t a r t o f 
concrete nego t i a t i ons on these important i tems on the Committee 's agenda. 

Th is s i t u a t i o n i s the more c r i t i c a l because never , s ince the s o - c a l l e d "October 
c r i s i s , " has the danger o f nuc l e a r v;ar been g r ea t e r . Then, as now, i t was the 
aggress ive and arrogant po l xcy of i m p e r i a l i s m which was r e spons i b l e f o r such a 
s i t u a t i o n . 

The reasons why two S ta tes ha.ve prevented the s t a r t o f n e g o t i a t i o n s on those 
items i n the Committee on Disarmament are the same as those which have para l ysed the 
SALT n e g o t i a t i o n s , the b i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s on chemica l weapons and the t r i l a t e r a l 
n e g o t i a t i o n s on nuc l ea r t e s t s . They are the same as have h a l t e d the prooess o f 
detente and made the i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n d i f f i c u l t . 

The d e c i s i o n to s t a t i o n new medium-range nuc l ea r m i s s i l e s i n Europe, the 
postponement o f the r a t i f i c a t i o n of the SALT I I agreement, the m i l i t a r y e .sca lat ion 
and the despatch o f r ap id deployment i n t e r v e n t i o n fo rces to va r i ous reg ions o f the 
wo r l d , i n c l u d i n g the Car ibbean , are v i v i d demonstrat ions o f the warmongering and 
hegempnist ic p o l i c y o f those who are h i n d e r i n g the disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s and 
do ing t h e i r utmost to r e t u r n to the t imes o f the co ld war. 

I t shou ld be borne i n mind that next year w i l l see the second s p e c i a l s ess i on 
o f the Genera l Assembly devoted to disarmament, and our Committee should endeavour 
to have some p o s i t i v e r e s u l t s to show from i t s n e g o t i a t i o n s . The ex i s t ence o f 
p o l i t i c a l w i l l i s there fore o f fundamental importance f o r t h i s n e g o t i a t i n g forum. 

In view of the p r i o r i t y a t t a c h i n g to agenda items 1 and 2 , I should l i k e to 
make some b r i e f comments on them. 

The Cuban de l ega t i on cons iders tha t a l though the exchange o f views which took 
p lace i n the i n f o rma l c o n s u l t a t i o n s was qu i t e u s e f u l , i t i s e s s e n t i a l f o r work ing 
groups to be se t up on those ibems w i thout de lay so tha t the Committee can embark on 
s e r i ou s n e g o t i a t i o n s i n tha t r e ga rd . 

In v iew, a g a i n , o f the urgency o f n u c l e a r disarmament mat ters and o f the f a c t 
tha t the Committee on Disarmament has not been a b l e to make a s t a r t on n e g o t i a t i o n s 
i n t h i s sphere, I w i sh a l s o to s t r e s s once more the need f o r the e a r l i e s t p o s s i b l e 
resumption o f the t r i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s vrhich have been t a k i n g p lace outs ide the 
framework o f the Committee on Disarmament, the importance of which goes w i thout 
say ing . 

The Committee on Disarmament i s undoubtedly i n a p o s i t i o n to l u i t i c cc concrete 
n e g o t i a t i o n s on these i t ems : i n the f i r s t p l a c e , a number of work ing papers have 
been submi t ted , i n c l u d i n g documents from the group o f s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s and from 
the Group o f 2 1 ; and second ly , a l l the nuclear-weapon S ta t es are represented i n 
the Conimittee. I t i s c l e a r tha t there i s no j u s t i f i c a t i o n whatsoever f o r f u r t h e r 
de l ay . 
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I should now l i k e to make some comments on an i tem which i s on the Committee 's 
agenda and w i t h I'-gard to which the Committee cou ld do more than i t has done up to 
da t e : I am r e f e r r i n g to the p r o h i b i t i o n of new types and systems of weapons o f mass 
d e s t r u c t i o n . 

The importance o f t h i s sub jec t has increased cons ide rab l y i n recent y ea r s . Both 
the Un i t ed Nat ions Genera l Assembly and o ther forums outs ide the United Na t i ons , such 
as the meetings of the movement o f non-a l i gned c o u n t r i e s , have s t r e s s ed the 
importance and n e c e s s i t y of r each ing an agreement to p r o h i b i t new types and systems 
o f weapons o f mass d e s t r u c t i o n . 

In connect ion w i t h t h i s t o p i c , a r t i f i c i a l obs tac l e s have been created such as 
the need f o r the p r i o r i d e n t i f i c a t i o n o f such weapons and a l l the d i f f i c u l t i e s 
r a i s ed w i t h respec t to the problem of v e r i f i c a t i o n . The Cuban de l ega t i on b e l i e v e s 
that i t i s necessary to grasp the need to reach an agreement which v r i l l prevent the 
appearance o f such weapons. 

Exper ience has shown tha t once a g iven type o f weapon e x i s t s , i t i s very 
d i f f i c u l t to p r o h i b i t i t . We a re , the re f o r e , convinced that the i n i t i a t i o n o f 
n ego t i a t i ons on t h i s sub jec t i s a l s o very important f o r the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community. 

What i s necessary i s to prevent the use o f s c i e n t i f i c and t e c h n o l o g i c a l 
advances f o r d e s t r u c t i v e purposes . The Committee on Disarmament can do a great 
dea l i n t h i s r egard . 

We have a l r eady expressed our support f o r the s e t t i n g up o f a group o f 
q u a l i f i e d governmental experts to meet p e r i o d i c a l l y and keep the Committee informed 
on a l l matters concerning s c i e n t i f i c d i s c o v e r i e s and t h e i r p o s s i b l e use f o r 
m i l i t a r y purposes. 

Another i t e r , vrhich appears on the Coinmittee 's agenda агЛ lèxich i s o f p a r t i c u l a r 
importance to the Cuban de l ega t i on i s the one r e l a t i n g to s e c u r i t y gimrantees f o r 
non-nuclear-weapon S t a t e s . 

As a non-nuclear-weapon State Cuba i s profov^ndly i n t e r e s t e d i n p r o t e c t i n g i t s 
n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y as w e l l as that o f o ther non-nuclear-weapon S t a t e s , In the present 
c i rcumstances , i n which the warmongers are again b a r i n g t h e i r t e e t h , the need to 
f i n d a broad, s o l u t i o n to t h i s problem i s becoming i n c r e a s i n g l y urgent . 

The Ad Hoc Working Group on t h i s ques t i on , a s s i duous l y p res ided over by 
M i n i s t e r C i a r r a p i c o o f I t a l y , has concentrated on seek ing a common formula nego t i a t ed 
i n the' Committee on Disarmament which w i l l be acceptable to a l l . The Cuban 
de l ega t i on has a l r eady had an oppo r tun i t y of express ing i t s views i n t h i s r ega rd . 
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(Mr. To r ras , Cuba) 

¥e b e l i e v e that i t i s e s s e n t i a l to adopt a t r e a t y on t h i s quest ion and tha t 
tha t would be a step forwa id i n the disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s ; we there fore f u l l y 
support i t . 

On the o ther hand, a l though we recognize the im.portance which the adopt ion o f 
a ¿ecurity C o u n c i l r e s o l u t i o n i n t h i s regard vrould have, v/e have s a i d tha t i t must 
be i d e n t i c a l f o r a l l the nuclear-weapon Sta tes and tha t i t cannot c o n s t i t u t e an 
end i n i t s e l f bu t should be f o l l owed by the adopt ion o f ;ш i n t e r n a t i o n a l ins t rument 
of a b i n d i n g cha ra c t e r . 

As regards the d i f f e r e n t a l t e r n a t i v e s cons ide red , we are aga ins t the i n c l u s i o n 
o f u n j u s t i f i e d requirements vrhich tend to dela.y the reach ing o f any agreement. V/e 
c ons ide r t h a t the assurances should be granted vrithout f u r t h e r requirements , 
p a r t i c u l a r l y to non-nuclear-weapon S ta tes which do not have weapons of t h i s k i n d on 
t h e i r t e r r i t o r i e s . This i s a broad p o s i t i o n which cou ld serve as a b a s i s i n the 
search f o r a s o l u t i o n on t h i s important i t em. 

We should a l so l i k e to s t r e s s once again tha t i t must be borne i n mind tha t t h i s 
ques t ion i s very c l o s e l y l i n k e d to the complete p r o h i b i t i o n of the use o f nuc l e a r 
vreapons and the non-use of fo rce i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s , and shovzld there fore be 
d e a l t w i t h i n that con tex t . 

One. sub jec t which I cannot f a i l to mention i n my statement i s tha t o f chemica l 
weapons, the Ad Hoc V/orking Group on vrhich i s s k i l f u l l y p res ided over by the 
r ep r e s en ta t i v e o f Sweden, Ambassador L i d g a r d . 

The n e g o t i a t i o n s which have so f a r taken place have brought out the c omp l ex i t i e s 
o f t h i s t o p i c , p a r t i c u l a r l y i n vievr of i t s l i n k s i n some aspects w i t h the use o f 
chemica ls f o r peace fu l purposes i n the economies of S t a t e s , However, the Committee 
on Disarmament should redouble i t s e f f o r t s towards a ch i e v ing an agreement w i t h 
respec t to chemica l weapons. 

Th i s i s another t op i c which has a l s o been d e a l t w i th outs ide the contex t o f . t h e 
U n i t e d N a t i o n s . Paragraph 220 o f the P i n a l D e c l a r a t i o n o f the S i x t h Conference o f 
Heads o f S ta t es or Government o f ITon-Aligned Count r i e s c a l l s , i n t e r a l i a , f o r the 
urgent c o n c l u s i o n of a t r e a t y on the p r o h i b i t i o n of the development, p roduc t i on and 
s t o c k p i l i n g o f a l l chemica l vreapons and t h e i r d e s t r u c t i o n . Hence my d e l e g a t i o n ' s 
p o s i t i o n . 

Ш c ons ide r that the Committee 's e f f o r t s should be b a s i c a l l y aimed a t 
de te rmin ing the most r e l e van t aspects o f the future convent i on , such a's i t s content 
and scope. Th is done, i t would be p o s s i b l e to go on to o the r ques t ions wh ich , 
a l though they are, nob secondary, neve r the l e ss depend to a l a rge ex tent on the content 
and scope o f the convent ion . 

The work which the Working Group i s doing has shoi/n tha t there i s an adequate 
b a s i s f o r s e r i ous nego t i a t i ons to be conducted on t h i s important i t em , and we hope 
tha t the nego t i a t i ons w i l l cont inue a t t h e i r present pace. 
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(I4r. To r ras , Cuba) 

I should now l i k e to r e f e r to the i tem concerning the p r o h i b i t i o n o f 
r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons, the Ad Hoc Working Group on whioh i s w i s e l y p res ided over by 
Ambassador Komives o f Hungary. 

The d r a f t i n g o f a t r e a t y f o r the p r o h i b i t i o n of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons has been 
requested i n s e ve ra l Genera l Assembly r e s o l u t i o n s , and i n the P i n a l Document o f the 
1978 s p e c i a l sess ion of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. The Cuban 
de l ega t i on f i r m l y b e l i e v e s that t h i s i s a task which can be completed before the 
convening o f the second s p e c i a l s ess i on o f the General Assembly, scheduled f o r next 
y ea r . 

The conc lus i on of a t r e a t y on r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons, p a r t i c u l a r l y a t t h i s t ime, 
vrould be a pra iseworthy achievement by the Committee on Disarmament i n i t s 
n e g o t i a t i o n s , ano would a l s o create a s e r i ous obs tac l e to the development o f weapons 
o f mass d e s t r u c t i o n . I t i s undeniable that the submission of a t r e a t y on 
r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons by t h i s Committee would be very vre l l r e c e i v ed by the 
General Assembly a t i t s second s p e c i a l s e ss i on devoted to disarmament, 

I should now l i k e to r e f e r to an i t em which I have d e l i b e r a t e l y l e f t to the 
end. I t i s tha t of the e l a b o r a t i o n of a comprehensive programme of disarmament, 
f o r v/hich t h i s Committee dec ided to se t up a Working Group, which has been p res ided 
over i n a most noteworthy manner by Ambassador García-Robles, the r ep resen ta t i v e o f 
Mexico, 

The urgency o f t h i s quest ion i s due i n pa r t to the f a c t tha t the Committee has 
to submit t h i s programme f o r c o n s i d e r a t i o n by the Un i t ed Hâtions General Assembly, 
a t i t s second s p e c i a l s ess i on devoted to disarmament, next y e a r . 

There i s abundant m a t e r i a l which can serve as a b a s i s f o r the drawing up o f the 
programme. S u f f i c e i t to ment ion, on account o f t h e i r importance, the P i n a l Document 
o f the f i r s t s p e c i a l sess ion o f the Genera l Assembly devoted to disarmament, the 
elements i d e n t i f i e d by the Disarmament Commission i n t h i s r e ga rd , and the 
D e c l a r a t i o n o f the 1980s as the Second Disarmament Decade, 

A t the same t ime, a l l S t a t e s , whether o r not they are members of the Committee 
on Disarmament, have an i n t e r e s t i n the adopt ion o f the programme i n view o f the 
importance which such .a document would have. The c o n d i t i o n s there fore e x i s t f o r the 
Committee to be able to have the programme ready by the end o f i t s s p r i n g sess i on 
next y ea r . 

The Cuban de l ega t i on in tends to con t inue , as i t has been do ing i n the p a s t , 
s t r i v i n g to expedi te the a c t i v i t i e s o f the Working Group, and i t hopes that 
obs tac l e s w i l l not a r i s e to compl icate the d r a f t i n g o f the comprehensive programme. 

The comprehensive programme o f disarmament i s to c o n s t i t u t e the b a s i s f o r 
fu ture n e g o t i a t i o n s i n t h i s connec t i on , and i t ought there fore to be drawn up i n a 
r e a l i s t i c manner, bea r ing i n mind the need f o r concrete measures i n t h i s f i e l d . 

Before conc lud ing , I should l i k e to r e f e r to a sub jec t o f t o p i c a l i n t e r e s t , one 
which i s o f n e c e s s i t y borad up w i t h the work of t h i s Committee, That i s the recent 
d e c i s i o n o f the Un i t ed Sta tes A d m i n i s t r a t i o n to au tho r i z e the manufacture o f neutron 
weapons, 

I w i sh to express the Cuban d e l e g a t i o n ' s most energe t i c condemnation of t h i s 
d e c i s i o n . 
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(Mr. To r ras , Cuba) 

V/hile the i n i t i a t i o n o f concrete neg-ot iat ions i n the Committee on Disarmament on 
urgent matters -of nuc l ea r disarmament has been b locked on f l i m s y p re t ex t s which have not 
succeeded i n donv inc ing anyone, a d e c i s i o n has now been adopted-which i n i t s e l f 
r epresents the beg inn ing o f a пег̂  upward s p i r a l i n the arms race . 

The manufacture o f the neutron bomb, as has been s t r e s s ed on more than one occas ion 
i n t h i s Conmaittee, b r i n g s new aspects to n u c l e a r war and inc r eases i t s h o r r o r s . V/e 
must not f o rge t that the aim i s to des t roy people wh i l e reduc ing to a minimim the 
d e s t r u c t i o n o f b u i l d i n g s — a f ea ture which makes c l e a r i t s anti-himian na tu r e . 

Such a d e c i s i o n c o n s t i t u t e s a mockery of the work o f the Committee on Disarmament 
and a cha l l enge to vrorld^ p u b l i c o p i n i o n , p a r t i c u l a r l y as i t v/as adopted i n the context 
of. ye t another ann i ve rsa ry o f the H i rosh ima massacre. 

I w i sh to urge the Committee on Disarmament, i n a d d i t i o n to r edoub l ing i t s e f f o r t s 
i n i t s c o n s i d e r a t i o n o f the i tems vrhich have h i gh p r i o r i t y on i t s agenda, to adopt such 
measures as may be necessary so that i t may cons ide r the documents submit-fced to i t 
concern ing neutron weapons. 

The d e c i s i o n to beg in the manufacture of neutron weapons opens up the p o s s i b i l i t y 
tha t s i m i l a r d e c i s i o n s w i l l be taken by these same r e a c t i o n a r y s ec t o r s w i t h regard to 
o the r types of vreapons. In t h i s connect ion the Cuban de l ega t i on has cons idered i t 
p e r t i n e n t to submit to the S e c r e t a r i a t o f the Committee a document reproduc i i i g some 
paragraphs of a statement made by P r e s i d en t P i d e l Cas t ro on 26 J u l y l a s t , which we hope 
w i l l be u s e f u l f o r the víork o f the Committee i n the accomplishment o f i t s noble t a s k . 

To conc lude , I should l i k e to quote some remarks from another statement by our 
P r e s i d e n t , Comrade F i d e l C a s t r o , made on the occas ion of the meeting o f the ' p r e s i d i n g 
o f f i c e r s o f the V/orld Peace C o u n c i l i n our count ry , when he compared the present 
s i t u a t i o n i n the sphere of nuc l ea r v-reapons vrith that e x i s t i n g a t the time o f the 
October c r i s i s . He s a i d the f o l l o v i i n g : 

"A l though i n 1962 the a r sena l s a l r eady conta ined more than enough megatons to wipe 
out the l a s t ves t i ge o f l i f e . o n e a r t h , today the numbers, power and e f f e c t i v eness o f 
s t r a t e g i c weapons systems have m u l t i p l i e d to a f r i g h t e n i n g degree. The f r o n t i e r s o f 
t e r r o r vrere long ago l e f t beh ind , and no new means of mass d e s t r u c t i o n that may be 
added today can i n s t i l g r ea t e r t e r r o r i n i t s eventua l v i c t i m s . Mankind 'can on l y be 
exterminated once. No person i n h i s senses has any doubt tha t i n a nuc l e a r war, under 
present c o n d i t i o n s , the r e s u l t s vrould be e q u a l l y c r u e l f o r a t t a c k e r s and a t t a cked , f o r 
the b e l l i g e r e n t s and f o r n e u t r a l c o u n t r i e s , f o r the atomic Powers and f o r a l l the na t i ons 
which do not possess such vreapons. There i s even the r i s k that a t e c h n i c a l f a u l t , a 
human e r r o r o r mere ca re l essness may p r e c i p i t a t e a r e a c t i o n vrith ca'fcastrophic 
consequences" . 

He went on ; 

"V/e are not and vire s h a l l never be f a t a i i s t s . V/e do not and vre s h a l l never accept 
the i d ea that a wor ld ho locaus t i s i n e v i t a b l e . Mankind must h.ave a nob le r , d e s t i n y . " 

In man's s t rugg l e to avo id t h i s ho locaus t 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 devolves on 
the Committee on Disarmament, vrhich i s c a l l e d upon to f i n d the means to put an end to 
the u n c o n t r o l l e d arms race . In t h i s noble but d i f f i c u l t t a sk , i n which we must a l l 
nake an e f f o r t , you may count on the s t ead fas t p a r t i c i p a t i o n of Cuba. . . 

The CHAIRMAN; I thank the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep r e s en ta t i v e o f Cuba f o r h i s - s ta t ement 
j,nd f o r the k i n d référence he made to the C h a i r . • • -
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l'îr. AHMAD ( P a k i s t a n ) : Mr. Chairman, as t h i s i s the f i r s t oppor tun i t y which the 
P a k i s t a n de l e ga t i on has had to in te rvene i n the Committee t h i s month, l e t me f i r s t 
express to you our very s ince r e s a t i s f a c t i o n i n see ing you , the r ep r e s en ta t i v e of a 
b r o t h e r l y country , Indones ia , p r e s i d i n g over our d e l i b e r a t i o n s . Ve have no doubt 
tha t the work of the Committee i n t h i s important conc lud ing par t of our annual s ess i on 
w i l l be g r e a t l y f a c i l i t a t e d by the f i r m guidance of a Chairman whose d i p l oma t i c 
exper ience and wisdom have a l ready made a deep impress ion i n the past two weeks. 

May I a l so a v a i l mysel f of t h i s oppor tun i t y to express our deep a p p r e c i a t i o n to 
Ambassador Venkataswaran, the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep r e s en ta t i v e of I n d i a , f o r the e f f i c i e n c y 
and good humour w i t h which he guided the d e l i b e r a t i o n s of the Committee d u r i n g the 
month of J u l y . 

The I98I s e s s i on of the Committee on Disarmament w i l l draw to a c l o s e i n the next 
few days. I t i s p o s s i b l e at t h i s stage to o f f e r some r e f l e c t i o n s of the P a k i s t a n 
de l e ga t i on on the work of the Committee t h i s y ea r . 

This y ea r , .just as the preced ing one, was not p a r t i c u l a r l y p r o p i t i o u s f o r progress 
i n disarmament. The c l ima t e o f mutual t r u s t and conf idence among Sta tes so necessary, 
f o r disarmament i s obv i ous l y not present today. Such a c l ima te can be created on ly 
when a l l S ta t e s , and e s p e c i a l l y the m i l i t a r i l y s i g n i f i c a n t S ta t e s , demonstrate i n word 
and deed tha t they are prepared to adhere s t r i c t l y t o . th e p r i n c i p l e s of the 
United Hâtions Char t e r , and e s p e c i a l l y those r ega rd ing respec t f o r the t e r r i t o r i a l 
i n t e g r i t y of States and n o n - i n t e r v e n t i o n i n t h e i r i n t e r n a l a f f a i r s . These p r i n c i p l e s 
are be ing v i o l a t e d at present w i t h impunity i n va r i ous par t s of the wo r l d , i n c l u d i n g 
our own r e g i o n . 

In t h i s contex t , some members of tho Committee have spoken about the importance 
of b r i n g i n g to an end the f o r e i g n m i l i t a r y i n t e r v e n t i o n i n A f ghan i s tan . P a k i s t a n has 
a d i r e c t and s e l f - e v i d e n t i n t e r e s t i n t h i s o b j e c t i v e , not l e a s t because o f our d e s i r e 
to r e s t o r e s t a b i l i t y and peace to our r e g i on and enable the 2 m . i l l i o n Afghan refugees 
i n P a k i s t a n to r e t u r n to t h e i r homeland i n sa fe ty and honour. My Government has taken 
seve ra l important i n i t i a t i v e s to promote a p o l i t i c a l s o l u t i o n of the t r a g i c c o n f l i c t 
w i t h i n A fghan is tan i n the framework of the r e l e van t r e s o l u t i o n s of the United Na t i ons , 
the I s l amic Conference and the Non-Aligned Movement. P a k i s t a n i s p e r s i s t i n g w i th 
these endeavours. 

Ve f e e l , neve r the l e ss , that the cur ren t c l ima te of c on f r on ta t i on should not be 
al lowed to lead to an unbr id l ed e s c a l a t i o n i n the arm.s race , e s p e c i a l l y i n n u c l e a r 
weapons. Our concern i s aroused, whether such e s c a l a t i o n i n the arms race i s 
q u a n t i t a t i v e or q u a l i t a t i v e i n na ture , whether i t i n vo l v e s the deployment of the 
S S - 2 0 mobile m i s s i l e or the p roduc t i on of the enhanced r a d i a t i o n weapon. 

The present i s not the t i n e f o r s e l f - s e r v i n g postures or p r oposa l s ; i t i s a time 
f o r r e s o l u t e and wise statesmanship. P a k i s t a n cons iders tha t i n the present 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l c i rcumstances there i s an ind i spensab l e need to undertake se r i ous 
nego t i a t i ons on a broad spectrum of i n t e r r e l a t e d i s sues that could he lp i n promoting 
a c l ima te of i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y and create the r i g h t c ond i t i ons f o r disarmam.ent. 
We welcome i n d i c a t i o n s tha t a d ia logue between the Stiperpowers may commence i n the 
near f u t u r e . A t the same time we c o n s i d e r - i t e qua l l y important tha t e f f o r t s to b r i n g 
about a c l imate of peace and s e c u r i t y i n the world and to f a c i l i t a t e disarmament 
should be conducted under the aeg is of the Uni ted Nat ions so tha t the v i t a l s e c u r i t y 
i n t e r e s t s of the smal l and medium-sized States and the non-a l igned coun t r i e s are taken 
f u l l y i n t o account. 
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The Coranittee on Disormamant possesses the pntent ic? ! to make a s i gn i f - i can t . 
c o n t r i b u t i o n to promoting i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y and a r r e s t i n g and r e v e r s i n g ' the arms 
race . Un fo r tuna t e l y , as ye t there seems to bo no read iness on the pa r t of the major 
Powers to e x p l o i t t h i s potenti ' :>l. Desp i te the i n t e n s i v e pace at which the Committee 
has worked du r ing 1931> i t has achieved very l i t t l e i n terms of concrete progress 
towards e v o l v i n g agreements on the va r i ous items on i t s -•agenda. 

The,disappointment f e l t about our f a i l u r e even to согалепсе n e g o t i a t i o n s on the 
nuc l e a r t e s t ban, the item, which has the h ighes t p r i o r i t y on the m u l t i l a t e r a l 
disarmament agenda, i s genuine and vjidespread. We would have thought tha t the 
suspension of the t r i l a t e r a l n ego t i a t i ons on t h i s subject was an a d d i t i o n a l reason to 
open m u l t i l a t e r a l t a l k s i n the Comi;iittee. I t i s apparent from tho progress r epo r t 
submitted by the t r i l a t e r a l nego t i a t o r s l a s t year tha t the pe rspec t i v e of these 
n e g o t i a t i o n s i s s e r i o u s l y f l awed . Even i f these r e s t r i c t e d n e g o t i a t i o n s were to be 
resumed, i t i s u n l i k e l y tha t they would produce a t r e a t y which can ga in genera l support 
and wide adherence. The f a i l u r e of tho t r i l a t e r a l n e go t i a t o r s to respond, j o i n t l y or 
i n d i v i d u a l l y , to the fundamental ques t ions posed by members of the Group of 21 r e g a r d i n 
the t r e a t y that w^s be ing negot ia ted conf irms t h i s assessment. The major n u c l e a r -
weapon Powers should r e a l i z e th-^t they cannot repeat the WPT exper ience and impose an • 
unequal arrangement on the non-nuclear-weapon S t a t e s . They must a l s o ponder 
c a r e f u l l y the consequences of a continued delay i n n e g o t i a t i n g an equ i t ab l e and 
g ene ra l l y acceptab le n u c l e a r - t e s t - b a n t r e a t y . 

The d i s c u s s i o n s i n the Committee t h i s year on the c e s s a t i o n of the n u c l e a r arms 
race and n u c l e a r disarmament have been i n t e r e s t i n g i f on ly because they have shown 
i n sharp r e l i e f the d i ve rgent approaches of va r i ous States on t h i s sub j ec t . I t 
seems to us tha t a l l the nuclear-weapon Sta tes adhere, e x p l i c i t l y or i m p l i c i t l y , to 
the d o c t r i n e of nuc l e a r deterrence and accord an important p lace to n u c l e a r weapons 
i n the p r e s e r v a t i o n of t h e i r s e c u r i t y and tha t of t h e i r a l l i e s . I t i s a l so q u i t e 
apparent tha t each of the two major nuclear-weapon Powers i s a f r a i d to f a l l even a 
f r a c t i o n behind the o ther i n t h e i r n u c l e a r equat ion and that both wish to preserve 
the advantage they enjoy over the o ther nuclear-weapon Powers. And, of course , none 
o f the nuclear-weapon Powers would l i k e to l o s e the m i l i t a r y edge they have over the 
non-nuclear-weapon S t a t e s . These ^irc, i n s imple terms, the impulses behind the 
nuc l e a r arms s p i r a l and the main obs tac l e s to nuc l ea r disarmament. 

Commnn sense a l s o i n d i c a t e s that the f i r s t steps i n the process of nuc l e a r 
disarmament w i l l have to be taken by the two nuclear-weapon Powers whose a r s ena l s 
a r e , i n s i z e and s o p h i s t i c a t i o n , imm.ensely supe r i o r to those of the o ther n u c l e a r -
weapon S t a t e s . The SALT n e g o t i a t i o n s were r- r e c o g n i t i o n of t h i s s p e c i a l 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . We hope that thc SALT agreements signed by the United States and the 
USSR w i l l cont inue to be observed •-•nd th- ' t e a r l y n e g o t i a t i o n s w i l l be undertaken by 
the two s i d e s w i t h the aim of r educ ing r a t h e r than l i m i t i n g t h e i r s t r a t e g i c and 
medium-range nuc l ea r weapons. Progress i n these nego t i a t i ons can open the way f o r 
m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s on nuc l ea r disarmament i n the Cormittee on Disarmament. 
In the me-^ntime, the Committee can a c t i v e l y a s s i s t the process of nuc l e a r disarmament 
by f u r t h e r c l a r i f y i n g and harmoniz ing the d i ve rgent approaches of the nuclear-weapon 
States and the non-nuclear-weapon States on t h i s ques t i on and s e t t i n g out the agreed 
stages i n which the u l t i m a t e goal of e l i m i n a t i n g nuc l e a r weapons can be-ach ieved . We 
hope the Committee w i l l s e r i o u s l y address i t s e l f to t h i s task next year i n accordance 
w i t h the proposa ls of the Group of 21, 
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V h i l e the nuclear-weapon States reserve the r i g h t to expand and improve t h e i r 
nuc l ea r and convent iona l a r s ena l s on the ques t i onab le assxmption that t h i s w i l l -
enhance t h e i r s e c u r i t y , they have so f a r proved to be e n t i r e l y i n s e n s i t i v e to the 
s e c u r i t y concerns of the non-nuclear-weapon S t a t e s . The nego t i a t i ons i n the 
Working Group on e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon 
States aga ins t the use or th rea t of use of nuc l ea r weapons have, i f no th ing e l s e , 
confirmed t h i s e v a l u a t i o n . 

Under the able guidance of M i n i s t e r C i a r r a p i c o of I t a l y , the Working Group, f o r 
the f i r s t t ime, made a concrete e f f o r t t h i s year to br idge the p o l i t i c a l and' 
conceptual d i f f i c u l t i e s i n deve lop ing a "common f o rmu la " f o r an o b l i g a t i o n to be 
undertaken by the nuclear-weapon S ta t e s . Al though c e r t a i n d e l e ga t i ons , such as tha t 
of the Netherlands and my own, mado se r i ous suggest ions regard ing the p o s s i b l e ways of 
e vo l v ing a common fo rmula , the nuclear-weapon S ta t e s , apart from China , d id not 
demonstrate any read iness to contemplate even a s l i g h t m o d i f i c a t i o n of t h e i r 
r e spec t i v e p o s i t i o n s . The proposa ls f o r a p o s s i b l e compromise were i n f a c t excluded 
from the r epor t of the Ad Hoc Working Group. Each of the f our nuclear-weapon States 
c lung to i t s own narrowly conceived nuc l e a r d o c t r i n e designed to serve n a t i o n a l 
i n t e r e s t s that are most broad ly de f ined . I t should be qu i t e c l e a r by now,that the 
u n i l a t e r a l d e c l a r a t i o n s made i n 1973 by these nuclear-weapon Powers cannot serve as a 
b a s i s f o r a genuine response to the quest of the non-nuclear-weapon States f o r s e c u r i t y 
aga ins t the nuc l ea r t h r e a t . P a k i s t a n w i l l cont inue i t s e f f o r t s to promote an 
agreement on t h i s q u e s t i o n ; but I must say q u i t e c a t e g o r i c a l l y that we s h a l l not be 
prepared to accept a cosmetic s o l u t i o n which prov ides the i l l u s i o n r a t h e r than the 
substance of s e c u r i t y assurances wh i l e e x t r a c t i n g a d d i t i o n a l o b l i g a t i o n s from the 
non-nuclear-weapon S ta t e s . 

The c o n t r a d i c t i o n between the d e s i r e of the major nuclear-weapon Powers and t h e i r 
a l l i e s to keep open t h e i r own nuc l ea r op t i ons and t h e i r o v e r r i d i n g concern to 
i n t e r d i c t the opt ions of o ther States i s v e r y . d i f f i c u l t to j u s t i f y . Whi le we could 
endorse many of the preoccupat ions about nuc l ea r p r o l i f e r a t i o n expressed by the 
Canadian d e l e ga t i on on 16 J u l y 1981, I must confess tha t we share , to an even l a r g e r 
ex tent , the cons ide ra t i ons o u t l i n e d i n the response to t h i s statement by the 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep r e s en ta t i v e of I n d i a . .The i n o r d i n a t e preoccupat ion of c e r t a i n . 
States w i th the nuc l ea r n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n Treaty l eads them i n t o adopt ing p o s i t i o n s 
tha t c o n t r a d i c t fund ••'mental i n t e r n a t i o n a l norms. The responses to the I s r a e l i 
a t t ack aga ins t the Tammuz nuc l ea r research centre demonstrate t h i s i n p r a c t i c e . 

I t has been stated here and elsewhere tha t the I s r a e l i a t t ack i s a cause f o r 
deep concern e s p e c i a l l y because I raq i s a pa r t y to the n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n Treaty and 
accepts IAEA safeguards. Is i t by any chance imp l i ed that i f a State i s not a pa r t y 
to t h i s unequal Treaty , i t should be considered f a i r game f o r such a t t a cks i n the 
cause of .nuclear n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n ? I t i s i r o n i c that the occas ion of the I s r a e l i 
a t t a ck has been used to und e r l i n e the importance of s ecur ing wider adherence to the 
NPT. The f a c t t ha t the a c t i o n has demonstrated that adherence to t h i s Treaty i s 
obv i ous l y not s u f f i c i e n t to prevent an adversary from making sub j e c t i v e and u n i l a t e r a l 
judgements about another c o u n t r y ' s nuc l e a r -programjDie has been conven ien t l y passed 
over. What has a l s o been ignored i s tha t the j u s t i f i c a t i o n used f o r the aggress ion , 
howsoever i m p l a u s i b l e , was i n f a c t prov ided by the campaign of propaganda, launched 
and susta ined i n those very c oun t r i e s which are the most ardent advocates of the NPT, 
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ebout the purported danger of nuc l ea r p r o l i f e r a t i o n fro;?, the peace fu l nuc l e a r 
f a c i l i t i e s of va r i ous deve lop ing c oun t r i e s i n c l u d i n g I r a q . Indeed, the I s r a e l i 
m i l i t a r y r a i d can be seen as the u l t i m a t e step i n the e s c a l a t i n g process of 
unacceptable pressures and p u n i t i v e a c t i o n s tha t have been employed by c e r t a i n s u p p l i e r 
S ta tes to im.pede the normal develoixaent of the peace fu l nuc l ea r programmes of a num.ber 
of deve lop ing c o u n t r i e s . Ve note , of course , thr^t the I s r a e l i aggress ion has been 
roundly condemned, a l though the aggressor has not paid any p r i c e f o r the aggress ion . 
No s-'^nctions were imposed on i t by the S e c u r i t y C o u n c i l , and no r epa ra t i ons v;ere 
demanded of i t . . On the c on t r a r y , f u r t h e r m i l i t a r y supp l i e s to I s r a e l are to be 
promptly resujned. .And what of the v i c t i m of the aggress ion? The St^te which 
supp l i ed the destroyed f a c i l i t y , wh i l e i t has" r i g h t l y defended i t s e x c l u s i v e l y 
pe i i ce fu l nat\ire, now r e p o r t e d l y expects a d d i t i o n a l o b l i g a t i o n s to be assumed by the 
aggrieved Sta te as a c o n d i t i o n for . t h e r e c o n s t r u c t i o n o f the p l a n t . 

The I s r a e l i a t t a c k aga ins t the T^nm-uz nuc l e a r research centre r e i n f o r c ed the 
o p i n i o n of most members nf t h i s Goj^mittee that r e s o l u t e measures must be taken to 
p r o h i b i t such a t t a c k s i n the f u t u r e . In the course of negoti- '^tions on. the 
convent ion to ban r a d i o l o g i c a l v;eapons, which have been guided v/ith d e d i c a t i o n and 
energy by Ambassador Kemives o f Hungary, i t was pointed out that such a t t a cks aga ins t 
nuc l e a r f a c i l i t i e s are the most r e a l i s t i c and perhaps the on ly means by v/hich 
r a d i o l o g i c a l warfare can be v/aged. The Vo rk ing Group has c l e a r l y recognized the 
r i s k of mass d e s t r u c t i o n through a t t a cks on n u c l e a r f a c i l i t i e s . The n e c e s s i t y f o r 
the e l a b o r a t i o n of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l l e g a l norm to p r o h i b i t such a t t a cks i s a l s o not . 
contes ted , a l though r e s e r v a t i o n s have been expressed to the i n c l u s i o n of such a 
p r o v i s i o n i n the r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons convent ion . % de l e ga t i on cons ide rs tha t the 
c o n c l u s i o n of t h i s convent ion w i l l be f a c i l i t a t e d i f a s a t i s f a c t o r y s o l u t i o n can be 
found to the ques t i on of p r o h i b i t i n g a t t a cks aga ins t nuc l e a r f a c i l i t i e s . Of course , 
there are o ther important d i f fe i ronces r egard ing the scope of the convent ion and the 
peace fu l uses of r a d i o a c t i v e substances and n u c l e a r energy which need to be r eso l ved 
t a k i n g i n t o account the p o s i t i o n of the non-a l i gned and n e u t r a l S t a t e s . Wo hope 
tha t the sponsors of the " j o i n t e lements" w i l l e x h i b i t g reater f l e x i b i l i t y i n the 
resumed n e g o t i a t i o n s on t h i s subjec t next y ea r . 

% d e l e g a t i o n de r i v e s a measure of s a t i s f a c t i o n from the outcome of the 
d e l i b e r a t i o n s o f the Ad Hoc Vo rk ing Group on Chemical Weapons. . Desp i t e the 
Committee 's f a i l u r e to agree on a broader mandate f o r the V/orking Group, i t has 
succeeded, l a r g e l y owing to the i i T i a g i n a t i v e l e a d e r s h i p of i t s Chairman, 
Ambassador L idgard of Sweden, i n b u i l d i n g onto the v/ork done l a s t year and c r e a t i n g a 
s o l i d b a s i s f o r subs tan t i v e n e g o t i a t i o n s on the t e x t of a chemical weapons 
convent ion . The d r a f t elements formulated by the Chairman have taken into. .account 
the substance of the views expressed by va r i ous de l ega t i ons and, toge ther w i th the 
comments made on, these elements, prov ide a va luab l e r e p e r t o i r e f o r the conduct of 
f u tu r e n e g o t i a t i o n s on the t ex t of the t r e a t y . Admi t t ed l y , d i f f e r ence s p e r s i s t even 
on such b a s i c i s s u e s as the scope of the convent ion and the ques t i on of v e r i f i c a t i o n 
and compl iance. However, the agreement reached to g ive an a p p r o p r i a t e l y r e v i s ed 
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mandate to the Working Group next year that would епяЬ1е i t to b u i l d upon the areas 
of convergence and to r e so l v e the d i f f e r ence s i s a welcome development. Nego t ia t i ons 
on the t ex t of a chemical weapons convent ion should commence at our next s ess i on 
and, we b e l i e v e , the e x i s t i n g d i f f e r ences can be overcome i f the necessary p o l i t i c a l 
d e c i s i o n s are taken, p a r t i c u l a r l y by the two major Powers. We f e r v e n t l y hope that 
t h e i r p o l i c i e s w i l l not take us i n the oppos i te d i r e c t i on . -

Under the p a t i e n t and experienced d i r e c t i o n o f Aabassador Garc ia Robles of 
Mexico, the Ad Hoc Vforking Group on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament.has 
i d e n t i f i e d the main i s sues to be addressed under r e l e van t par t s of the programme and 
drawn together the var i ous proposa ls f o r the disarmament measures to be inc luded i n i t . 
Щг d e l e ga t i on cons iders t h a t , i n accordance w i th paragraph 38 of the F i n a l Document 
of the f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i on of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, the 
comprehensive programme should be an i n t e r n a t i o n a l instrument which would create 
l e g a l o b l i g a t i o n s on the ppr t of a l l S ta tes to implement and achieve the measures 
inc luded t h e r e i n . These disarmament measures should be set out i n def ined stages 
and lead to the u l t i m a t e goal of general and complete disarm.3ment w i t h i n a s p e c i f i c 
and agreed t ime-frame. The working paper submitted by the Group of 21 nn 
disarmament measures to be inc luded i n the programme broad ly r e f l e c t s t h i s approach. 
We cons ider that e f f o r t s to conceive the comprehensive programme i n the r e s t r i c t e d 
framework- of e x i s t i n g documents are incompat ib l e w i th the fundamental purposes f o r 
which-the instrument was remi t ted to t h i s Committee f o r n e g o t i a t i o n . IVfy- d e l e ga t i on 
hopes that the Vforking Group on a Comprehensive Programme w i l l be enabled to 
undertake i n t e n s i v e n e g o t i a t i o n s next year and to f i n a l i z e the programme f o r 
submiss ion to the General Assembly at i t s second s p e c i a l s e s s i on devoted to 
disarmament. 

The f a i l u r e of the Comjnittee to make subs tan t i v e progress on any of the items 
on i t s agenda has prompted an examinati''>n of our procedures and m.ethods of work. 
Some i n t e r e s t i n g proposa ls were put forward f o r improv ing the n e g o t i a t i n g r o l e 
and procedures of the Committee. Never the l ess , i t must be emphasized that thc f a i l u r e 
to nake progress i n n e g o t i a t i o n s i s i n no way due to o r g a n i z a t i o n a l o r p rocedura l 
d i f f i c u l t i e s . Quite f r a n k l y , there has been no w i l l i n g n e s s on the par t of the 
major m i l i t a r y Powers to engage i n genuine g ive and take and to a l low the Committee 
to undertake nego t i a t i ons on var i ous agenda items i n c l u d i n g those on which,work ing 
groups have been es tab l i shed f o r the express purpose of, conduct ing such n e g o t i a t i o n s . 
One major Power has s? id i n so many words tha t the Committee should av/ait the outcome 
of i t s p o l i c y rev iew. imother has used the Comnittee to e x t o l i t s own " p o s i t i v e " 
approach whi l e i t remained- u n y i e l d i n g on the substance of the i s sues under 
c o n s i d e r a t i o n . The Committee on Disarmament should n o t . a l l o w , i t s e l f tn become the 
handmaiden of the Superpowers. 

The P a k i s t a n de l e ga t i on be l i e v e s tha t un l e s s the Committee i s a.ble e a r l y next 
year to conduct subs tant i ve n ego t i a t i ons on the p r i o r i t y items on i t s agenda, i t 
should r epor t i t s impotence to the General Assembly at i t s second s p e c i a l s e s s i on 
devoted to disarmament. At tha t s e s s i o n , we w i l l have to g i v e . s e r i o u s c o n s i d e r a t i o n 
to ways and means nf ensur ing the e f f e c t i v e conduct o f m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s on 
disarmament w i t h i n the framework of the United Na t i ons , 
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The CIîAIIMAI'Ts I thank the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep r e s en ta t i v e of Pak i s t an f o r h i s 
statement and f o r the k i n d vrords he addressed to the C h a i r . 

l i r , WJILKBR ( A u s t r a l i a ) ; î'Ir, Chairman, I i n t e n d to he extremely b r i e f thj.3 
morning but I do wish- to t e l l you o f the g rea t p l easure my de l ega t i on f e e l s at vrorking 
i n t h i s Committee under tho ohairm-anship o f someone of yo-ur great pe rsona l d i s t i n c t i o n . 
Por an A u s t r a l i a n , of course , i t i s a l so a p a r t i c u l a r p leasure tha t you should bo the 
r ep r e s en ta t i v e o f Indonésico, our g rea t ne ighbour and c l ose fi.-iend. I a l so v/ish f o r 
the sake of b r e v i t y to assoc iate-my dolega,t ion vr i th the many doserved-.complim.ents v/hich 
have been p a i d to your d i s t i n g u i s h e d predecessor , Ambassador Venkatesv/aran. 

In t h i s short statement I v / i l l be t a l k i n g about tho severa l d i f f e r e n t matters 
before the Committee on Disarmament. In the f i r s t p laxe I w i sh , on t h i s occa.sion to 
say tha t I b e l i e v e i t appropr ia t e f o r tho Committee once again t o " t l i ank the Ad Hoc 
Group o f S c i e n t i f i c Expe r t s -tinder i t s Chairman, D r . E r i c s s o n , f o r t h e i r c on t inu ing 
e x c e l l e n t v/ork. My de l e ga t i on g r e a t l y apprec i a t es the progress r e p o r t submitted to 
the Committee la.st Thursday, and v/e l ook forward i n due course to r e c e i v i n g the f u l l , 
t h i r d r epor t of the Group of Se ismic E x p e r t s . I t i s ev ident from the réport v/hich v/e 
r e ce i v ed on Thursday tha t a l l f i v e of the study groups a rc .m.2lcing important 
c o n t r i b u t i o n s to the Group 's task of c o n s i d e r i n g i n t e r n a t i o n a l co -ope ra t i v e measures 
to de tec t and i d e n t i f y seismác events . I-v/ish i n p a r t i c i i l a r to mention the study group 
assess ing n a t i o n a l i n v e s t i g a t i o n s i n t o tho sending of soismrological , messages around 
the g l obe , i n v o l v i n g the use of tho commvmicati-ons network of the World Me t eo r o l o g i c a l 
O r gan i z a t i on . I-ir. McGregor o f A u s t r a l i a and Mr. Ichikav/a of Ja.pan a.rc the 
co-convenors o f t h i s group. At the P e b i u a i y mooting of the Ad Hoc Group o f S c i e n t i f i c 
E x p e r t s , t h i s study group assessed a p r e l i m i n a i y and l i m i t e d t e s t of the f e a s i b i l i t y 
of sending such messages i n t h i s v/ay and agreed on a more e labora te t o s t f o r l a t e r 
t h i s y ea r . 

The Ad Hoc Group has nov/ put i n t r a i n p r epa ra t i ons f o r a t e s t to cover si:< weeks . 
i n Hovcmber and December of the present y ea r . Th i s t e s t v / i l l b u i l d on l a s t y e a r ' s 
v/ork. :In p a r t i c u l a r i t v / i l l a»ssess tho t r a n s i t time of messa.ges a.nà t h e i r accuracy , by 
d e t a i l e d comparison w i t h o ther convent iona l methods of t rans-miss ion. In t h i s exe r c i s e 
the experts are r e c e i v i n g tho e n t h u s i a s t i c co -opera t i on of the World M e t e o r o l o g i c a l 
O r g a n i z a t i o n , tc. v/hich body, I submit, the Committee should express i t s warn 
a p p r e c i a t i o n . E q u a l l y s a t i s f a c t o r y i s tho i n d i c a t i o n t imt t i i i s t e s t v / i l l ha^vc 
markedly v/ider p a r t i c i p a t i o n than d i d l a s t y ea , r ' s . I j o i n D r . E r i c s s o n i n p l a c i n g 
p a r t i c i i l a r va lue on the prospect of p a r t i c i p a t i o n by one or more new S ta tes from the 
southern hemisphei^e. I d e a l l y , of course , there v/ould be p a r t i c i p a t i o n , from bo th 
L a t i n jfjîierica and / i f r i c a . We a lso v/elcomo o ther nov/ p a r t i c i p a n t s from ajaongst the 
Ad Hoc Group 's members themselves. The repor t of t h i s exe rc i s e v / i l l bo cons idered at 
the next meeting o f tho f u l l Group. With good co -opera t i on i n t h i s t e s t , I have every 
hope tha t the r epo r t v / i l l shov/ that the g l o b a l telecoж•îunications system of \Ш0 i s 
indeed ел e f f e c t i v e raethod of conveying around the v/orld the se i smic messages v/hich 
are c e n t r a l to the purposes of the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Expe r t s and the 
Conmittee on Disarmament. 

I b e l i e v e tha t the Coraiaittoe should take s p e c i a l note o f the progress that i s 
be ing mado i n t h i s a rea , which has d i r e c t re lovance to our fu ture v/ork i n address ing 
i tem 1 of the Committee 's agenda, a n u c l e a r t e s t ban. 

http://doserved-.complim.ents
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I would a l s o l i k e to say a few words about the o ther p o s i t i v e development which 
we have recorded i n the Committee on Disarmament t h i s y ea r . I am, of course , 
r e f e r r i n g to oui ' work towards a chemical weapons convent ion . Yesterday the Ad Hoc 
Working Group on t h i s sub jec t f i n a l i z e d i t s annual r e p o r t . Th i s r e p o r t has two 
noteworthy aspec ts . I t , r e c o r d s the ve ry r e a l progress achieved t h i s year towards 
our ob j ec t i v e o f a comprehensive chemical weapons convent ion . Th is year the Committee 
has b u i l t on the f i r s t - c l a s s work done l a s t year i n d e f i n i n g the i s sues to be covered 
i n a chemical weapons convent ion . Th i s year we have been able to cons ider d ra f t 
elements f o r such a convent ion and to exchange views i n cons iderab le d e t a i l on these 
e lements . 

The second notable po in t about the Working Group r epor t i s tha t i t i n d i c a t e s the 
w i l l i n g n e s s o f a l l the members o f the Committee on Disarmament to proceed f u r t h e r 
next year under an a p p r o p r i a t e l y r e v i s e d mandate to b u i l d on areas o f convergence and 
to reso lve the d i f f e r ences i d e n t i f i e d i n the l a s t two years so as to achieve agreement 
on a chemical weapons convent ion at the e a r l i e s t p o s s i b l e da te . 

My de l ega t i on wishes to pay a h e a r t - f e l t t r i b u t e to the Chairman o f the 
Working Group, Ambassador L idgard o f Sweden, f o r h i s persona l c o n t r i b u t i o n to 
ach i e v ing t h i s important r e s u l t . 

I vjould have p r e f e r r e d to end on t h i s p o s i t i v e note , c e l e b r a t i n g c ons t ruc t i v e 
work performed i n the Committee a t a time when e x t e r n a l events have severe l y l i m i t e d 
i t s a b i l i t y to achieve agreements to which my Government at taches great importance. 
I f e e l impe l l ed by the statements o f o ther d e l e ga t i ons , however, to say a very few 
words about what i s commonly c a l l e d the neutron bomb. Severa l d i s t i n g u i s h e d delegates 
from s o c i a l i s t c oun t r i e s have spoken as i f a l l o f mankind shared the views expressed 
by t h e i r Governments on t h i s t o p i c . Th i s i s not the case . The A u s t r a l i a n 
Prime M i n i s t e r has po in t ed out tha t many people i n many count r i e s w i l l f e e l tha t the 
Un i t ed S ta tes had nd choice but to talce t h i s d e c i s i o n . The Prime M i n i s t e r po in t ed 
out that there i s a widespread consensus i n Western count r i e s as to the need to 
s t rengthen t h e i r defences i n view o f the sus ta ined Sov i e t arms b u i l d - u p over recent 
y ea r s . The Prime M i n i s t e r a l so s a i d that he d i d not be l i e v e that t h i s d e c i s i o n 
would increase t ens i on between Eas t and West. 

On beha l f o f the A u s t r a l i a n d e l e g a t i o n , I express the fervent hope tha t next year 
w i l l be a more p roduc t i ve one f o r the Committee on Disarmament. As i n the p a s t , ray 
de l ega t i on stands ready, now and i n the f u t u r e , to do eve ry th ing i n i t s рог/ег to 
con t r i bu t e to the e a r l y , s u c c e s s f u l outcome o f the negot ia.t ions i n t h i s Committee. • 

The CHAIRMAN; I thanlc the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep resen ta t i v e o f A u s t r a l i a f o r h i s 
statement and f o r the k i n d words he addressed to the C h a i r . 

Mr . MALTTA (Romania) ( t r a n s l a t e d from F r ench ) ; Mr . Chairman, I should l i k e to 
t e l l you what a p leasure i t i s to me to congratu la te you on beha l f o f the Romanian 
de l e ga t i on on the f l aw l e s s way i n which you have been d i s cha rg ing your r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s . 
I should l i k e to add tha t you have f o l l owed the sp l end id example set by the s e r i e s of 
e x c e l l e n t Chairmen we have had t h i s y ea r , each o f whom has endeavoured to c on t r i bu t e 
some new achievement to the work o f our Committee. 

Through your competence and your t a c t you have inc reased respect ' f o r the a c t i v e 
diplomacy o f your country , which i s engaged i n the s o l u t i o n o f numerous r e g i o n a l and 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l problems. 
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•/This year the task o-f our Coi-inittoo has probab ly been''one of the raost 
unrewarding. F o r i t i s d i f f i c u l t to d i s cuss disarmanent•at a t i n e vrhen the word i s , 
no l onge r used w i t h c o n v i c t i o n a.nd-is r ep l aced by express ions such, as " a m s c o n t r o l " , 
which i n f a c t represents a d i f f e r e n t approach, and when the arms ra.ce i s s imul taneous ly 
undergoing an unprecedented i n t e n s i f i c a t i o n . Аплз c o n t r o l i s not tho sane t h i n g a.s 
d i sa rnanent , f o r i t accepts , • instca.d of e x c l u d i n g , - t h e i d e a of thc use of f o r c e , and' 
conf irms the rc.le o f arms as a p o s s i b l e instrument of i n t e r n a t i o n a l p o l i c y . Ln s p i t e 
o f a l l t h a t , however, thc Romanian de l ega t i on . ' f e e l s pro foundly tha t i n 1951 the 
Committee on Disarmament has shovm i t s m a t u r i t y ; i t has not been s ide- t ra ,cked into, 
use l e s s d i spu t es and has succeeded i n ma in t a in ing a c c n s t r u c t i v e atmosphere i n s p i t e 
of the c i r c u n s t a n c e s , be ing v i r t u a l l y the on l y i n t e r n a t i o n a l forumi where n e g o t i a t i o n s 
o r at l e a s t d i s c u s s i o n s on disa^manont have been conducted. 

At a t i n e when o ther i n t e r n a t i o n a J n e g o t i a t i o n s on t h i s subjoct have r e g r e t t a b l y 
been t empo ra r i l y i n t e r r u p t e d , thc Conni t tee has succeeded i n c o n s o l i d a t i n g i t s . . ' '• 
p o s i t i o n as a forum f o r d i a l o gue . V/liilo i t s c a p a c i t y f o r i n f l u e n c i n g i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
r e l a t i o n s should not be overes t imated , i t must be recognized that i t s a c t i v i t y ha.s 
ma in ta ined a sense of hope and promise . Th i s 'has expressed i t s e l f b o t h i n the 
charac t e r of the debates and i n the genera l s p i r i t i n which they have.been conducted, 
i n the c o n s t r u c t i v e approach, i n the techniceol language, i n the inc r eased a c t i v i t i e s 
of the ad hoc n e g o t i a t i n g groups . I would l i k e to s t r e s s tho a t t i t u d e our de l e ga t i on 
has adopted from the ' b e g inn ing , tha t i s , one of a -ЛИ to f i n d ways and means o f 
b r i n g i n g the disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s out o f the deadlock and o f i n c r e a s i n g the 
e f fec t iveness- of the Committee's a c t i v i t i e s . There should aviso bo p o s i t i v e 
a .pprec iat ion of thé f a c t . t h a t i t has been p o s s i b l e to f i n d p r a c t i c a l v;ays, even i f they 
have not been e n t i r e l y sa t i s f a . c t o r y , - o f a»pproavChing the problems of n u c l e a r disarmament 
and,the h a l t i n g of nuclcar-woa.pon t e s t s , d i s c u s s i n g the subject o f the p r o h i b i t i o n of 
new types o f wea^pons o f ma.ss d e s t r u c t i o n and new systems o f si ich weapons, and talcing 
a new s tep , even i f not f o r m a l l y conf i rmed, towards 'the n e g o t i a t i o n o f an agreement 
on tho p r o h i b i t i o n o f chemtcal weapons; I H l o w mo to talce t h i s oppo r tun i t y to thanlc 
the Chairmen o f the f ou r working .groups,- our d i s t i n g u i s h e d co l l eagues , 
i'lmbassador A. García Robles o f Mex ico , ijabassador I . Komtvos of Hungar;;-, 
/embassador C. -Lidgard o f Sweden and I ' l i n i s t c r A . C i a r r a p i c o of I t a l y , f o r t h e i r t i r e l e s s 
e f f o r t s and d e d i c a t i o n , which have brought p o s i t i v e elements i n t o our work. 

However, w M l e t a k i n g note:.of t h e i r e f f o r t s and o f the r e s u l t s a.cliioved by the 
Committee t h i s year , wo cannot but recogn ise tha t i n the context o f the second 
s p e c i a l s ess i on o f tho Genera.1 Assembly devoted to disa.rmament and, more g e n e r a l l y , i n 
tha t of tho hopes p l a ced i n tho a c t i v i t i e s o f tho Geneva Co::miittoe, the r e s u l t s 
obta ined are f a r from f u l f i l l i n g expec ta t i ons , a. fa.ct vrhich g ives r i s e to those 
f e e l i ngs , of d isappointment and I c -g i t ina to impat ience víhtch have so o f t en bc.en 
nentioned dur ing the s e s s i o n . 

I should l i k e to set f o r t h some of tho conc lus i ons v-rhich, i n our o p i n i o n , emerge 
from the Committee 's a c t i v i t y t h i s y ea r . 

(a) F l e x i b i l i t y of a c t i o n . The process of m . u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n , of vrhich 
эиг Comnittee i s by d e f i n i t i o n a p a r t , has i t s demands. A par tne r cannot bo re fused 
the r i g h t to r a i s e a problem or to propose a debate i n c.epth. Even l e s s i s i t p o s s i b l e 
to re fuse to d i s c u s s i n tho Conni t tee fundamontaJ. quest ions concerning the arras race , 
«rhen such d i s c u s s i o n i s requested by tho m a j o r i t y of d e l e ga t i ons . Grea te r f l e x i b i l i t y 
Ls there fore necessary f o r these demands to bo a.c сопло dated . Thc ostabl ishraent o f 
i u b s i d i a r y bodies i s a p r a c t i c e v/o have ot i rse lves a,doptod i n order to he lp us i n our 
l a i l y a c t i v i t i e s and to enable us to nalce à c a r e f u l study of the problems en t rus t ed to 
I S . 
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How i s i t p o s s i b l e , then , that ' on a sub jec t l i l ce nuc l ea r disarmament there i s 
not a s i n g l e concrete statement i n our Co-iimittee ' s r e p o r t , when t h i s ques t i on i s 
d ea l t w i t h more c l o s e l y and i n g r ea t e r d e t a i l i n p u b l i c d i s c u s s i o n s and i n any 
newspaper? The Committee's i n a b i l i t y r e a l l y to t a c k l e the problem of nuc l e a r vreapons, 
w i t h t h e i r e v e r - i n c r e a s i n g r i s k s and im.p l i ca t i ons f o r every country , and e s p e c i a l l y 
non-nuclear-weapon c o u n t r i e s , c o n s t i t u t e s the major d e f i c i e n c y of t h i s s e s s i on , i n 
my d e l e g a t i o n ' s v iew. 

(b) Democrat i za t ion of the Committee's work. Our de l ega t i on has repeated ly 
r a i s e d the ques t i on of the need to respec t the r i g h t of a l l de l ega t i ons to talce pa r t 
i n the v7ork as r ep r e s en ta t i v e s of sovere ign Sta tes v/ith equal r i g h t s , r e ga rd l e ss of 
t h e i r s i z e , t h e i r stage of development, t h e i r economic, s o c i a l o r p o l i t i c a l system, 
the l e v e l of t h e i r armaments or t h e i r p a i t i c i p a t i o n i n m i l i t a r y a l l i a n c e s . This 
p o s i t i o n s t a r t s from the p r i n c i p l e of equal s o c u r i t y achieved through equal 
p a r t i c i p a t i o n . The Committee's r u l e s of procedure based on the recommendations 
contained, i n the P i n a l Document o f the f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i on of the Un i t ed Nat i ons 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament have c o n s t i t u t e d an important step i n t h i s 
d i r e c t i o n . . The a n a l y s i s and adopt ion of measures to inc rease the e f f e c t i v eness of 
the Committee have a lso c o n t r i b u t e d to t h i s end. The i n t e r e s t shovm by other States 
i n t ak ing pa r t i n the Committee's vrork and the c o n s t r u c t i v e c o n t r i b u t i o n some of them 
have made are f u r t h e r arguments i n t h i s d i r e c t i o n and at the same t i n e they conf i rm 
tha t the Disarmament Committee must be open to tho widest p o s s i b l e p a r t i c i p a t i o n . 

(c) R e a l i s n of approach has been mentioned a number o f t i n e s i n our debates, 
w i t h the i d ea that we should wa i t f o r the e x t e rna l s i g n a l s that v / i l l enable us to work. 
In our d e l e g a t i o n ' s viev/, i t i s disarmament which should f o m the pr imary a im ' o f that 
vrork, before o o u n t r i c s ' economies are threa tened , n a t u r a l resources exhausted and 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y endangered. In o rder to prevent such a s i tua . t i on a , r i s i n g , tho 
Conni t tee should act p r e v e n t i v e l y and not n e r e l y v/atch h e l p l e s s l y the a c c e l e r a t i o n of 
the arms race . In vievf of the r e l a t i o n between p o l i t i c a l w i l l and nego t i a t ed s o l u t i o n s , 
we ought to see to i t tha t we. are ready w i t h a t l the r e q u i s i t e s o l u t i o n s . Then, the 
moment the p o l i t i c a l w i l l appears, disarmament agroenents can be adopted v/ithout 
f u r t h e r de l ay . Th is r e q u i r e s , ajnong o ther t h i n g s , a v/ider use of the necessary 
t e c h n i c a l e xpe r t i s e and of the r esearch f a c i l i t i e s of the Un i t ed Nat ions system, and 
even outs ide the l a t t e r , a c l o s e r l i n k v/ith contenporary s c i ence . 

(d) D e f i n i t i o n of the moment of the c e s s a t i o n of ' the a m s ra.ce and the 
t r a n s i t i o n to disarmanont. De f in ing t h i s moment i n the mechanism .of the arms ra.ce 
which operates by i n e r t i a i m p l i e s the de te rminat ion of the po in t o f i n f l e x i o n o f the 
p rocess . 

Ve are of the op in i on tha t i n s p i t e of the broad approach i n - o u r debates to the 
problem of the a c c e l e r a t i o n o f the a m s race and o f the need to proceed to disarmament, 
we have not d ea l t i n p r a c t i c a l terms w i t h the p o i n t of l inlcage of these; movements, 
tha t are i n oppos i te d i r e c t i o n s . We b e l i e v e that the d e f i n i t i o n of a package of complex 
measures based on the ideas of a f r e e ze , l i m i t a t i o n and d iscont inuance, should be 
explored i f we are to f u l f i l our mandate. 

(e) Our work i s a f f ec ted by c e r t a i n c i r c u l a r problems, r e a l l o g i c a l paradoxes, 
and once our nego t i a t i ons have become entangled i n one o f these problems., they can 
remain b locked f o r ever . Attempts to r eso l ve w i t h i n the Committee such, problems as 
the p r i o r i t y between s e c u r i t y and disarmament, the r e l a t i o n between comprehensive 
measures and p a r t i a l measures, the d e f i n i t i o n o f a mathematical formula to measure the 
balance o f f o r c e s , the p r i o r i t y between c o n f i d e n c e - b u i l d i n g measures and-disarmament, 
and the p lace o f v e r i f i c a t i o n i n the d i f f e r e n t stages o f disarmament ~ none o f t h i s 
can l ead to any p r a c t i c a l r e s u l t s . The e s s e n t i a l i n t e r c onnec t i on between a l l these 
elements i s obv ious, as i s the f a c t that they are an i n t r i n s i c pa r t o f our e f f o r t s . 
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As regards the halance of f o r c e s , i t should be recognized that i t has e x i s t e d f o r 
a long time and that i t w i l l . c o n t i n u e to e x i s t . But there are only two ways of 
a c h i e v i n g p a r i t y — e i t h e r through the a c t i o r t - r e a c t i o n sequence and the constant increase 
i n armaments, or through the negotiated r e d u c t i o n of arms and m i l i t a r y expendi"^ares. 
There i s no other possibilité/-. C l e a r l y , v e r i f i c a t i o n i : an i n t e g r a l p a r t of the approach 
to disarmament, and must be c a r r i e d out гшаег appropriate i n t e r n a t i o n a l c o n t r o l , i n 
order to ensure the maintenance of the balance of f o r c e s , together w i t h the secujrity 
and independence of each S t a t e . V e r i f i c a t i o n and balance are to us e s s e n t i a l elements 
i n any disarmament measure and not msrely the subjects f o r an endless debate. 

As the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of Romania i n the Committee on Disarmajnent, I speak on 
behalf of a coi^ntry which i s convinced that the r i g h t o f every people to f r e e and 
independent development cannot be achieved without the adoption of concrete, e f f e c t i v e 
measures to h a l t and reverse the arms race, and e s p e c i a l l y the n u c l e a r arms race. 

In the present complex and c o n t r a d i c t o r y circumstances of i n t e r n a t i o n a l l i f e , there 
i s a need f o r concerted e f f o r t s to prevent the d e t e r i o r a t i o n of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
s i t u a t i o n and to promote the resumption of a p o l i c y of détente, co-operation, 
independence and peace. I t i s the duty of eveiy Government not to do anything o r 
take any step which might f u r t h e r aggravate the e x i s t i n g s i t u a t i o n , or create new 
sources o f tension and m i s t r u s t . T h i s i s why we b e l i e v e that the United S t a t e s ' 
d e c i s i o n to s t a r t production of the neutron bomb i s a negative and most r e g r e t t a b l e 
measure, and one which e n t a i l s a c l e a r r i s k of provoking a new and powerful impetus i n 
the senseless arms race. 

Any r a t i o n a l a n a l y s i s w i l l show th a t such a measure not only f a i l s to reduce the 
causes of c o n f l i c t and sovirces of h o s t i l i t y but i n f a c t on the c o n t r a r y , merely 
complicates the s o l u t i o n of c o n t r o v e r s i a l i n t e r n a t i o n a l problems and makes i t d i f f i c u l t 
to d eal w i t h them c o n s t r u c t i v e l y . 

Convinced of the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of every S t a t e , regardless of i t s s i z e , to 
c o n t r i b u t e to the c o n d i t i o n s needed f o r an increase i n confidence and the s t a r t o f a 
r e a l disarmament r r o c e s s , Romania has always acted c o n s i s t e n t l y towards t h i s end. 
For s e v e r a l years running, my country has reduced ajnd r e f r a i n e d from i n c r e a s i n g i t s 
m i l i t a r y budget. 

Our d e c i s i o n i n t h i s r e spect i s based on the c o n v i c t i o n that i t i s w i t h i n the power 
of every State to avoid seeing t h i s phenomenon as something i n e v i t a b l e i n human s o c i e t y . 
The Romanian delegation r e a f f i r m s i t s confidence i n the disarmament process and i n the 
s u b s t a n t i a l c o n t r i b u t i o n which the Committee can make i n t h i s d i r e c t i o n . When e x p l a i n i n g 
t h i s p o s i t i o n which my country has adopted, the P r e s i d e n t of the S o c i a l i s t Republic of 
Romania, N i c o l a e Ceausescu, s a i d ; " I do not agree w i t h the o l d saying that i f one 
wants peace, one must prepare f o r vrar. I f everyone prepares f o r war, a s t a t e of a f f a i r s 
may a r i s e i n which we are no longer i n c o n t r o l of the s i t u a t i o n , and that v/ould mean 
endangering the l i v e s of many peoples. I would replace that saying by another one: 
i f we want peace, v/e must work f o r peace, f o r disarmament, f o r understanding and 
co-operation between peoples and f o r the e l i m i n a t i o n of the m i l i t a r y b l o c s . Romania 
wants peace, and i t i s a c t i n g a c c o r d i n g l y . " 

I t i s t h i s v i e w o i n t which has guided our c o n t r i b u t i o n to the work of the 
Committee t h i s year, and \re s h a l l act s i m i l a r l y i n the f u t u r e a l s o . 

Ш х Ш Л К e-^ranslatod fro,.. Frr-nchl; I thanJc4he o i s t i n g u i s h e d r e p r e s e n t a t i v e 
l a f o r h i s statement and f o r the k i n d words he addressed to myself. 
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Mr. SUMMERHA.IES (un i t ed Kingdom)! Mr . Chairman, bear ing i n mind that we are 
now i n the l a s t week o f our work, I s h a l l he as b r i e f as po s s i b l e i n maicing what I 
expect to be my conc lud ing statement. A¿, i t i s s t i l l app rop r i a t e , however, I talce 
t h i s oppor tun i t y to welcome you most warmly i n t o the Cha i r and to say hov; impressed 
I have been w i th your expert and sure h a n d l i n g o f the va r i ous problems that a r i s e 
i n winding up the s e s s i o n . I a l so want to thanlc and congratu late 
Ambassador Venlcateswaran fo r the p a r t i c u l a r f l a i r he brought to the conduct o f our 
bus iness i n J u l y . 

I have asked f o r the f l o o r to speak b r i e f l y on iteras o f current bus iness , as 
vje draw to the end of the I9SI s e s s i o n . I s h a l l s t a r t by commenting on some 
observat ions made at our meeting on 1.3 August by my ne ighbour, the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
r epresen ta t i v e o f the Sov ie t Un ion . In the course o f a statement i n which he . 
concentrated main ly on n u c l e a r problems, Ambassador I s s r a e l y a n made s e v e r a l a s s e r t i ons 
which were m i s l e a d i n g . I t i s not r i g h t that they should go unco r r e c t ed . 

I .w i sh to draw p a r t i c u l a r a t t e n t i o n to three p o i n t s . In the f i r s t p lace the 
Sov ie t statement presented an a n a l y s i s o f the nuc l ea r d i s p o s i t i o n s i n Europe without 
t a k i n g any account o f the p o l i t i c a l and m i l i t a r y backgroi ind. Not s u r p r i s i n g l y , 
perhapsj there was no mention a t a l l o f the f a c t that by comparison w i th the 
Sov ie t Union the S ta tes o f western Europe devote r a t h e r modest resources to t h e i r 
defence, or o f the f a c t tha t they are f lanlced to the east by States which have an 
overvjhelming preponderance o f convent iona l m i l i t a r y c apac i t y , p a r t i c u l a r l y i n 
armoured formations and a r t i l l e r y . Nor d i d i t po in t out tha t , because our eas t e rn 
neighbours operate c l osed s o c i e t i e s and p u b l i s h almost noth ing about t h e i r m i l i t a r y 
p lans and a c t i v i t i e s , vie i n western Europe have to malee the most prudent deduct ions 
we can from the observed m i l i t a r y c apac i t y o f the Warsaw Treaty Organ i za t i on and the 
a c t i ons o f i t s member S t a t e s . 

Aga ins t t h i s background the ques t i on o f the p r ec i s e q u a n t i t i e s of nuc l ea r 
hardware deployed i n Europe may seem a secondary matter to those, not i nvo l v ed i n 
the p o l i t i c a l c on f r on ta t i on i n Europe . I would aslc them, hci,\iever, to be p a t i e n t and 
to bear w i th me because the ques t i on does not l ook secondary to those o f us i n 
western Europe. I t i s our concern that the p o s i t i o n should be a c c u r a t e l y represented 
so that a l l may imdersthnd the a,ppre hens ions which u n d e r l i e the a t t i t u d e o f our 
Governments. 

In h i s speech on 15 August , Ambassador I s s r a e l y a n attempted to rebut the statement 
by Ambassador Piuth of the Fede ra l Repub l i c o f Germany to the e f f e c t that nuc l ea r 
f o rces i n Europe were i n d i s e q u i l i b r i u m i n favour o f the Vfersav-J Pact c o u n t r i e s . 
He s a i d that there were approx imate ly 1,000 Sov ie t m i s s i l e d e l i v e r y systems i n Europe, 
which I b e l i e v e i s the case . In comparison w i th t h i s he s a i d NATO deployed a s i m i l a r 
number. However, when he l i s t e d the components of the V/estern t o t a l he s a i d that t h i s 
V/estern t o t a l i n c luded the s o - c a l l e d Un i t ed States forward-based systems, medium-range 
m i s s i l e systems and a i r c r a f t o f o ther NATO Western a l l i e s . For good measure he a l s o 
i n c l u d e d submarine- launched r o c k e t s . 

However, he d i d not spe c i f y how the Sov ie t t o t a l was comprised. I t i s w e l l known 
tha t there are n e a r l y 1,000 Sov i e t m i s s i l e s - a n d bombers of medium range alone i n the 
European t h e a t r e . I f you a l s o inc lude Sov ie t a i r c r a f t and m i s s i l e s comparable to the 
NATO systems vihich he r e f e r r e d t o , the s o - c a l l e d balance i s seen to be an advantage o f 
approx imate ly 2,600 Sov i e t systems compared w i th the supposed 1,000 NATO systems which 
I would add are main ly i n the s o - c a l l e d Un i t ed States forward-based systems, that i s 
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a i r c r a f t , some o f which are on a i r c r a f t c a r r i e r s . And t h i s , I might -say , "excludes any 
Sov ie t suhmarine-laxmched m i s s i l e s , a l l o f which are capable of be ing used aga ins t 
t a rge t s i n the European t h e a t r e . 

A l t e r n a t i v e l y , we could s t r i k e the balance sheet the o ther way. ' We cou ld exclude 
from the NATO l i s t a l l those systems for which equ i va l en t s do not appear i n t h e . t o t a l 
o f 1,000. Sov ie t systems. There would then be seen to be l e s s than 280 Western systems, 
depending on e x a c t l y which Western components are i n c l u d e d . This i n d i c a t e s a, Sov ie t 
preponderance o f between ,3 and 4 to 1. So, e i t h e r way., the f a c t s do not support 
Ambassador I s s r a e l y a n ' s p r o p o s i t i o n that there i s what he c a l l e d "rough e q u a l i t y i n 
medium-range nuc l ea r armaments" between E a s t and West i n Europe . 

There i s another matter on which I e q u a l l y want to introduce a b e t t e r sense of 
p e r s p e c t i v e . On 13 August my other d i s t i n g u i s h e d neighbour, Ambassador F lowerree , 
refer-red to a d e c i s i o n taken by the Un i t ed Sta tes Government to proceed w i th the 
p roduc t i on and s t o c k p i l i n g i n the Un i t ed Sta tes o f vibat are p r o p e r l y c a l l e d enhanced 
r a d i a t i o n warheads (ERWS) , but f o r which the more emotive d e s c r i p t i o n "neutron bomb" 
vias' chosen i n 19789 e s p e c i a l l y by those who wished to present an exaggerated p i c t u r e 
o f the cha rac t e r and p o t e n t i a l o f these weapons. A number o f statements have been 
made i n the Committee which have conta ined d i s t o r t i o n s , and s ince I b e l i e v e i t i s 
important f o r us i n t h i s forum to ma in ta in our o b j e c t i v i t y , I venture to b r i n g to 
your a t t e n t i o n one o r two b a s i c f a c t s about these ERWs. 

The enhanced r a d i a t i o n viarhead, o f which we have heard so much, i s a nuc l ea r 
weapon which i s designed to be employed e i t h e r as an a r t i l l e r y s h e l l or as the 
warhead on a shor t - range r o c k e t . I t s y i e l d i s thus c l e a r l y l i m i t e d . And al though 
i t has acqu i r ed a. doomsday r e p u t a t i o n , i t i s a c t u a l l y designed to be l e s s d e s t r u c t i v e 
than the many o ther nuc l ea r vjea,pons which are a l r eady deployed on e i t h e r s ide of 
the l i n e i n Europe . 

A d i f f e r e n t , and much more f a r - r e a c h i n g , d i s t o r t i o n which I t h i n k i t necessary 
f o r my de l ega t i on to cont rover t most s p e c i f i c a l l y i s that wliich accuses the NATO 
a l l i a n c e o f p r epa r ing f o r " l i m i t e d nuc l ea r war " . The a l l e g a t i o n seems to be tha t 
the f a c t tha t enhanced r a d i a t i o n warheads are designed as short - range ..and t a c t i c a l 
weapons i s evidence o f t h i s i n t e n t i o n . The argument runs , very b r i e f l y , tha t 
a l l i a n c e th in l c ing about nuc l ea r war i s i n the course o f malcing a dangerous s h i f t , 
that w i th the i n t r o d u c t i o n o f wea.pons that a.re m.ore accurate or ha.ve more . l im i t ed 
e f f e c t NATO i s somehow moving away from the concept o f deterrence and beg inn ing to 
p l a n f o r •nuclear war. Th is i s a f a l l a c y r e s t i n g on a complete m isconcep t i on . The 
f a c t i s tha t the de te r ren t e f f e c t o f nuc l ea r weapons i s l i n k e d to t h e i r a c t u a l 
c a p a h i l i t y and tha t deterrence i s designed to operate at every l e v e l . The on l y 
purpose f o r which tho neutron weapon came i n t o ex i s tence was to prov ide an e f f e c t i v e 
counter, to the th rea t o f concentrated tank a t t a c k s , bea.ring i n mind the almost three 
to one s u p e r i o r i t y tha t the V.̂ arsaw Pact has i n armoured f o rmat i ons . Now i n f ac t 
we Icnow from the Un i t ed Sta tes statement tha t no deployment i s be ing cons idered a t 
the present t ime . But the mere p o t e n t i a l f o r deployment o f the ERW w i l l ma in ta in 
balanced deterrence and w i l l thus continue to prevent the r i s k o f c o n f l i c t . 
Deterrence-, a.nd the capac i t y to dea l w i th any form o f p o t e n t i a l a t t a c k , are two 
s ides o f a s i n g l e c o i n . 

Turn ing to o ther mat te rs , I should l i k e to r ecord tha t ray Government.was one o f 
the co-authors and co-sponsors o f the d r a f t comprehensive programme of disarmament ;— 
document СБ/гоЗ — which was f o rma l l y in t roduced i n the Committee by the r ep r esen ta t i v e 
o f the Fede ra l Repub l i c o f Germany on б August . Our j o i n t purpose i n p repar ing a 
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d r a f t f o r a complete- programme i n t h i s way was to he lp the Ad Hoc Working Group to., 
focus more f u l l y - o n the l i k e l y end-product o f i t s work, s ince i t i s d i f f i c u l t to 
decide on language f o r p a r t i c u l a r s e c t i ons o f the programme wi thout see ing how these 
i n d i v i d u a l po in t s w i l l f i t i n t o an o v e r - a l l whole. We hope that e a r l y i n the 
next s ess i on the Working Group w i l l he ahle to stand hack from the d e t a i l e d work i t 
has been doing t h i s year to d i s cuss some o f the c r u c i a l genera l i s s u e s , such as the 
ques t i on o f the stages f o r implementat ion and the nature o f the programme. As w e l l as 
o f f e r i n g language on many aspects o f a comprehensive programme o f disarmament our 
d ra f t i s , I th in lc , the f i r s t working paper to attempt to get to g r i p s wi th these-
genera l and e s s e n t i a l p o i n t s . ' We hope i t w i l l he seen as a s e r i ous at tempt . to move 
the work 'o f the Ad -Hoc Group forward, and that the Group w i l l d i s cuss i t f u l l y at the 
beg inning o f next year'. 

, Another agenda item i n which we have talcen p a r t i c u l a r i n t e r e s t i s that dea l ing 
w i th negat ive s e c u r i t y assurances . V/hen I in t roduced the Un i t ed Kingdom.working paper 
(CD/177)S' I s t r e s s ed t h a t my de l ega t i on was w i l l i n g to explore any approach: i n the 
search f o r e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States 
aga ins t the use o r threa t o f use of nuc l ea r weapons. On 14 A p r i l the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
r ep resen ta t i v e o f the•Nether lands made a statement i n which he o u t l i n e d a poss ib l e 
formula f o r a common guarantee . The t e x t o f the ,Nether lands p roposa l was subsequently, 
presented to the Ad Hoc Working Group on S e c u r i t y Assurances and I wish to p lace i t 
on record tha t my de l ega t i on cont inues to support the formula which Ambassador F e i n 
proposed. I do not there fore 'perhaps agree wi th the statement by the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
r ep resen ta t i v e o f Palcistan t h i s morning tha t a l l the nuclear-weapon Sta tes except 
China had s tuck r i g i d l y to t h e i r own narrow approach. 

In conc lud ing , I should l i l ce to say that we be l i e v e that de l ega t ions should draw 
at l e a s t modest s a t i s f a c t i o n from the work that has been done i n the Committee dur ing 
t h i s s e s s i o n . I know that many are d i sappo in t ed tha t more s i gns o f progress have not 
emerged from the working groups . But we should not deny the steady pace- o f our work 
on a l l s u b j e c t s . In my view a l l four A-Jorking groups have played an e s s e n t i a l r o l e 
i n c l a r i f y i n g the p o s i t i o n s o f a l l our Governments. V/ithout such c l a r i f i c a t i o n there 
would be no understanding o f each o t h e r ' s p o s i t i o n s ; without such unders tand ing , 
there can be no eventua l agreement. 

I could not end without thanlcing 'the four Chairmen o f the ad hoc working groups, 
Ambassadors L i d g a r d , Komives and G a r c i a Rob l e s , and Mr . C i a r r a p i c o . They have worked 
e x c e p t i o n a l l y hard throughout the year , and ~ perhaps j u s t as important — they have 
made sure that de l ega t ions a l l worked hard t oo . ' And f i n a l l y , I would l i k e to thanlc 
a l l the members o f the S e c r e t a r i a t , upon whose a ss i s t ance we now r e l y even more 
h e a v i l y . . ' 

The CHAIRMAN; I thanlc the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep resen ta t i v e o f the Un i t ed Kingdom f o r 
h i s statement and f o r the k i n d re ference he made to the C h a i r . 

Mr . GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Span i sh ) ; I should l i k e i n t h i s 
statement b r i e f l y to review some p o i n t s r e l a t i n g to the v i t a l i n t e r e s t o f a l l peoples 
i n a r a d i c a l change be ing brought a.bout i n . t h e i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n which has been 
c rea ted by the " ex i s t ence o f nuc l ea r weapons and the- con t inu ing arms race"-, a s i t u a t i o n 
which c a l l e d f o r t h the j u s t i f i e d alarm of the. Un i t ed Nat ions Genera l Assembly because 
o f the threa t i t imp l i e s to no th ing l e s s t h a n ' " t h e very s u r v i v a l o f manlcind", to use 
the words o f the F i n a l Document o f the f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i on o f the Genera l Assembly 
devoted to disarmament. 
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I s h a l l begin by say ing hov much we r eg r e t that the statements made by the 
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s o f the two nuc lear Superpowers l a s t Thursday have brought i n t o the 
Committee on Disarmament, i n t h i s f i n a l stage o f i t s 1981 r e s s i o n , a new b l a s t o f the 
c o l d war. Repeated and very recent d e c l a r a t i o n s by the P res iden t o f Mexico and h i s 
Sec re ta ry f o r Fo re i gn A f f a i r s r e v e a l once aga in my coun t r y ' s ene r g e t i c r e j e c t i o n o f 
any a.ttempt to r e v i v e the dep lorab le i n t e r n a t i o n a l cond i t i ons o f the 195Cs and the 
1960s. 

We were deeply d i sappo in ted that the statement wi th which one o f those two 
r ep r e s en ta t i v e s f i n a l l y broke h i s long s i l e n c e dur ing t h i s s e s s i on which i s now about 
to end conta.ined so l i t t l e that i s encouraging as regards the implementat ion o f the 
task en t rus t ed to tho Committee on Disarmament. 

We are sure that c e r t a i n l y n e i t h e r o f the two Superpowers са-п asp i r e to a s a i n t ' s 
ha lo where disarmament i s concerned, p a r t i c u l a r l y nuc l ea r disarmament. We v/ould, 
however, be prepared to pass over some imaginary d e s c r i p t i o n s we were g iven o f the 
согдгБе o f the nuc l ea r arms race between I96O and I98O, a l though the f a c t t ha t such 
d e s c r i p t i o n s were g i ven i n t h i s Committee would seem to imply a presumption tha t i t s 
members' knowledge o f the subject i s a t the l e v e l o f that of a pr imary schoo l c h i l d . 
A f t e r a l l , anyone v/ho wishes to o b t a i n r e l i a b l e i n f o rmat i on i n t h i s connect ion can 
e a s i l y f i n d i t i n s e r i ous p u b l i c a t i o n s l i l ce those o f tho Stockholm i n s t i t u t e known 
by the i n i t i a l s SIPRI or those o f the Washington Center f o r Defense In f o rmat i on . 
The l a t t e r , f o r example, r e c e n t l y pub l i shed the r e s u l t s — extremely i l l u s t r a t i v e i n 
t h i s regard — o f a study made l a s t yea,r by an in te rdepar tmenta l group c o n s i s t i n g no 
l e s s than o f r ep r e s en ta t i v e s o f the Department o f Defense, the Ch ie f s o f S t a f f , the 
State Department, the C e n t r a l I n t e l l i g e n c e Agency, the Arms Con t r o l and Disarmament 
Agency and the N a t i o n a l S e c u r i t y C o u n c i l . 

However, i n the statement I mentioned, there are other aspects which indeed seem 
to us r a t h e r d i s t u r b i n g . I s h a l l r e f e r b r i e f l y to two o f them, both o f v;hich emerge 
from the f o l l o w i n g paragraphs : 

" E a r l i e r t h i s y e a r , we h a d ' i n t h i s Committee a wide-rang ing debate on 
de t e r r ence . Many coun t r i e s expressed and cont inue to express the view tha t 
deterrence i s an abhorrent d o c t r i n e . But many na t i ons and groups o f n a t i o n s , 
nuc l ea r and non-nuc lear a l i l i e , p r a c t i s e i t . . . 

"The tendency i n the Committee to adopt a h igh moral tone i n preach ing • 
about the e v i l s o f de ter rence , among o ther t h i n g s , may be sa . t i s f y ing to the 
psyche, but i t doesn ' t get us anywhere . . . In the na t i on -S t a t e system tha t e x i s t s 
i n the wor ld today, the f i r s t duty o f Governments towards t h e i r c i t i z e n s i s 
p r o t e c t i o n . . . Progress toward disarmament can be helped i f we accept the r e a l i t y 
tha t each State i s go ing to ma in ta in that i t s ov/n judgement o f i t s s e c u r i t y 
requirements i s not sub jec t to cha l l enge , no m'atter what o thers may thinlc o r what 
the r e a l i t i e s may b e . " 

The f i r s t po in t to xvbich I should l i k e to draw a t t e n t i o n i s the statement contait ied 
i n the l a s t pa r t o f tha t q u o t a t i o n . The v i e w there-expressed tha t the s e c u r i t y 
requirements o f ea.ch State depend on i t s ov/n judgement o f them and tha t t h i s judgement 
" i s not sub jec t to cha l l enge , no matter what o thers may t h i n k o r what the r e a l i t i e s 
may be " i s i n d i r e c t c o n t r a d i c t i o n v/ith numerous p r o v i s i o n s o f the P i n a l Document, such 
a s , f o r example, paragraph 47 which, as vie know, says i 
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" . . . Nuc lear vveapons pose the g r ea t es t dñr-g-ar to nankird and to tbe s i i r v ' i va l 
o f c i v i l i z a t i o n . I t i s e s s e n t i a l to h a l t and reverse the nuc l ea r arms race i n 
a l l i t s aspects i n order to aver t the danger o f war i n v o l v i n g nuc l ea r weapons. 
The u l t i m a t e goa l i n t h i s context i s the complete e l i m i n a t i o n o f nuc l ea r 
weapons." 

The s t r i c t a p p l i c a t i o n o f the approach i n ques t i on seems to us so incompat ib le 
wi th the s p i r i t and the l e t t e r o f the F i n a l Document tha t we be l i e v e that i f any 
State were to beg in s e r i o u s l y to put i t i n t o p r a c t i c e , i t ought to s t a r t t h i n k i n g 
about g i v i n g up i t s membership of the Committee on Disarmament. 

The second po in t to which I should a l s o l i l i e to draw p a r t i c u l a r a-ttention i s the 
re ference to " d e t e r r e n c e " . 

I should l i k e to p o i n t out f o r a s t a r t tha,t, perhaps i n a d v e r t e n t l y , the statement 
to which I have been r e f e r r i n g omits to say that the deterrence d i s cussed i n the 
Committee, both a t formal and at i n f o rma l meetings has been deterrence based on 
nuc l ea r weapons. My de l ega t i on expressed i t s p o s i t i o n i n t h i s regard more than 
12 years ago when, on 18 March 19̂ 9) at the opening meeting o f the s e s s i on o f the 
E igh teen Na t i on Committee on Disarmament f o r tha t y ea r , we s a i d ; 

"We re fuse to be l i e v e that the s o - c a l l e d de ter rent power — a formula tha t 
has r e g r e t t a b l y been much abused — o f such weapons can be regarded as a p o s i t i v e 
f a c t o r j u s t i f y i n g t h e i r e x i s t e n c e . The f a c t tha t i n the past 20 years we 
have had a p reca r i ous peace based on a f r i g h t e n i n g balance o f t e r r o r i s f o r us 
f a r from be ing a conv inc ing argument. 

" I n the M i l l i o n s o f years o f p r e - h i s t o r y which are u s u a l l y d i v i d e d i n t o 
the Stone Age, the Bronze Age, and the I ron Age i t was enough f o r man to have 
the de te r ren t power o f p r i m i t i v e weapons made from such m a t e r i a l s ; and dur ing 
thousands o f years o f recorded h i s t o r y i n which, we must not f o rge t , f o r many 
per iods over h a l f a century long pecce p r e v a i l e d and the de te r rent po\jer never 
u n t i l qu i t e r e c e n t l y went any f u r t h e r than the instruments o f d e s t r u c t i o n , qu i te 
t e r r i f y i n g enough, that were based on TNT and dynamite. We cannot understand why 
today i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c u r i t y shou ld have to depend on weapons such as 
the nuc l ea r weapons, the very ex i s tence o f which e n t a i l s the danger of 
u n i v e r s a l s u i c i d e . " 

This i s the k i n d o f deterrence which we should l i k e to d isappear s i n c e , f a r from 
p r o t e c t i n g i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y , i t c a r r i e s wi th i t an obvious danger f o r the 
s u r v i v a l o f the human spec i e s . My de l e ga t i on i s i n good company i n t h i s respec t — 
tha t o f a l l the Members of the Un i t ed Na t i ons , i n c l u d i n g a l l the members o f the 
Committee, un less there i s anyone who would l i lœ to repudiate the solemn d e c l a r a t i o n s 
embodied by consensus i n the F i n a l Document, f o r examples 

"The at ta inment o f the ob j e c t i v e o f s e c u r i t y , which i s an inseparab le 
element o f peace, has always been one o f the most profound a s p i r a t i o n s o f 
humanity . S ta tes have f o r a long time sought to ma in ta in t h e i r s e c u r i t y through 
the possess ion of arms. Admi t t ed l y , t h e i r s u r v i v a l has , i n c e r t a i n cases, 
e f f e c t i v e l y depended on whether they cou ld count on appropr ia te means o f defence. 
Yet the accumulat ion o f weapons, p a r t i c u l a r l y nuc l ea r weapons, today c o n s t i t u t e s 
much more a th rea t than a p r o t e c t i o n f o r the future of mankind. " 

The passage I have j u s t quoted comes from the very f i r s t paragraph o f the 
F i n a l Document. A l i t t l e f u r the r on, i n paragraph 11, thc Genera l Assembly d e c l a r ed ! 
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"The increase i n weapons, e s p e c i a l l y nuc l ea r weapons5 f a r from h e l p i n g to 
s t rengthen i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y , on the con t ra ry weakens i t . " 

Two paragraphs l a t e r 5 i n paragraph 15, the Genera l Assembly made t h i s emphatic 
statement which i s p a r t i c u l a r l y r e l e van t to the subjec t we are d e a l i n g w i th he r e ; 

"Endur ing i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c u r i t y cannot be b u i l t on the 
accumulat ion o f weaponry by m i l i t a r y a l l i a n c e s nor be sus ta ined by a p r e ca r i ous 
balance o f deterrence or doc t r ines o f s t r a t e g i c s u p e r i o r i t y . " 

As i s c l e a r from what I have s a i d , ray de l e ga t i on has not found anyth ing very 
encouraging i n the statement made here on Thursday, 15 August , by the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
r ep r esen ta t i v e o f the Un i t ed S t a t e s . 

F o r t u n a t e l y , tha t very day, i n d i s t a n t C a l i f o r n i a , the P r e s i den t o f the 
Un i t ed States made an announcement which,on the con t ra ry seems to us to j u s t i f y 
moderately o p t i m i s t i c i n f e r ences ; he s t a t ed tha t he had sent a l e t t e r to the P r e s i den t 
o f the Sov ie t Union i n v i t i n g him s e r i o u s l y to d i s cuss disarmament at what i t i s 
customary to c a l l a "summit mee t ing " . Since t h i s i n v i t a t i o n i s s i m i l a r to the one 
i s sued e a r l i e r by the Sov ie t Head o f S t a t e , my d.elegation cons iders i t reasonable to 
expect tha t t h i s meeting m.ay become f a c t i n the not too d i s t a n t f u t u r e . 

S in c e , as i t would seem, the P r es iden t o f the Un i t ed States has expressed h i s 
des i r e that a t the proposed meeting the two p a r t i e s should d i s cuss "what the peoples 
r e a l l y want" , ray de l e ga t i on would l i iœ now to make i t s modest c o n t r i b u t i o n to that 
d i s c u s s i o n , by e xp r ess ing i t s view tha t what the peoples o f the world e s s e n t i a l l y want 
i n the sphere o f disarmament can be summed up i n the words o f paragraphs 13 and 109 o f 
the F i n a l Document; 

In the f i r s t o f those paragraphs the Genera l Assembly s a i d that "Removing the 
th rea t o f a vjorld war — a nuc l ea r war — i s the most acute and urgent taslc o f the 
present day" , and i t concluded immediate ly t h e r ea f t e r that "Manlcind i s confronted w i th 
a choices we must h a l t the arm.s r a c e and proceed to disarmament or face a n n i h i l a t i o n . " 

In the second o f those two paragraphs, the body that i s the most r ep r esen ta t i v e o f 
the i n t e r n a t i o n a l commimity agreed on the e l a b o r a t i o n " o f a comprehensive programme o f 
disarmament encompassing a l l measures thought to be adv isab le i n order - to ensure tha t 
the goa l o f genera l злас complete disarmament under e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l c o n t r o l 
becomes a r e a l i t y i n a wor ld i n which i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c u r i t y p r e v a i l and i n 
which thé.new i n t e r n a t i o n a l economic order i s strengthened and c o n s o l i d a t e d " . 

Mr . OKAWA (Japan) : On beha l f of my d e l e ga t i on , I wish to thanlc Ambassador L idgard 
and D r . E r i c s s o n f o r the r epor t they presented to us l a s t Thursday, the progress r epo r t 
on the twe l f th s ess i on o f the Ad Hoc Group o f S c i e n t i f i c Exper t s to Consider 
I n t e r n a t i o n a l Co-operat ive Measures to Detec t and I d e n t i f y Se ismic E v e n t s . With your 
pe rm i s s i on , Mr . Chairman, I would l i lœ to malee j u s t a few comments i n connect ion w i th 
the work o f t h i s Ad Hoc Group. 

My de l e ga t i on i s aware that a second l i m i t e d t e s t of exchanges o f s e i smic data 
over the WMO g l o b a l telecomm.unications system network i s to talce p lace i n October and 
November t h i s y e a r . Ambassador V/alker o f A u s t r a l i a r e f e r r e d to t h i s t e s t e a r l i e r t h i s 
morning. I t w i l l be r e c a l l e d t h a t , when the prev ious progress r epo r t o f the 
Ad Hoc Group was before u s , on 15 Pebrua^ry t h i s year , I expressed the hope tha t a l l 
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count r i e s represented on the Group would f i n d i t p o s s i b l e to tak:e„.part i n .the..next 
t r i a l exchange. That hope was expressed because' on l y 14 c o imt r i e s had taicen paxt i n 
the t r i a l exchange h e l d i n October and November l a s t y ea r . I am there fore g l ad 
to hear that I5 coun t r i e s have a l r eady f o r m a l l y expressed t h e i r w i l l i n g n e s s to 
p a r t i c i p a t e i n t h i s y e a r ' s t r i a l exchange and tha t a few more coun t r i e s may be expectec 
to do l i k e w i s e . I am p leased to note that the name o f a s o c i a l i s t country appears on 
the l i s t o f the 15? and I hope that many more s o c i a l i s t count r i e s from eas t e rn Europe 
w i l l a l s o f i n d i t poss i b l e to p a r t i c i p a t e i n t h i s y e a r ' s t e s t . 

I need h a r d l y repeat that my Government has been con t inuous ly c a l l i n g f o r an 
exper imenta l exo rc i se on a g l o b a l sca le and my de l ega t i on regards l a s t y e a r ' s and t h i s 
y e a r ' s t r i a l exchanges as l i m i t e d steps towards such a g l o b a l experiment, a l though , 
f r a n i i l y , the g l o b a l experiment i t s e l f seems to me to be con t inu ing to recede f u r t h e r 
i n t o the f u t u r e . 

Reference i s made i n the progress r epo r t to "the use o f seismographs and 
hydroacoust i c instruments on the ocean bottom to improve the de t e c t i on and 
i d e n t i f i c a t i o n c a p a b i l i t y f o r se i smic events i n the southern hemisphere" 
(paragraph 9 ( a ) ) . ' Japan has been malcing some progress i n research and development 
i n the f i e l d o f ocean bottom seismographs. Indeed, Japanese seismographs p laced on 
the ocean bottom o f f the south coast o f Honshu have been i n ope ra t i on s ince the 
summer o f 1979 and have been t r a n s m i t t i n g se i smic data to land-based mon i to r ing 
s t a t i o n s i n Japan ever s i n c e , wi thout i n t e r r u p t i o n and without mishap. Ja^pan has thus 
been malcing an important c o n t r i b u t i o n to r e a l - t i m e obse rva t i on o f s e i smic a c t i v i t y f o r 
the past two y ea r s . Japan hopes to be able to cont inue i t s a c t i v i t i e s i n t h i s f i e l d 
i n the years ahead. 

My de l e ga t i on has l e a r n t from paragraph 10 o f the progress r epo r t that the 
submission o f a f u l l formal r epo r t — the long-awai ted t h i r d r epor t o f the 
Ad Hoc Group o f S c i e n t i f i c Expe r t s — i s now envisaged f o r the second pa r t o f next 
y e a r ' s s e s s i on o f the Committee on Disarmament, o r even l a t e r . Ve would have hoped 
that the' t h i r d r epor t cou ld have been produced at l e a s t i n time f o r the second 
s p e c i a l s e ss i on o f the Genera l Assembly devoted to disarmament. My de l ega t i on 
understands, ho\/ever, that the de lay i s due p a r t l y to the need to await the r e s u l t s o f 
the t r i a l exchange to be he l d i n October and November, and has noted that an extended 
progress r epo r t i s to be d e l i v e r e d to the Committee e a r l y i n 1982. 

F i n a l l y , I wish to thanlc D r . E r i c s s o n and the members o f h i s Ad Hoc Group f o r the 
r o l e they are con t inu ing to p l ay i n working out i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-operat ive measures to 
detect and i d e n t i f y se i smic events i n a n t i c i p a t i o n o f a comprehensive t e s t - b a n t r e a t y . 

The CHAIRMAN; I now i n t e n d , w i th your pe rm i s s i on , to suspend t h i s meeting u n t i l 
3 o ' c l o c k t h i s a f t e rnoon . I f there i s no o b j e c t i o n the meeting i s suspended and we 
convene aga in a t 3 o ' c l o c k t h i s a f t e rnoon . 

The meeting was suspended at 12.55 P»m. and resumed at 3 p.m. 
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E x . Е1ШЕШ11хаСт (líongolia)- ( t rg .ns lated from R u s s i a n ) ; The de l e ga t i on of the 
Mongol ian P e o p l e ' s R e p u b l i c , as the c o - o r d i n a t o r o f the group o f s o c i a l i s t count r i es , 
i n the Committee on Disarmament, has the honour to m.al:e the fo l lov/ ing statem.ent 
on i t s b e h a l f . 

The s o c i a l i s t c oun t r i e s \7hich v/ere co-sponsors of the d r a f t i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
convent ion on the. p r o h i b i t i o n o f the p i -oduct ion, s t o c l q p i l i n g , deployment and use 
of nùcleai" neutron г/еаропз (document CCD/559) express t h e i r profound c o n v i c t i o n tha,t 
i t i s u r g e n t l y necessary , v/ithout any f u r t h e r de lay , to take p r a c t i c a l steps 
v/ i th in the Committee i n order t o remove a grave nev/ danger t h r e a t e n i n g mankind, the 
danger e n t a i l e d by n u c l e a r neutron v/eapons. Recent events cormected v/ith the 
adop t i on by the U n i t e d Stai,tes Government o f a d e c i s i o n to proceed v/ith the 
p roduc t i on o f t h i s barbarous means o f mass d e s t r u c t i o n o f persons make t h i s ' t a sk 
p a r t i c u l a r l y u r gen t . 

The d e c i s i o n to embark on the development o f the p r oduc t i on of neut ron v/eapons 
v / i l l l e ad to a, f u r t h e r lov/ering o f the s o - c a l l e d n u c l e a r t h r e s h o l d , tha t i s , to an 
increase i n the r i s k o f the outbreak o f a n u c l e a r v/ar, and the e n t i r e r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 
f o r t h i s v / i l l r e s t v/ith the Un i t ed S ta tes o f Amer i ca . 

A s s e r t i o n s to the e f f e c t that the neutron v/arhead i s somehow a " c l e a n " ' , a 
"humane" v/eapon are dangerous i l l u . s i o n s . I t i s v/ell-lmovm to a l l tha.t the neutron . 
bomb i s s p e c i a l l y designed to des t roy people and the consequences o f i t s use p e r s i s t 
f o r an extremely l ong p e r i o d and adve r s e l y a f f e c t fu ture g ene ra t i ons . 

I t i s the re f o re the task o f a l l those v/ho are concerned about the fa te o f the 
v/orld and o f the fu ture of c i v i l i z a t i o n to take p r a c t i c a l steps to safeguard the 
foremost human r i g h t — the r i g h t to l i f e . The stoclфi l ing o f ever nev/er means 
o f v/arfare m.ust be r e s o l u t e l y opposed i n favour of the a l t e r n a t i v e o f l i m i t i n g , , 
r educ ing and u l t i m a t e l y e l i m i n a t i n g armaments, i n c l u d i n g n u c l e a r armaments.. I t i s 
p r e c i s e l y t h i s that the s o c i a l i s t c oun t r i e s have been c o n s i s t e n t l y a.dvoca.ting, i n 
the Committee on Disarmament as elsev/herc. 

As l ong ago a s i n I97O,. . the s o c i a l i s t S ta tes submitted f o r c o n s i d e r a t i o n by 
the Committee on Disarmament a d ra f t i n t e r n a t i o n a l convent ion on the p r o h i b i t i o n o f 
the p r o d u c t i o n , s t o c l q j i l i n g , deplo;>Tnent and use o f n u c l e a r neutron -weapons 
(document CCD/559). u n f o r t u n a t e l y , as a r e s u l t o f oppos i t i on on the par t o f a 
nuiaber of S t a t e s , that docuTient has not yet r e ce i v ed proper c o n s i d e r a t i o n by the 
Committee on Disarmament. 

In viev/ o f the recent dangerous development i n matters concern ing the neutron 
v/eapon, the s o c i a l i s t S ta tes i n the Committee on Disarma.mont v/ich to submit a_ formal 
proposal-.on the need f o r the urgent es tab l is l iment w i t h i n the Conmiittee o f an ad hoc 
v/o-rking group f o r the p r epa ra t i on of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l convent ion on the p r o h i b i t i o n 
of the product io-n, s t o c k p i l i n g , deployment a.nd use o f m i c l e a r neutron wea^pons. The 
ad hoc work ing group might take as the. b a s i s f o r i t s v/ork the above-mentioned d r a f t 
convent ion submitted by the s o c i a l i s t countriè's.'' "' 

r i a tura- l l y , the s o c i a l i s t count r i e s -i/o-uld be prep)ared to cons ide r any o ther 
c o n s t r u c t i v e p roposa l s a^imed a t the speediest p o s s i b l e p r o h i b i t i o n o f t h i s 
p a r t i c u l a r l y b a r b a r i c tjnpe of weapon o f mass d e s t r u c t i o n . 

file:///7hich
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In view o f the urgency o f the mat t e r , the s o c i a l i s t c oun t r i e s request that the 
proposa l they have put for\iard should be considered and a d e c i s i o n taken on i t a t the 
next meeting o f the Committee on Disarmament. 

Mr . ISSRAELYAH (Union o f Sov ie t S o c i a l i s t Repub l i c s ) ( t r a n s l a t e d from R u s s i a n ) ; 
A d.ocument has been c i r c u l a t e d a t the request o f the Sov ie t d e l e ga t i on c on ta in ing 
a statement by TASS on the d e c i s i o n of the Un i t ed Sta tes A d m i n i s t r a t i o n to embark 
on the sca l ed up p roduc t i on of neutron v/eapons. In a d d i t i o n to'v/hat v/as s a i d i n 
t h i s connect ion by the Sov ie t d e l e ga t i on in - i t s i n t e r v e n t i o n o f I5 August , I have 
been i n s t r u c t e d to s t a t e the fo l l ov/ ing . 

\'/ith i t s d e c i s i o n to s t a r t the f u l l - s c a l e p roduc t i on of neutron v/eapons the 
Un i t ed S ta tes A d m i n i s t r a t i o n has taken a f u r t h e r step v/hich v / i l l l ead to the 
e s c a l a t i o n of the arm.s r a c e . In t a k i n g t h i s d e c i s i o n , the Un i t ed Sta tes seeks to 
acqu i r e a v/eapon v/hich v/ould he lp i t to put i n t o p r a c t i c e i t s doc t r i n e o f a l i m i t e d 
nuc l ea r .v/ar. Heutrbn v/eapons are regarded as p a r t i c u l a r l y s u i t a b l e f o r c o n f i n i n g 
a n u c l e a r - c o n f l i c t to a g i ven r e g i o n , f o r example, Europe o r the Midd le E a s t . 
I leutron v/eapons can a l s o be i n s t a l l e d on d e l i v e r y systems v/hich are not t i e d to 
s p e c i f i c r e g i ons , f o r example, those a t the d i s p o s a l o f the ' ' r a p i d deployment" fo rces 
o r aboard Un i t ed States nava l v esse l s s a i l i n g around the e n t i r e g l obe . The 
i n t r o d u c t i o n o f neutron v/eapons e s s e n t i a l l y leads to the lov/ering o f the nuc l ea r 
th r e sho ld and increases the p r o b a b i l i t y o f the escavlat ion of an armed c o n f l i c t to 
the l e v e l o f an a l l - o u t n u c l e a r v/ar. 

The attempts by the Un i t ed Sta tes A d m i n i s t r a t i o n to minimize the dangers inherent 
i n i t s d e c i s i o n by d e c l a r i n g t lm t v/hat i s i n vo l v ed i s on ly the p r oduc t i on o f neutron 
v/eapons and not t h e i r deployment i n s p e c i f i c reg ions are f u t i l e . There can ha;rdly 
be any doubt that the p roduc t i on o f neutron v.'eapons i s merely an i n i t i a l s tage, 
v/hich v r i l l be follov/ed by pressure on the a l l i e s to secure t h e i r agreement to the 
deployment o f neutron v/eapons on t h e i r t e r r i t o r i e s . 

The Un i t ed States A d m i n i s t r a t i o n ' s d e c i s i o n i n many respec ts creates a nev/ 
s i t u a t i o n i n the approach to the problem o f the l i m i t a t i o n of the arms race and 
disarmament. The p roduc t i on o f neutron v/eapons v / i l l c ons ide rab l y hamper the ongoing 
disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s . I t can i n no v/ay serve as an appropr i a t e overture to 
the n e g o t i a t i o n s on nuc l ea r armaments i n Europe , Fo r the Un i t ed S ta tes to b e l i e v e 
tha t i t v / i l l thus be ab le to s t rengthen i t s p o s i t i o n a t the proposed Soviet-Americain 
nego t i a t i ons i s a. profoimd f a l l a c y . The p roduc t i on o f neutron v/eapons i n cond i t i ons 
v/here Europe i s a l r eady ove r - sa tura t ed v/ith va r i ous tJфes o f v/eapons of mass 
d e s t r u c t i o n i n fac t d imin ishes European s e c u r i t y . 

The p o s i t i o n of the USSR v/ith x-egard to neutron weapons has been repea ted ly 
set f o r t h i n statements by the l eade r o f the Sov ie t S t a t e , L , I . Brezhnev, and o ther 
Sov ie t l eade i ' s . I t i s a l s o r e f l e c t e d i n formal statements and proposa l s by the 
USSR, and i n p a r t i c u l a r i n the d ra f t convent ion on the p r o h i b i t i o n of neutron v/eapons 
v/hich v/as submit ted to the Committee "on Disarmament j o i n t l y v/ith o ther s o c i a l i s t 
covmtries i n Ma.rch I978, The reason v/hy the U n i t e d States and i t s MTO a l l i e s 
b locked the e l a b o r a t i o n o f such a convent ion i n Geneva i s nov/ very obv i ous . 
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Every S ta te i s responsTole f o r the uay i n \/hich the s i t u a t i o n i n the matter o f 
the p r oduc t i on o f neutron -i/eapons w i l l e vo l v e . Hot a s i n g l e Government can stand 
a l o o f i f i t r e a l l j ' ' cares f o r the i n t e r e s t s o f peace and the s e c u r i t y o f i t s o\m 
count ry . I t i s p r e c i s e l y f o r t h i s reason tha t the Sov ie t Un ion advocates the 
iBimediate es tab l i shment o f a work ing group w i t h i n the Committee on Disarmam.ent 
f o r work ing out a.n i n t e r n a t i o n a l convent ion on the p r o h i b i t i o n o f the .product ion , 
sto"cirpiïing,'~déployment and use of nuclea,r neutron v/eapons. As you icnov/, a b a s i s '. 
f o r negot ia . t ions i n the work ing group e x i s t s . Th i s i s the d ra f t o f an appropr ia te -
i n t e r n a t i o n a l convent ion v/hich was t ab l ed by a group of s o c i a l i s t c oun t r i e s i n 197S-. 
The Coiîimittee ca.nnot d i s r e g a r d t h i s i s s u e . 

In t a k i n g i t s d e c i s i o n to produce neutron v/eapons, the Un i t ed Sta tes 
A d m i n i s t r a t i o n has assumed a heavy r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r the consequences t h i s s tep 
v / i l l have f o r ftittu-e developments i n the i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t t i a t i o n . 

The Sov ie t Union o f course cannot remain a pass i ve on looker i n the s i t u a t i o n 
v/hich i s t a k i n g shape-no^/. I t \ / i l l drav/ conc lus ions from v/hat i s happening at. 
present and, t a k i n g i n t o account' fu ture developments, i t v / i l l take appropr i a t e • 
measures to ensure the, s e c u r i t y o f the Sov ie t people a.nd i t s a l l i e s and f r i e n d s . 
Hov/ever, the Sov i e t -Un i on i i m l y opposes any nev/ ups\/ing in- the n u c l e a r arms raCe . 

M r . ' KOMIVES (Hunga.ry): I n my statement today I v/ould l i l c e t o dv/ell b r i e f l y 
on a s p e c i f i c aspect o f the u n f o l d i n g l a t e s t round of the n u c l e a r arms race , , t h a t 
i s , on the recent d e c i s i o n of the U n i t e d Sta tes A d m i n i s t r a t i o n to s t a r t the 
p r oduc t i on and deployment o f nuc l e a r neutron v/eapons, o r , as i t i s ca . l led by tha t 
c oun t r y ' s d e l e g a t i o n , the enhanced r a d i a t i o n , reduced b l a s t v/arhead. F i r s t o f 
a l l I 1/ould l i k e to put on record once aga in that the people and Government o f the 
Hungarian P e o p l e ' s Repub l i c s t r ong l y condemn t h i s d e c i s i o n of the Un i t ed S ta t es 
A d m i n i s t r a t i o n and cons ider i t as a dangei-ous d e c i s i o n forming a par t o f i t s 
genera l quest to a t t a i n m i l i t a r y s u p e r i o r i t y . 

The Hungarian r ep r e s en ta t i v e i n the CCD i n 1972 i n one o f h i s statements po in t ed 
out that '''by i t s p o l i t i c a l i n f luence the neutron bomb hais alrea,dy pi-oved to be. an 
e f f e c t i v e instrument i n the hands o f those v/ho s t r i v e to h inde r detente a,nd 
cont inue the e s c a l a t i o n of the arms race' ' . Th is happened i n 197S v/hon, i n viev/ 
o f the extremely condemnatorjr and h o s t i l e rea.ct ion o f v/orld p u b l i c o p i n i o n , 
p a r t i c u l a r l y i n Europe, the Uni ted Sta tes A d m i n i s t r a t i o n put o f f the execut i on o f 
t h i s inhvimane p l a n t u r n i n g the neutron v/eapon i n t o some so r t o f " b a r g a i n i n g c h i p " . 
Nov/ the statement r e f e r r e d to i s more v a l i d than e ve r . 

The recent d e c i s i o n o f the U n i t e d S ta tes A d m i n i s t r a t i o n , hov/ever, turned t h i s 
s o - c a l l e d "barg-a in ing c h i p " i n t o a h o r r i f y i n g r e a l i t y o f our days . S tudy ing the 
records o f the debates o f - the CCD i n I978 one cannot he lp but conclude that the 
h i gh tmar i sh f ea r s o f v/orld p u b l i c o p i n i o n are coming t r u e . 'The proponents o f 
neutron v/eapons t r y to-ga. in a ccep tance ' f o r the idea t h a i a l a r g e - s c a l e ' n u c l e a r v/ar 
could be avo ided-by the' use o f t h i s nev/ v/eaponry. I n t h i s connect ion the danger 
v/as emphasized tha t the r e l a t i v e l y sm.all y i e l d and c o l l a t e r a l damage, v / i l l reduce 
the m i l i t a r y and p o l i t i c a l r e s t r a i n t to use t h i s v/eapon, thereby lo'\/ering the 
n u c l e a r t h r e s h o l d . A t the same-tim.e, the poss i 'b le p r o l i f e r a t i o n o f t h i s v/eapon 
v/as mentioned, v/ith the conseciuence tha t i f the v/eapon were to be deployed outs ide 
of Europe, i n d i f f e r e n t p a r t s of the v/orld, the danger of a n u c l e a r v/ar \/oulà be 
g r e a t l y i n c r e a s e d . 
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Since the neutron weapon i s meant by i t s proponents as a t a c t i c a l " a n t i - t a n k " 
vreapon, i t Vías supposed t h a i the command over i t might be g i ven to m i l i t a i y 
commanders, i n c l u d i n g those o f a l l i e d S ts i t cs . In t h i s respect i t v/as emphasized 
that the deployment o f the neutron v/eapon v/ould dangerously a l t e r the o v e r - a l l 
balance o f pov/or i n Europe and v/ould have unpred i c t ab l e r epercuss ions i n r e l a t i o n 
to the n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n o f n u c l e a r v/eapons by i nduc ing some non-nuclear-v/eapon 
States to acqu i r e t h i s " e a sy - t o -use " v/eapon. These are on l y some o f the conc lus ions 
a r r i v e d a t dur ing the CCD's 1973 s e s s i o n . 

In 1978) de l ega t i ons o f the âoc ia l i s t community i n the CCD in t roduced a d ra f t 
convent ion on the p r o h i b i t i o n o f the p r o d u c t i o n , s t o c k p i l i n g , deplojonent and use 
o f n u c l e a r neutron v/eapons. 

The Hungarian de l e ga t i on shares the idea expressed by the r ep r esen ta t i v e o f 
B u l g a r i a , Ambassador Voutov, i n h i s i n t e r v e n t i o n o f I3 August 19S1> that the 
Committee on Disarmament shou ld cons ide r the es tab l i shment o f an ad hoc v/orking group 
f o r the o l a b o r a i i o n of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l convent ion on the p r o h i b i t i o n of nuc l e a r 
neutron v/eapons. 

A group o f s o c i a - l i s t c oun t r i e s has presented an o f f i c i a l p r oposa l to the 
Committee i n the form of a vrorking paper u r g i n g the Committee to cons ider and take 
an appropr ia t e d e c i s i o n i n the neares t fu ture to e s t a b l i s h a v/orking group v/ith • 
the t a sk o f e l a b o r a t i n g an i n t e r n a t i o n a l convent ion on the p r o h i b i t i o n of the 
development, p r o d u c t i o n , s t o c l i p i l i n g and use o f n u c l e a r neutron v/eapons. The 
Hungarian de l e ga t i on , as a co-sponsor of the d ra f t convent ion o f 1978, and o f 
t h i s l a t e s t p r o p o s a l , virges the Committee to take prompt and e f f e c t i v e measures. 

In c o n c l u s i o n , I v/otild l i l i e to r e i t e r a t e the concern of my Government over the 
grave s i t u a t i o n created b y the d e c i s i o n o f the Un i t ed Sta tes to produce and deploy 
nxiclear neutron weapons, v/hich i s a step s t r o n g l y condenmed by v/orld p u b l i c o p i n i o n 
i n c l u d i n g those v/ho, i t i s p lanned , are to be defended by these v/eapons. 

Mr . RUZEK (Czechos lovak ia ) : Mr . Chairman, may I f i r s t of a l l ask the 
indulgence of the Coimnittee i n t a k i n g the f l o o r nov/ v/hen v/e a l l are l o o k i n g forv-zard 
to f i n i s h i n g our s e s s i o n , but I am do ing so upon the i n s t r u c t i o n s o f my Government 
rega»rding a very s e r i ous mat t e r . 

But before I beg in my remarks l e t me — even i f i t i s almost a t the end o f 
the s e s s i on — extend a v/arm v/elcome to you i n Geneva Imov/ing very v/ell that you came 
e x c l u s i v e l y f o r the purpose o f c h a i r i n g our Committee. Your performance as 
Chairman has undoubtedly been most h e l p f u l to the Comnittee du r ing t h i s f i n a l and 
d i f f i c u l t p e r i o d . At the same time I v/ould l i l ce to express our thanlcs to 
Ambassa,dor Venlcatesv/aran of I n d i a f o r the e f f i c i e n t and p l easant v/ay he guided the 
work o f the Committee d u r i n g the month,of J u l y . 

I asked f o r the f l o o r f i i - s t o f a l l to support the p roposa l o f a group o f 
s o c i a l i s t co-untries, in t roduced a short v/hile ago by the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
Ambassador o f Mongo l i a , Comrade Erdemb i l eg , f o r the s e t t i n g up o f a v/orking group 
to dea l v/ith the problem of neutron weapons. 



( l l r . Iv-gaek, Czechos lovak ia ) 

In t h i s , connect ion I should l i l ce to medce three reraai-kss 

F i r s t , the ;uost dangerous aspect of the d e c i s i o n t c • s t a r t the p r o d u c t i o n of 
n u c l e a r neutron ueapons b y the Uni ted S ta tes Government i s tha t i t w i l l ha.ve as . •• 
a consequence the l ower ing o f tho thi-eshold a t id i i ch nu.clear vieapons might he used . 
The f a c t that v/e are be ing t o l d tha t one of the probable geograph ica l areas f o r 
these v/eapohp to bè used i s Europe nust l ead e v e r y r e spons ib l e person to cons ider 
the s e t i ous • oonsequences vrhich vrouló. be conta ined i n a scenar io o f an arrned • 
c o n f l a g r a t i o n begun i n the European theat re w i t h the use of n u c l e a r neutron vreapons. 
l i o reover , i t i s c loa i - tha t the d e c i s i o n to s t a r t the p r oduc t i on o f n u c l e a r neutron 
vreapons by the Un i t ed Sta tes Government cannot but compl icate the s i t u a t i o n as f a r 
as the ban on n u c l e a r t e s t i n g concerned as vre l l a.s the ban on n u c l e a r vreapons 
i n g e n e r a l . 

Secondly , the wor ld i s b e ing t o l d that nuc l e a r neutron vreapons are " d e f ens i v e " 
vreapons des t ined f o r defence aga ins t tanlcs, p a r t i c u l a r l y on the European b a t t l e f i e l d . 
Let tis lea.ve as ide f o r the moment the ques t i on vrhether that i s the tr'ue i n t e n t i o n , 
o r n o t . One might a l s o suppose that t h i s con ten t i on i s regarded a s , t h e on l y 
f e a s i b l e vray o f s e c u r i n g the deployment of neutron \rarheads on the t e r r i t o r y o f 
vrest European c o u n t r i e s . A t the moment of course , the American o f f i c i a l s speak 
on l y a.bout the vrarheads o f the Lance raissile and the e i g h t - i n c h hov; i tser s h e l l . 
l-ïay Ï ask v;ho v/ould guara.ntee that once the prodt i c t i on of nuclea.r neutron weapons 
beg ins i t v / i l l on l y be these tv/o v/arheads \/hich w i l l bo produced? V/ho can 
guarantee that — once a system l i k e t h i s e x i s t s — i t v / i l l not be used f o r 
o f f ens i ve purposes? V/ho can guarantee that apa.rt from the t\/o v/arheads mentioned, 
a r e a l bomb \/hich can be dropped f r o n an a i r c r a f t or put on a longer-range 
m i s s i l e than the Lance w i l l not be produced? I am. convinced tha t f o r a m i l i t a r y 
p l anner under c e r t a i n c i rcumstances the concen t ra t i on of tanks does not d i f f e r 
so much from a concen t ra t i on o f economic u n i t s or p o p u l a t i o n c en t r e s . 

T h i r d l y , f o r many years i t г/аа b e l i e v e d tha.t the Hiroshima and 'Nagasak i 
b l a s t s \/ere l inique i n tha t they produced a l a rge f i e l d of :':.st neu t rons , and that 
t h i s l e d to a h i gh frequency o f cancer among the v i c t i m s . 7iccoi-ding to nov/ 
r e sea r ch b e i n g done e s p e c i a l l y a.t the- La\/rence Livormbiro v/eapons l a b o r a t o r y i n 
C a l i f o r n i a as v/ell as at a. munber o f o ther r esearch i n s t i t u t i o n s , there i s 
no reason f o r an assumption o f the d e c i s i v e r o l e of neutrons i n H i r o sh ima . 
The i-esearch complete ly changes the scheme of r a d i a t i o n doses tha t people are 
supposed to have r ece i ved p a r t i c u l a r l y i n Hiroshima., and has s e r i ous im.p l i ca t i ons 
on the concept o f the r a d i a t i o n e f f e c t s of n u c l e a r v/eapons. One of the 
important i m p l i c a t i o n s i s that the neutron v.reapon i s r e a l l y a nev/ v/eapon i n i t s 
p r i n c i p l e , v/ith f a r more dangearous neutron r a d i a t i o n e f f e c t s hav ing no r e l e van t 
p recedent . . . 

As one of the v/ell-lœo\/n exper ts i n 'bhis f i e l d . P r o f e s so r Jorma l i i e t t i n e n 
o f F i n l a n d , po in t ed out a l r e a d y f our years ago: 

" I n t r o d u c t i o n o f the enhanced ra .d ia t i on v/arhea.d v/ith i t s nev/ v/eapons 
e f f e c t s would force a l l c oun t r i e s to s t a r t a l o t of nev/ r esearch . . . 
on nu.clear v/eapono e f f e c t s and new approaches t o - r a d i a t i o n p r o t e c t i o n . . . 

file:///rarheads
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The enhanced r a d i a t i o n vreapons are adve i - t ised as " s m a l l " and " c l e a n " 
vreapons. I:i f a c t , they are " c l e a n " on ly f o r b u i l d i n g s , not f o r any 
l i v i n g b e i n g s . Heuti-on vreapons would k i l l s o l d i e r s in= .hours o r days 
vrhen the dose vras huge, 800 to 1,800 rads . . . i . e . v r i t h i n 1 Ian'or so 
from thé e x p l o s i o n . But nmny more s o l d i e r s , as v re l l as c i v i l i a n s i n 
c i t i e s a t a g r ea te r d i s t a n c e , would get doses betvreen 200-600 ' rads , 
doses vrhich vrould k i l l a pa r t o f the v i c t i m s slovrly and p a i n f u l l y v/ i th in 
vreeks o r months, l e a v i n g those vrho d i d not d ie i n v a l i d , l i v i n g "dглnmies" 
l i k e many o f the v i c t i m s o f Hiroshima and Hagasak i , f o r the r e s t o f t h e i r 
l i v e s . The s u r v i v o r s and a l l vrho r e ce i v ed doses sma l l e r than 200 rads 
vrould have an increased r i s k o f d e l e t e r i o u s gene t i c e f f e c t s . . . " 

As i s v r e l l lanovm, the soc ia , . l is t c oun t r i e s in t roduced i n the CCD on 10 I-Iarch 1978 
a d ra f t convent ion on the p r o h i b i t i o n of the p r o d u c t i o n , s t o c k p i l i n g , deployment 
and use. o f n u c l e a r neutron vreapons (CCD/559). A t tha t time n u c l e a r neutron 
vreapons vrere regarded on ly as a p o t e n t i a l system o f vreapons o f mass d e s t r u c t i o n . 
In the meantime t h e p r oduc t i on of components and novr the assembly o f the vrhole 
vreapon has,become a r e a l i t y . Under such c ircumstances the es tab l i shment o f a 
vrorking group vrhich vrould s t a r t negot iat ions. , on a t r e a t y p r o h i b i t i n g n u c l e a r 
neutron weapons has become a matter o f the utmost urgency . 

The СШ\1Р1-ШТ; I thanl : the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep resen ta t i v e o f Czechos lovak ia f o r 
h i s statement and f o r the k i n d vrords he addressed to the C h a i r . 

Mr . С1А1ЖАР1С0 ( I t a l y ) ( t r a n s l a t e d from F r ench ) ; Mr . Chairman, as t h i s i s the 
f i r s t t ime t h i s month tha t I am t a k i n g the f l o o r on b e h a l f o f my d e l e g a t i o n , I 
should l i k e f i r s t o f a l l to o f f e r you m.y s ince r e cong ra tu l a t i ons and those of my 
de l e ga t i on on your a ccess i on to the chairmanship o f the Comnit tee . Dur ing t h i s 
p e r i od o f in tense a c t i v i t y p reced ing the c l o su re o f our annua l s e s s i o n you have 
shovm great s k i l l and I have no doubt that vre can count f u l l y on your eminent 
q u a l i t i e s i n g a i d i n g us du r ing the r e s t of our work and i n conc lud ing that vrork 
i n the most s a t i s f a c t o r y maimer p o s s i b l e . 

I should l i k e a t the same time to take t h i s oppor tun i t y to expi-ess ny 
appreGia,.tion and g r a t i t u d e and those o f my de l e ga t i on f o r the very a c t i v e 
c o n t r i b u t i o n made to our e f f o r t s by your d i s t i n g u i s h e d predecessor , 
Ambassador Venliatesvraran of I n d i a . I have asked f o r the f l o o r i n o rde r - t o 
thanlc D r . E r i c s s o n who, l a s t Thursday, submitted to the Committee the repoi-t on 
the t v re l f th s ess i on of the Ad Hoc Group o f S c i e n t i f i c Expei-ts to Cons ider 
I n t e r n a t i o n a l Co-operat ive Measures to De t e c t ' and I d e n t i f y Se ismic E v e n t s . My 
de l ega t i on vrould l i k e to congratu la te h im, and the members of h i s Group, f o r . 
the s e r i ous vray i n vrhich they have done t h e i r vrork over the yeai-s, a n d ' f o r ' t h e 
r e s u l t s they have ob ta ined . My country i s very much i n t e r e s t e d i n the f u r t h e r 
pursuance o f t h i s vrork. 

There are some encouraging a spec t s , mentioned i n the progress r e p o r t , vrhich 
vre should l i l ce to s t r e s s . D r . E r i c s s o n h i m s e l f drevr our a t t e n t i o n to these 
aspects vrhen he presented the repor t l a s t Thursday. There i s , f o r i n s t a n c e , 



(Иг. C i a r r a p i c o , I t a l y ) 

fclvo pi'S&peet o f grea.ter p a r t i c i p o t i o n i n f i i ture e:q)2riînental daia exchanges hy 
covmtr ies situa/kod i n the southern hemisphere 5 t h i s w i l l be important i n 
h e l p i n g to make p o s s i b l e an ovaiuxi t ion of the wor ld telecoi . :munications system, 
of the U o r l d i l e t e o r o l o g i c a l Or f janizat ion on a t r u l y g l o b e i s c a l e . - Then, 
i n paragraph 9 o f the r e p o r t , thciro a r c some in t e r e s t ing - i nd i ca . t i ons concern ing 
the a^dvantages tha t m.ay be der i ved from m.ore recent developments i n seismolog;/ 
and a s s o c i a i e d t e chn iques . .;. 

There i s , f i n a l l y , , - a l i s t of sub jec ts on vrhich f u r t h e r stu.dies are des i ra .b l e . 

V/hile n o t i n g the above' f a c t s w i t h s a t i s f a c t i o n , we should .lil-:e to go beyond 
the conf ines of the r epor t and o f f e r some com.ments, hero and noir, on the ques t i on 
o f the p o s s i b l e renewal of the mandate o f the Ad Кос Group of S c i e n t i f i c E x p o r t s . 
T h i s i s a ques t i on vrhich v r i l l in. a l l p r o b a b i l i t y a r i s e tovrards the middle o f 
next y e a r . • I t i s one to vrhich vre should g ive some thought d u r i n g the i n t e r v a l 
before the resumption o f the Committee's vrork. V/hile avrare o f the d i f f i c u l t i e s 
.which e x i s t i n t h i s connec t i on , my de l e ga t i on f o r i t s pa r t i s convinced tha t 
once the' present vrork has been s u c c e s s f u l l y completed, the Group o f S c i e n t i f i c 
Ex^perts should go a step f u r t h e r and t a c k l e the problem o f . t h e - d i s c r i m i n a t i o n o f 
s e i sm ic e ven ts . I f vre do not vrant the vrorld system f o r the exchange o f . 
s e i s m o l o g i c a l data v.diich vre are i n the process o f t e s t i n g to become a source o f 
c o n t r a d i c t o r y d e c l a r a t i o n s , ' vre must study a.nd i d e n t i f y d i s c r i m i n a t i o n methods 
which cou ld be g e n e r a l l y and im i f o rm l y adopted. Fo r t h i s purpose , the 
Ad Hoc Group o f S c i e n t i f i c Expe r t s should be g i ven a broader mandate vrhich--
vrould enable i t to d i s cuss and co.mpare the d i f f e r e n t methods o f d i s c r i m i n a t i o n 
vr i th a vievr to i d e n t i f y i n g s c i e n t i f i c a l l y v a i i d methods l i l c e l y to meet vr i th 
genera l a p p r o v a l . 

The СНАШШ!; I thank the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep r e s en ta t i v e of I t a l y f o r 
h i s statement .and f o r thé k i n d vrords he addressed to myse l f . 

Mr . VEHICâTBSV/ABAH ( i n d i a ) : Mr . Chairman, i n a few days ' t ime , the Committee 
on Disarmament w i l l wind up i t s I 9O I annual s e s s i o n . I t has been a year o f 
h e c t i c n e g o t i a t i n g ac t i v i t v ' - a t l e a s t vrith respect to some items on o u x agenda.. 
A l though vre a re n a t u r a l l y d i sappo in t ed tha t a c t u a l a.greements have not ye t 
emerged on these i t ems , vre b e l i e v e tha t the work arocomplished d u r i n g these l a s t 
s e v e ra l months has l a i d the b a s i s h o p e f u l l y . for concrete progress to be made 
du r ing the next s e s s i o n . ' Th i s i s e s p e c i a l l y t i u e of n e g o t i a t i o n s on chemica l 
vreapons. Hovrever, i t i s . a 'ma t t e r o f de.ep,..regret to my delega.t ion t h a i . thé. . 
Committee vras-una.ble to i n i t i a t e m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s on tvro of the most 
Lirgent i tems on i t s agenda — namely, a n u c l e a r t e s t bah and the c e s s a t i o n of 
the n u c l e a r arms ' race and nuc l e a r disarmament. I t . i s our c o n v i c t i o n that vmless 
the Committee makes s u f f i c i e n t progress i n f i n d i n g . s o l u t i o n s to the most-urgent-
problems vrhich have a b ea r i ng on the very, s u r v i v a l o.f mankind and vrhich-alffeet the 
s e c u r i t y and v r e l l - be ing o f a l l n a t i o n s , i t s c r e d i b i l i t y as the so l e m u l t i l a t e r a l 
n e g o t i a t i n g body i n the f i e l d of disarmament i s bound to be s e r i o u s l y undermined. 
The prospec ts f o r a s u c c e s s f u l outcome to the second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n - o f the 
General Assembly on disarmament vrould a l s o , as.'.a .consequence, be a d v e r s e l y - a f f e c t e d . 

The heed f o r redoubled e f f o r t s i n the f i e l d of disarmament has r e c e n t l y been 
underscored by the d e c i s i o n by one nuclear-vreapon State to manufacture and deploy 
neutron vreapons. The I n d i a n de l e ga t i on dep lores t h i s l a t e s t development vrhich 
w i l l no doubt h e r a l d a nevr round i n the q u a l i t a t i v e nuc l e a r arms r a c e . Speaking 
a t a press conference i n H a i r o b i on 12 August , the Prime M i n i s t e r o f I n d i a , 
M r s . I n d i r a Gandh i , expressed great concern over the c on f r on ta t i on betvreen the b i g 
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Pov/ers and the danger a r i s i n g from the c on t i nu ing arms race , i n c l u d i n g the 
manufacture o f neutron homhs. Th i s ,morn ing , the d i s t i n g u i s h e d Ambassador of Mexico 
made a very important statement and my de l e ga t i on endorses .several o f the p e r t i n e n t 
observat ions made by h im. We share h i s concern a t some o f the ideas expressed 
i n t h i s august body, p a r t i c u l a r l y by the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep r e s en ta t i v e o f the 
Un i t ed S ta tes i n h i s statement l a s t v/eek. 

We have heard tv;o i n t e r e s t i n g statements at our l a s t p l enary meet ing, on 
13 August — one from the de l e ga t i on o f the Un i t ed Sta tes o f America and the o ther 
from that o f the USSR. I v/ould l i k e to express my d e l e g a t i o n ' s viev/s on some 
of the i s sues r a i s e d by these tv/o d e l e g a t i o n s . 

The r ep r e s en ta t i v e o f the Un i t ed States seemed somewhat per turbed by what he 
c a l l e d '''the tendency i n the Committee to adopt a h i gh moi-al tone i n p r each ing about 
the e v i l s o f d e t e r r ence " . My de l ega t i on i s not av/are tha t anyone here had "prea.ched" 
sermons, about any " e v i l " o r had adopted " a h igh moral t o n e " . In any event, we are 
not r e a l l y concerned about such sub j e c t i v e r e a c t i o n s . But \ie v/ould l i k e to p lace 
on r e co rd our p o s i t i o n on the ques t i on o f deterrence.- I t i s c e r t a i n l y t rue tha,t 
na t i ons p r a c t i s e deterrence aga ins t t h e i r perce i ved a d v e r s a r i e s . I n a c e r t a i n sense, 
the Char t e r of the Un i t ed Nat ions i t s e l f can be seen as a dec lars - t i on o f deterrence 
aga ins t , v/ar, aga ins t v/ant, a ga ins t the v i o l a t i o n o f human r i g h t s and r i g h t s o f 
n a t i o n - S t a t e s , e t c . What v/e have drav/n a t t e n t i o n to are the dangers and r i s k s 
inherent i n the p r a c t i c e o f the doc t r ine o f deterrence v/ith n u c l e a r v/eapons, v/hose 
use could pose a th rea t to the s u r v i v a l o f mankind. The nuclear-v/eapon Sta tes 
have themselves recognized that a n u c l e a r v/ar v/ould a f f e c t b e l l i g e r e n t s and 
n o n - b e l l i g e r e n t s a l i l c e . Those v/ho f e e l t h i s t h r e a t , e s p e c i a l l y v/e the non-a l i gned 
and neutre..! non-nuclear-weapon S t a t e s , and there fo re speak about i t and s t r i v e t o 
a-vert a n u c l e a r v/ar, cannot be s a i d to be adopt ing a h i gh moral tone o r p reach i i i g 
about the e v i l s o f de t e r rence . Th i s i s tantamount to a c cus ing a p o t e n t i a l v i c t i m 
of "v/rongfullj.'^' ob j e c t i n g to h i s undeserved s l augh te r I 

I t i s not to j u s t i f y our psyche o r to score any debat i i -g p o i n t s that we speak o f 
the danger o f na t i ons bas ing t h e i r s e c u r i t y on doc t r i n e s o f n u c l e a r de te r rence . We 
speak of such i s sues f o r a s imple yet compe l l ing reason — the des i r e to s u r v i v e . 
S u r v i v a l i s h a r d l y a moral q u e s t i o n . Fo r most of u s , I v/ould imagine, i t i s a 
matter o f cons iderab le p r a c t i c a l consequence. 

The d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep r e s en ta t i v e o f the Un i t ed S ta tes has a l s o s ta t ed that v/e 
must accept the r e a l i t y that each State i s go ing to ma in ta in that i t s ov/n judgement 
o f i t s s e c u r i t y requirements i s not subjec t to cha l l enge , no matter v/hat o thers may 
thinlc o r v/hat the r e a l i t i e s may be . We are not here to chal lenge the s e c u r i t y 
pe rcep t i ons of one or another S t a t e . But v/e do cons ider i t necessary tha t i n the 
process o f e v o l v i n g an endur ing system of i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c u r i t y , we must 
a l s o take account of the s e c u r i t y pe rcep t i ons of a l l S t a t e s . I m p l i c i t i n the process 
o f n e g o t i a t i o n s i s the v/ i l l ingness to cons ider the s e c u r i t y concerns of o thers and to 
the extent• p o s s i b l e , to modify one 's ov/n p o l i c i e s and p o s i t i o n s . I f v/e regard our 
current s e c u r i t y pe rcep t i ons as immutable, then I am a f r a i d v/e v/ould have a l r eady 
c losed the door to any p o s s i b l e harmoniza t i on o f d ivergent viev/s and dashed any hope 
o f e v o l v i n g a j u s t and equ i t ab l e regime of v/orld peace and s e c u r i t y . 

There i s ano ther , more fvmda.mental problem v/hich we have v/ith the p o s i t i o n s t a t ed 
by Ambassador Flox/erree. Agreed tha t each State has the r i g h t to p ro t e c t i t s ov/n 
s e c u r i t y i n the manner i t deems most a p p r o p r i a t e . However, a re there no l i m i t s to 
t h i s r i g h t ? As v/e have asked repea ted ly be fo re , i s i t p e r m i s s i b l e f o r a handfu l o f 
nuclear-v/eapon States to endanger the s u r v i v a l o f o ther S t a t e s , of mankind as a v/hole, 
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i n the p u r s u i t o f t h e i r r>erceived s e c u r i t y i n t e r e s t s ? Is i t p e r m i s s i b l e f o r a State 
to adopt s e c u r i t y p o l i c i e s and s t r a t e g i e s which , wh i l e d e t e r r i n g э, pe rce i ved adve rsary , 
also-,- a t the same t ime , j eopard i ze the v i t a l s e c u r i t y - in teres ts o f t h i r d S t a t e s , who 
are neit-her i n vo l v ed nor regarded as a threa.t? The doc t r i n e o f n u c l e a r de te i rence 
appears to be based on the assuiaption that i n f a c t some Sta tes do have -unlimited, 
r i g h t s to pursue \fhat they regard as t h e i r l e g i t i m a t e s e c u r i t y concerns a.nd tha t 
o thers may be s a c r i f i c e d to t h e i r sacred concepts . My de l e ga t i on c a t e g o r i c a l l y 
r e j e c t s - s u c h a d o c t r i n e . ' 

Whi le the r ep r esen ta t i v e of the Un i t ed States devoted the g r ea t e r pa r t of h i s 
statement to in forming t h i s Committee of-vrhat, i n f a c t , l i e s behind the s e c u r i t y 
concerns o f the Un i t ed S t a t e s , the r ep r esen ta t i v e o f the Sov ie t Union a l s o gave vis an 
i n s i g h t i n t o what i m d e r l i e s the a n x i e t i e s f e l t by the USSPi. 

Tho group- of non-a l i gned and n e u t r a l non-nuclear-v/eapon Sta-tes have f o r t h e i r 
pa r t c l e a r l y and c o n s i s t e n t l y s ta t ed vrhat t h e i r primar-y s e c u r i t y concerns a r e , 
e s p e c i a l l y on n u c l e a r i s s u e s . We a-re, t h e r e f o r e , i n t h i s m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i n g 
body, i n . a p o s i t i o n to look a t the problem of the arms r a c e , p a r t i c u l a r l y the 
n u c l e a r arms r a c e , from a.n ob j e c t i v e a n g l e . We are perha,ps i n a b e t t e r p o s i t i o n to 
understand the mutixa.l a n x i e t i e s of the tvro major Povrers as v/ell as the apprehension 
o f the vast ma jo r i t y o f S ta tes be l ong ihg to the deve lop ing v/orld. ' Por ' example , v/e 
have been g iven a p i c t u r e o f thea t re n u c l e a r v/ea,pons deployed i n Europe' as i t appears 
to the Sov ie t . Union and to the Un i t ed S t a t e s . • Could not some'of the mutual 
apprehensions f e l t by these tv/o major Powers i n t h i s rega-rd be removed? Should we 
not make an e f f o r t in- t h i s Committee to do so? 

Ága.in, i t i s c l e a r from the Sov ie t statement that i t cons iders v/hat i t regards 
as p a r i t y or ba lance to be upset each tij-ле there i s a- m.ove to ' ' 'modernize" v/eapons 
and t h e i r systems. I t i s a l s o c l e a r from that statement tha t the Sov ie t Union v / i l l 
not permit the o ther s ide to upset v/hat i t regards as tho e x i s t i n g p a r i t y . G iven 
these pe rcep t i ons (v/hich v/e ourse l ves do not cubscr.ibe t o ) , should not both s ides 
r e f l e c t upon the consequences o f d e c i s i o n s to introdt ice nev/ and modernized v/eapons? 
F o r , i f each s ide cont inues " m i r r o r - i r a g i i i g " the f e a r s , a n x i e t i e s and pe rce i v ed 
i n t e n t i o n s o f the o the r , the arms race v/ould of course becom.e magni f i ed and have no 
f i n i s h i n g : p o s t a t a l l . Does t h i s a l s o not po in t to the need f o r our Committee to 
examine these aspec ts v/ith a viev/ to b r eak ing t h i s v i c i o u s c i r c l e o f a c t i o n and 
r e a c t i o n ? 

Vie s i n c e r e l y b e l i e v e that there i s room f o r the 'two m.ajor Powers to r e c o n c i l e 
t h e i r m a i n ' d i f f e r e n c e s . Sec re ta ry l l a i g s t a t e d . r e c e n t l y that the U n i t e d Sta tes and 
the USSPi have to " s ea r ch f o r co -ope ra t i on to p ro t e c t mank ind" . V/e t r u s t that t h i s 
i s a practiça.1 imperat ive and not a moral i s s u e . Ho\/ever, as f a r as the Committee 
on Disarmament i s concerned , ! would say tha t not on ly m.ust the major Pov/ers, i n c l u d i n g 
the U n i t e d S ta tes and the . U S S P L , co-opei-ate to p r o t e c t mankind but tha t a l l the 
de l ega t i ons ' represented here have an equa.l ly s i g n i f i c a n t r o l e to p l a y i n p u r s u i n g that 
o b j e c t i v e . . V/e t rus t , , t he r e f o r e , tha t \/e can r a i s e t h i s ques t i on i n the' Committee on 
Disarmament v/ithout be ing charged v/ith moral p r e t e n s i o n s . For t h i s , appears to us to 
be p l a i n coirmion sense to pi-otect mankind and ensure i t s s u i - v i v a l . 

I v/ould l i l ce to conclude t h i s statement by express ing the hope that v/e i n t h i s 
Committee w i l l d ea l v/ith the causes underlji^ing the arms-raroe, because t h i s i s 
f imdamental to disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s . As Ambassa^dor Flov/erree haS' s a i d , the root 
causes o f v/ar and In te rna t i ona , ! t e n s i o n have been ignored by our p redecesso rs . V/e 
are ready to j o i n him and a l l . o t h e r s i n t h i s Committee i n ensur ing that the Committee 
on Disarmament i s not found g u i l t y o f d e r e l i c t i o n of i t s - r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s to the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l community. 
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Mr . S K I P E R (Canada): Mr . Chairman, we note tha t the i n i t i a t i v e concerning 
neutron weapons comes from a group o f c o im t r i e s which poses a nuc l e a r th rea t to 
Europe and indeed to o u r s e l v e s . We hope that the s c rup l e s they have expressed on 
enhanced r a d i a t i o n warheads a lso apply to t h e i r own devas ta t ing nuc l ea r c a p a c i t y . 
I f not,- we should a c co rd ing l y draw our own c o n c l u s i o n s . I s h a l l comment b r i e f l y 
today on one aspect o f the Committee 's recent d i s c u s s i o n on nuc l e a r ques t i ons , 
p a r t i c u l a r l y i n t h e i r h o r i z o n t a l d imens ion. On 21 J u l y , the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
deputy r ep resen ta t i v e o f I n d i a made a l eng thy i n t e r v e n t i o n l a r g e l y concerning a 
Canadian statement the prev ious v/eek. A l though I w i l l not comment on the p a r t s o f 
the i n t e r v e n t i o n i n which he desc r ibes the I nd i an view on nuc l ea r disarmament, I am 
compelled to address those p a r t s where the deputy permanent r ep r esen ta t i v e may have 
misunderstood the i n t e n t o f Canadian views as Ambassador McPha i l expressed them. The 
f i r s t i s that i n which the Canadian statement i s desc r ibed as a s s e r t i n g an , apo l o g i a ' 
f o r the c on t i nu ing nuc l e a r arms race among the nuclear-weapon S t a t e s . The Canadian , 
Government has been working f o r many years to promote concrete and v e r i f i a b l e arms 
c o n t r o l and disarmament agreements. I need not, rev iew and descr ibe these e f f o r t s . 
Le t me s imply say that thé c on t i nua t i on o f the SALT process and the conc lus i on o f a 
comprehensive test-Ъап t r e a t y are Canada's top p r i o r i t i e s i n arms c o n t r o l and 
disarmament, and we l ook forward to the. for thcoming b i l a t e r a l t a l k s aimed at c o n t r o l l i n g 
long-range theat re nuc l e a r f o rces i n Europe . Whi le the Canadian statement a lso 
i n s i s t e d on the importance o f the n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n o f nuc l ea r weapons to S ta t es not 
now possess ing them, we do not cons ider i t c o n s t r u c t i v e to be t o l d tha t i t i s on l y a 
sma l l step from there to espousing two p o s i t i o n s which my Government most empha t i ca l l y 
does .not. espouse. 

Canada f u l l y shares the sense, o f f r u s t r a t i o n and impat ience r e f l e c t e d i n the ., 
I nd i an r e p r e s e n t a t i v e ' s words at the l a c k o f progress i n n u c l e a r disarmament. But I 
d e ep l y ' r e g r e t that Canada's concern about the r i s k s o f h o r i z o n t a l nuc l e a r p r o l i f e r a t i o n 
was l i n k e d to the suggest ion tha t we support any f u r t h e r growth o f n u c l e a r a rsenaJs , 
o r tha t 'Canada advocates the acceptance o f an i n d e f i n i t e c o n t i n u a t i o n o f the nuc lear , 
have and have-not d i v i s i o n . The nuc l ea r arms area i s one where Canada wishes that a l l 
S ta tes were equal as have-nots . 

Th i s Committee ..is supposed to be a p l ace f o r n e g o t i a t i o n . Perhaps some o f those 
who have spoken today should bear t h i s , i n mind. Hoviever, i t might be u s e f u l to r e p l y 
to the ques t i on posed by our d i s t i n g u i s h e d Ind i an co l l eague about what was.meant by 
the concept o f balance i n nuc l ea r disarmament as desc r i b ed i n the Canadian i n t e r v e n t i o n . 
Ambassador Summerhayes has j u s t spoken c l e a r l y on the mat t e r . I t may indeed have been 
s i t u a t e d p r i m a r i l y i n an East-West con tex t , but the concept i t s e l f was meant to be that 
which we b e l i e v e i s beh ind paragraph 49 of the Programme of A c t i o n adopted at the f i r s t 
s p e c i a l s e ss i on o f the General Assembly devoted to disarmament which s t a t e s tha t " the 
process o f nuc l e a r disarmament should be c a r r i e d out i n such a v/ay . . . tha t the s e c u r i t y 
o f a l l - S ta t es i s guaranteed at p r o g r e s s i v e l y lower l e v e l s o f nuc l ea r armaments". 

Mr . .FLOWERREE (Un i t ed S ta t es of Amer ica ) : Mr . Chairman, i f a t t e n t i o n to my 
.delegat ion and mention o f i t s name i n t h i s forum'was any measure o f p o p u l a r i t y , I am 
sure tha t the U n i t e d S ta t e s would be at the top of the l i s t by now. At any r a t e , I 
do f e e l tha t there are a fev/ th ings tha t have been s a i d that r equ i r e me to make a 
response , and i n view o f the l a t e hour I v / i l l not respond on a l l a spec t s . o f the p o i n t s 
which; have been made w i t h which I d i sag r ee . T h i s morning we heard the ' V i c e - M i n i s t e r 
of Cuba n o t i n g that h i s de l e ga t i on had c i r c u l a t e d a statement on b i o l o g i c a l war fa re , 
docvament СБ/211, "which might be u s e f u l to the Gommittee i n i t s work" — those were 
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h i s words.. The Un i t ed S ta t e s has examined t h i s document and has found д1 . .to^hgi , , 
tendent ious and complete ly wi thout foundat ion i n f a c t . • Tho Cuban Government should 
be av/are o f the f a c t , that the U n i t e d States• destroyed a l l i t s b i o l o g i c a l weapons s tocks 
and ceased a l l p roduc t i on some f i v e years before the en t ry i n t o f o rce of- the . -
B i o l o g i c a l Vea.pons Convent ion to which the Un i t ed S t a t e s i s a .party . • On 27 July... o f 
t h i s year the Un i t ed S ta t e s r e j e c t ed the' fîi.iggestion that the .outbreak o f dengue fever.'. 
Ln Cuba was caused by any a c t i o n o f the u n i t e d S t a t e s . Our spokesman • s a i d that t h i s ' . 
Latest charge., l i k e e a r l i e r ones about sugar r u s t , tobacco mould' .and .swine f e ve r , was 
t o t a l l y v/ithout f ounda t i on . Nov/, wh.at v/as not mentioned i n the statement by Mr . Cast ro 
jhich.v/as . c i r cu l a t ed to the Commit tee ' i s tha t the U n i t e d S ta tes Government, i n l i n e , 
f/ith i t s , g enera l p o l i c y o f humani tar ian concern, has co-operated v/ith. the Pan-American • 
îealth Organ i z a t i on i n h e l p i n g to stem t h i s l a t e s t outbreak of. dengue • f ever i n Cuba..' 
3n 17 J u l y the Dep.artment o f Commerce of the U n i t e d S ta t e s r ece i v ed a l i c e n c e a p p l i c a t i o n . 
from the Pan-American H e a l t h Organ i za t i on to export to Cuba ЗОО me t r i c tons o f aJbate,--
3, Un i t ed States-made g ranu la r p e s t i c i d e v/hich i s used to k i l l the mosquitoes tha t 
spread dengue f e ve r . ; The a p p l i c a t i o n vz-a-s approved e x p e d i t i o u s l y , ,on the same day. -
Phere are s u b s t i t u t e products made i n o ther c oun t r i e s f o r d e a l i n g w i t h dengue f e ve r , but 
ïuba and the Pan-American H e a l t h Organ i za t i on p r e f e r r e d the U n i t e d States-made product 
a-s,,being the most e f f e c t i v e and e f f i c i e n t . • . . 

There i s another p o i n t which I v/ish to tak,e up.. It-ha.s to do w i t h the d i s c u s s i o n 
that we have 'had on neutron weapons. There are s eve ra l p o i n t s that have been made by 
l i f f e r e n t speakers , some that v/ere made by the r ep r e s en ta t i v e ,of the Sov i e t Union l a s t , 
-hursday; I w i l l not a-ddress a l l o f them, but there are tv/o, at the moment, to which ' 
[ v/ould l i k e to c a l l a t t e n t i o n . One p o i n t was addressed i n pa r t by our B r i t i s h 
colleague t h i s morning. I t had to do w i t h what - i s c a l l e d the U n i t e d S t a t e s f o rward-
)ased systems. 'The c a p a b i l i t i e s i n these systems r e s i d e l a r g e l y i n submarines and . - , 
i i r c r a f t - c a r r i e r s , • The proper response to those forward-ba.sed systems i s - c e r t a i n l y 
lot a land-based m i s s i l e w i t h m u l t i p l e warheads. The number o f warheads which the • 
Soviet Union has accumulated i n the SS-20 sys tan i s nov/ w e l l over 700 and i s g r o w i n g -
/eekly. But you do not s ink submarines o r a l r c r a l t - c a r r i e r s , o r shoot down a i r p l a n e s 
/ i t h SS-20 l and-based su r f a c e - t o - su r f a c e m i s s i l e s , and those more than 700 warhea.ds 
ire f a r beyond the needs f o r f i x e d t a rge t s i n Europe . One then must ask onese l f what 
;hey are f o r . 

There i s another po int , about neutron weapons which I -think needs to be c l ea r ed up , 
ffld tha t i s w h a t . i s the nature .of the wca.pon. I am not at t h i s p o i n t speaking abo-ut 
/hether i t i s a good or a bad weapon; I j-ust want to e x p l a i n what the weapon i s . 
11 nuc l ea r v/eapons create b l a s t , boat and what i s c a l l e d prompt r a d i a t i o n ai-id f a l l o u t , 
/l i ich i s de layed r a d i a t i o n . Each of these c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s can be enhanced or ' suppressed 
- n ' b u i l d i n g the v/eapons, depending on t h e i r m i l i t a r y purposes . The enhanced r a d i a t i o n 
/eapon, the r a d i a t i o n warhead., i s a f i s s i o n - f u s i o n dev i c e , a. smal l hydrogen, f u s i o n . 
)omb-v/ith an atomic f i s s i o n t r i g g e r that enhances the .prompt r a d i a t i o n c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s 
/h i l e r educ ing b l a s t , heat and f a l l o u t . The enhanced r a d i a t i o n weapon i s designed 
p r i m a r i l y f o r a n t i - t a n k war fare ; ai sma l l enhanced r a d i a t i o n v/eapon can penetrate a 
bank's armour and immobi l i z e the tank w i t h i t s prompt r a d i a t i o n e f f e c t s w i thout caus ing 
s i g n i f i c a n t b l a s t or -thermal damage to surrounding areas . Nov/, v/e have never adve r t i s ed 
: h i s as be ing anyth ing but a weapon, and weapons k i l l . But our Sov i e t co l league 
somehow or o ther t h i n k s t l ia t death from an SS-20 half-iííegaton warhead might be more 
) leasant than death from, a neutron wea,pon. W e l l , I heard him say that t h i s neutron 
/eapon can penet ra te concrete bunkers — I am p r e t t y sure tha t he would not l i k e to be i n 
;hat- concrete bunker when the v/arhead o f a Sov i e t medium-range m i s s i l e exploded overhead. 
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One f i n a l p o i n t . S ince the subject has been brought up by two o f our co l l eagues 
today — and I am g l ad to see tha t people do read my speeches — I would l i k e to make 
a b r i e f comment about t h i s bus iness o f de t e r rence . In regard to the statement made 
by the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep r esen ta t i v e of Mexico t h i s morning, I am so r r y that he chose 
to quote o n l y s e l e c t i v e l y from my statement o f 13 August r ega rd ing de te r rence . I 
am sure tha t a f u l l r ead ing would make c l e a r the v a l i d p o i n t I was making, so w i t h your 
indu lgence , I w i l l read a pa r t o f the statement tha t was l e f t ou t . I desc r ibed the 
f a c t that deterrence had been used f o r many purposes by Governments, or had been i n l o n g 
use by Governments, over many y e a r s , and then saids "Deterrence ha.s i t s v i r t u e s , but 
i t i s na ive to hope that i t can continue to serve i n d e f i n i t e l y i n t o the f u t u r e . We 
would a l l p r e f e r to l i v e i n a wor ld i n which that d o c t r i n e and the m i l i t a r y f o rces 
which- support i t were unnecessary. Neve r the l e ss , w i t h the best of w i l l on a l l s i d e s , 
arms and the impulses which cause na t i ons to use them are not l i k e l y to be brought 
f u l l y under c o n t r o l i n ' t h e near fu ture . " - I wish that were not our judgement, but i t 
happens to be our judgement and I thinlc that very many people here would share i t . 
Now, . in the statement by the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r e p r e s e n t a t i v e - o f I n d i a t h i s a f t e rnoon, he 
t a l k e d about the t e r r i b l e consequences o f a nuc l e a r war, which"we share f u l l y and 
unders tand. Our p o i n t of d i f f e r ence i s that we t h i n k tha t deterrence makes nuclear-
war l e s s l i k e l y , and tha t i s the premise on which we have been proceeding f o r a l ong 
t ime . We know i t i s not the best system; i n f a c t I s a i d that i n t h i s very Ghamber 
i n my statement on 7 A p r i l , I went i n t o great d e t a i l about the p o s s i b l e dangers to the 
wor ld — dangers to the wor ld as a whole — o f d i s m a n t l i n g deterrence on a ^ u n i l a t e r a l 
b a s i s . So, I hope tha t my statement w i l l be read i n i t s e n t i r e t y and not be mistaken 
as an advocacy o f deterrence as a l ong- te rm s o l u t i o n to our problems. F i n a l l y , i n 
c l o s i n g , I am g l ad to see that the r ep r esen ta t i v e o f I n d i a and the r ep r e s en ta t i v e o f 
Mexico c i t e d Sec re ta ry o f S ta te Ha ig and P r e s i den t Reagan i n statements that i n d i c a t e d 
t h e i r unders tanding o f the concerns which-preoccupy .this-Gommittee and the f a c t that 
they are i n t e r e s t e d i n do ing something about i t . 

Mr . ISSRAELYAN (union o f Sov i e t S o c i a l i s t Repub l i c s ) ( t r a n s l a t e d from R u s s i a n ) ; 
Mr , Ghairman, I too should l i k e to comment b r i e f l y on some o'f the statements which 
have been made today and at recent meet ings. F i r s t o f a l l I should l i k e to draw 
the a t t e n t i o n of the members o f the Committee to the- ' fact that the ques t i on o f 
medium-range m i s s i l e s does not form the subjec t o f n e g o t i a t i o n s i n the Committee. 
Th i s i s a very complex ques t i on and a f f e c t s the i n t e r e s t s o f a l a r g e group o f S ta t es 
and p r e l i m i n a r y c o n s u l t a t i o n s are at present under way, o r r a t h e r , I should say, could 
be under way v i t h a view to such n e g o t i a t i o n s . The Sov i e t d e l e ga t i on has not brought 
these ques t ions before the Committee f o r i t s c o n s i d e r a t i o n . We do not qu i t e understand 
why the r ep r esen ta t i v e o f the Fede ra l Repub l i c of Germany considered i t necessary to maki 
t h i s ques t i on the subjec t o f n e g o t i a t i o n s or d i s c u s s i o n s i n the Committee, quo t ing 
va r i ous f i g u r e s which were not i n accordance w i t h the f a c t s , and o b l i g i n g us on 
13 August to g ive an exp l ana t i on i n t h i s connec t i on . Apparen t l y tha t was not 
s u f f i c i e n t . Today the r ep r e s en ta t i v e o f the U n i t e d Kingdom dec ided to cont inue the 
d i s c u s s i o n on a ques t i on wh ich , I r epea t , does not form the subject of n e g o t i a t i o n s 
i n the Committee. 

As regards neutron weapons, t h i s i s a ques t i on which i s c e r t a i n l y w i t h i n the 
competence o f the Gommittee, f o r the simple reason tha t ques t ions concerning the 
l i m i t a t i o n o f the nucleajr arms race and n u c l e a r disarmament c o n s t i t u t e the second i t em 
on the agenda and n a t u r a l l y the Committee i s e n t i t l e d to d i s cuss those ques t i ons , 
A d r a f t agreement on t h i s subject was put before the Gommittee as l ong ago as i n 1978, 
The views o f the Sov i e t Union and o ther s o c i a l i s t c oun t r i e s i n t h i s connect ion have 
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a l r eady been expressed he r e . I found i t very unpleasant to hear the neutron bomb 
be ing lauded ; I do not think: tha t such a d v e r t i s i n g redounds to the c r e d i t o f those 
r e spons ib l e f o r i t . ¥e should l i k e once aga in to emphasize the e s s e n t i a l f a c t about 
the neutron bomb. The e s s e n t i a l f a c t i s a p o l i t i c a l ' one. The e s s e n t i a l p o l i t i c a l 
f a c t about i t i s ve ry s imp l e ; there i s no need to go i n t o d e t a i l s a.bout i t s t echn ica . l 
. c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s . The essent iad p o l i t i c a l f a c t about the neutron bomb i s that i t 
b r i n g s n u c l e a r war nearer to u s . a e r e a s nucleaj : war was at a c e r t a i n d i s tance a,way 

- from u s , now i t has come much c l o s e r to . the r e a - l i t i e s o f the day. I n what e x a x t l y 
does the e s s e n t i a l p o l i t i c a l f a c t about the neutron bom.b c o n s i s t ? I t c o n s i s t s i n the 
t e r r i b l e danger that t h i s wea.pon represents and i n the b a s i c d i f f e r ence between i t ' 
and o ther types o f advanced medium-range m i s s i l e s , i n c l u d i n g those r e f e r r e d to i n -
his-Bt.atement by Ambassador .F lowerree . And a l a s t p o i n t . But I am r e f e r r i n g to t h i s 
o n l y because o f the r a t h e r recent date o f the p a r t i c i p a t i o n o f the r ep r e s en ta t i v e o f 
Canada i n the work o f the Committee. Otherv/ise I cannot e x p l a i n how he could have 
asked vrhy c oun t r i e s which put forviard a p roposa l f o r the p r o h i b i t i o n of neut ron weapons 
do not advocate the p r o h i b i t i o n o f the nuc l e a r c apac i t y which they themselves possess . 
I would-draw the a t t e n t i o n o f the r ep r e s en ta t i v e o f Canada to document CD/4 w h i c h . i s 
i n the a r ch i v e s o f the Committee on Disarmament. I would recommend him to read i t . 
He would see that the Sov i e t Union and a l e r g e group o f o ther s o c i a l i s t covrntries put 
forward a p roposa l f o r the s t a r t i n g o f n e g o t i a t i o n s on nuc l ea r dis.ârmament. I t i s 
not the f a u l t o f . t h e Sov i e t Union or o f the s o c i a l i s t c oun t r i e s but undoubtedly tha t o f 
Canada,'s a l l i e s tha t these n e g o t i a t i o n s ha.ve not ye t begun. 'We were ready f o r these 
n e g o t i a t i o n s and we ao-e s t i l l геаЛу f o r them today. W i th the a.ppearance o f the .neutron -
bomb we cons ide r -fchat i t has become a l l the more urgent to undertalce these n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

M r . SOLA "VILA (Cuba.) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Spanish) ; We are i n the h a b i t o f h e a r i n g 
the Un i t ed S t a t e s d e l e ga t i on deny va r i ous a.ccusa.tions that have been таЛе by Cuba o n l y 
to see, a shor t time l a t e r , i n o f f i c i a l documents o f the Un i t ed S ta t e s Senate i t s e l f 
o r i n statements i s s u e d by tha t c o u n t r y ' s l e a d e r s , a r e c o g n i t i o n o f the t r u t h o f the 
charges made by Cuba a.t a time when they vrere den i ed . We might r e c a l l i n t h i s • 
connect ion ••-thé mercenaries ' ' i n v a s i o n o f the Girón beach, o r the Bay o f P i g s as i t 
i s knovm i n U n i t e d S ta t e s l i t e r a t u r e , ' vrhen, a l though the Un i t ed S ta t e s Ambassador to 
the U n i t e d Nat i ons denied the p a r t i c i p a t i o n o f the U n i t e d S ta t es i n the p r e p a r a t i o n 
and f i n a n c i n g o f and the p r o v i s i o n o f a i r support f o r tha t i n v a s i o n , a fevr days . l a t e r 
the P r e s i d e n t of the U n i t e d S ta t e s h i m s e l f acknowledged the f u l l r e s p o n s i b i l i t y o f the 
Un i t ed S ta t e s Government. 

Dur ing the decades o f the 1960s and 1970s the Cuban Governm.ent made repeated- charges, 
a f t e r c ap tu r ing the a c t u a l agents , o f p l a n s f o r the a.ssassina.tion o f our l e a d e r s , a l l 
o f vrhich vrere at that time a lso d e i n i e d by the U n i t e d S ta t e s Government. In the recent 
i n v e s t i g a t i o n s by the U n i t e d S ta t es Senate i n t o the a c t i v i t i e s o f the CIA, the 
a u t h e n t i c i t y and v e r a c i t y o f a l l tha t we s a i d about such p l ans were f u l l y r ecogn i zed . 

We axe g r a t e f u l to Ambassador Flowerree f o r r e f e r r i n g to t h i s m.a.tter, a l though 
vre are s t i l l avra l t ing a response to the fvmdamental ques t i on put by the 
Cuban Government to the U n i t e d S ta t e s Government as to vrhether i t s p l ans f o r 
aggress ion and blockade aga ins t our country-are be ing ma in ta ined . We do not deny 
tha t on 17 J u l y the U n i t e d S ta t e s Government gave the a u t h o r i z a t i o n to which 
Ambassador F lowerree r e f e r r e d . However, vre can s ta t e vrith a.ssurance tha.t by 
27 J u l y not one gramme of the- d i s i n f e c t a n t s heeded to dea l w-ith tha t pest had ajnrived. 
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The susp i c i ons o f our people are based on the exper ienced f a c t s o f 20 years o f 
aggress ion , b lockades and attempted a s s a s s i n a t i o n s . We would not w ish i t to happen 
tha t a shor t t ime from now, i n one o f the memoranda o f one of the genera ls or 
departmental Secretearles o r some other such pe rson , there should appear an acknowledgemen-
o f the t r u t h o f Cuba 's charge and s u s p i c i o n i n t h i s connect ion and a r e f u t a t i o n o f what 
Ambassador Flowerree has c la imed . 

The CH/ilBM/lW; As I announced at the beg inn ing o f t h i s p l enary meet ing, I i n t e n d 
to put before the Committee f o r approval the recommendation contained i n the r epor t o f 
the Ad Hoc Group o f S c i e n t i f i c E x p e r t s to Cons ider I n t e r n a t i o n a l Go-operat i ve Measures 
to Detect and I d e n t i f y Se i smic Events conta ined i n document GD/210. In p a r t i c u l a r , the 
Ad Hoc Group suggested tha t the next s ess i on should be convened from 1-12 March 1982, 
i n Geneva. 

I f there i s no o b j e c t i o n , I w i l l take i t that the Committee approves the 
recommendations o f the Ad Hoc Group. I see no o b j e c t i o n . 

I t was so dec ided . 

The СНАХЕЗДАН; I n accordance w i t h our t ime - t ab l e f o r the present week, I w i l l 
convene now, i n f i v e minutes ' t ime , an i n f o rma l meeting of the Committee to continue 
our c ons i d e ra t i on o f Working Paper No. 44 c on ta in ing the d r a f t r epor t to the 
U n i t e d Nat ions General Assembly, as w e l l as Working Paper No. 45, e n t i t l e d "Dra f t 
d e c i s i o n con ta in ing p roposa l s f o r the f u n c t i o n i n g o f the Committee on Disarmament." 

The next p l enary meeting o f the Committee on Disarmament w i l l be h e l d on 
Thursday, 20 August , at 10.30 a.m. 

The meeting stands adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 4«40 P«ni. 
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The CHAIEMM: In conformi ty v/ith the programme o f work f o r the present"'week, 
the Committee cont inues today i t s c o n s i d e r a t i o n o f the item d e a l i n g w i t h r epo r t s 
o f s u b s i d i a r y bod i e s , as v/ell as the annual r epor t to the Genera l Assembly o f the 
U n i t e d N a t i o n s . 

Before we l i s t e n to the statements o f members who have put t h e i r names dox/n to 
speak today, I would l i k e to i n v i t e the Chairmen o f the Ad Hoc Working Group on 
the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament and the Ad Hoc V/orking Group;on"Chemical 
Weapons to in t roduce the r epo r t s o f those V/orking Groups. The r epo r t s are conta ined 
i n document CD/217 f o r the Ad н:ос V/orking Group on the Comprehensive Programme o f 
Disarmament, and i n document CD/220 f o r the Ad Hoc V/orking Group on Chemical V/eapons. 

M r . GARCIA ROBIiBS (Mexico) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Span i sh ) ; In my capac i ty ' as ' " ' 
Chairman o f the Ad Hoc V/orking Group, on.The Comprehensive Programme o f Disarmament, 
I have the honour o f i n t r o d u c i n g the Group 's repoi-t to the Committee on Disarmament 
on i t s work dur ing the I 9 8 I s e s s i o n . 

I s h a l l do t h i s ve ry b r i e f l y , both because I am w e l l aware o f the need to save 
as much o f the l i t t l e time r ema in ing ' t o the Committee as p o s s i b l e , and because I 
f e e l tha t the r epor t i s — as i s u s u a l l y s a i d i n such cases , a l though here i t i s 
p a r t i c u l a r l y apt — se l f - exp la .na to ry , e s p e c i a l l y i n view o f the f a c t tha t ..the-.-te-xt 
i s supplemented by a f u l l , d e t a i l e d and well-documented annex which conta ins the 
r e s u l t s o f the examinat ion o f the measures which cou ld form stage I o f the programme. 

I t h i n k tha t the conc lus ions appear ing i n paragraph I 7 o f the r epo r t are 
ba lanced and r e a l i s t i c s i n c e , a l though the Working Group has been ab le to make 
cons iderab l e progress i n the e l a b o r a t i o n o f the comprehensive programme o f 
disarmament dur ing the 24 meetings i t has h e l d t h i s y ea r , much s t i l l remains to ' be 
done to r e so l v e c e r t a i n i s s u e s wh i ch , as s t a t ed i n the r e p o r t , are " impor tant and 
complex" . These i s sues undoubtedly i n c lude those r e l a t i n g to the stages o f 
implementat ion and the nature o f the Programme, to v/hich re ference was a l r e a d y made 
i n paragraphs I 3 and I 5 o f l a s t y e a r ' s r epor t and wh ich , as i n d i c a t e d i n paragraph 16 
o f t h i s y e a r ' s r e p o r t , were b r i e f l y cons idered a t the f i r s t two meetings i n I 9 8 I . 

V/hen the work o f the Committee resumes next year — and the V/orking Group has 
recommended tha t t h i s should take p lace on 11 January 1982 — i t w i l l be necessary 
to go i n t o these quest ions more thorough ly , as would seem to be necessary f o r the 
c o n s i d e r a t i o n o f working papers CD/CPD/WP.36/Add.2 and 3 , and CD/CPD/ 1№.52 , which 
cou ld not be cons idered dur ing the cur r en t s e s s i o n , as the r epo r t s t a t e s , f o r l a c k 
o f t ime . 

I should l i k e to mention here t h a t , a t the c l o s i n g s e s s i on o f the Ad Hoc 
Working Group on I7 August , I suggested to the members o f the Group that i t would 
be u s e f u l i f , a t the s t a r t o f the Group 's v/ork next year , i t c ou ld agree on a 
dead l ine f o r the submiss ion o f new p r o p o s a l s . Obv ious ly the v/ord " p r o p o s a l s " i n 
t h i s context should be understood to mean on l y proposa ls on the comprehensive 
programme as a whole o r any o f i t s subs tan t i v e chapters as a whole . Thus i t vrould 
not app l y to those proposa ls f o r a d d i t i o n s , amendments o r d e l e t i o n s which w i l l no 
doubt f r e q u e n t l y be made dur ing the c o n s i d e r a t i o n o f the paragraphs o f those chapte rs , 
and f o r v/hich no dead l ine v/ould be e s t a b l i s h e d . 
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(Mr. G a r c i a Rob les , Mexico) 

L a s t l y , I can t h i n k o f no b e t t e r way o f conc lud ing t h i s b r i e f statement than 
by saying how much I apprec ia t ed the s p i r i t o f c o -ope ra t i on shown by a l l the 
r ep resen ta t i v es who took pa r t i n the гтогк o f the Committee and express ing my s ince re 
g r a t i t u d e 'to M i s s Aída L u i s a L e v i n o f the Un i t ed Nat ions Centre f o r Disarmament f o r 
her s u p e r l a t i v e work as Sec re ta ry o f the Ad Hoc Working Group, which culminated i n 
the p r epa ra t i on o f the r epor t i n document CD/217S to which I have been r e f e r r i n g , 
and o f the very d e t a i l e d and compl icated annex to that r e p o r t . I am a l s o g r a t e f u l 
to' a l l the o ther members o f the S e c r e t a r i a t , both v i s i b l e and i n v i s i b l e , as we 
u s u a l l y say, who l e n t the Group t h e i r a s s i s t a n c e , and e s p e c i a l l y the i n t e r p r e t e r s , 
who so o f t en showed t h e i r g o o d w i l l by go ing on performing t h e i r task w e l l beyond 
normal working hours . 

M r . LIDGARD (Sweden): M r . Chairman, I have the honour to in t roduce the r epor t 
o f the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons, as conta ined i n document CD/220. 

The work o f the Group was c a r r i e d out under the same mandate as i n I98O, which 
many de l ega t i ons r e g r e t t e d , s ince they would have p r e f e r r ed a r e v i s e d mandate which 
would have enabled the Group to i n i t i a t e nego t i a t i ons on the t e x t o f a convent ion . 
Never the less i t v;as g e n e r a l l y agreed tha t the Group made subs tan t i v e progress 
dur ing i t s I98I s e s s i o n . Dur ing t h i s y e a r ' s s e s s i on the Group c a r r i e d out another 
subs tant i ve and more d e t a i l e d examinat ion o f the i s sues to be d ea l t w i t h i n the 
n e g o t i a t i o n o f a convent ion on chemical weapons. This vrork was c a r r i e d on dur ing 
the f i r s t pa r t o f the s e s s i on on the b a s i s o f the o u t l i n e suggested by the Chairman, 
and o f which I have g i v en a more d e t a i l e d account i n the form of a progress r epor t 
as conta ined i n docijment CD/179 o f 23 A p r i l 1981. I thinlc one can say that the 
main b e n e f i t o f t h i s exe rc i s e was tha t a l l de l ega t i ons secured a thorough i n t r o d u c t i o n 
to the va r i ous i s sues and had an ex tens ive exchange o f views on them. 

This summer the Working Group has cons idered d ra f t elements which o r i g i n a l l y 
were presented by the Chairman. The main pa r t o f the r epor t conta ins those e lements, 
a f t e r they have been r e v i s ed on the b a s i s o f statements and o ther comments by the 
members o f the Group. I t vras my i n t e n t i o n thus to e laborate the i n i t i a l framework 
f o r a fu ture chemical vroapons convent i on , vrhich cou ld f a c i l i t a t e f u r t h e r vrork. The 
r e v i s ed elements do no t , hovrover, r e f l e c t a l l the vievrs which emerged on c e r t a i n 
i s sues and they i n c lude elements on which d e l e g a t i o n s ' vievis d i f f e r ed . - Some 
de l ega t i ons d i d not deem i t adv i sab l e a t the present stage to enter i n t o d i s c u s s i o n 
on c e r t a i n elements, i n p a r t i c u l a r some r e l a t e d to the i s s u e s o f v e r i f i c a t i o n . 
These de l ega t i ons cons idered tha t i t vras too e a r l y to do t h i s u n t i l genera l agreement 
had been reached on the scope o f the prohibí-tions. Other d e l e ga t i ons , hovrever, d i d 
express t h e i r op in ions on these e lements, s ince they cons idered that they could be 
examined a t the pi-esent stage o f the woik and vrould c on t r i bu t e to future n e g o t i a t i o n s . 
As you v r i l l n o t i c e , undei" each element there are comments v-rhich c on ta in d i s s e n t i n g 
v i ews . Sometimes, but not a lways , there are a l s o comments vihich record the p o s i t i o n s 
o f de l ega t i ons which opposed these d i s s e n t i n g vievrs. Of course;, de l ega t i ons reserved 
t h e i r r i g h t to cons ider these and o ther proposa ls f u r t h e r a t the appropr ia te t ime . 

The repor t con ta ins a s e r i e s o f recommendations i n - connect ion vrith c o n s u l t a t i o n s 
which the Chairman h e l d on i s sues r e l a t i n g to t o x i c i t y d e t e i m i n a t i o n . The f i r s t 
o f these recommendations i s tha t the Committee should take note o f the r epor t o f 
those c o n s u l t a t i o n s , as conta ined i n CD/C^///V/P.22/Rev.1, o f 23 J u l y 1 9 8 1 , and cons ide r 
i t a s u i t a b l e b a s i s f o r de l ega t i ons to pre-pare f u r t h e r work on methods to be agreed 
f o r t o x i c i t y de terminat ions f o r a chemica l weapons convent i on . 
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(Mr. L i d g a r d , S-rfeden) 

The second recommendation i s tha t c e r t a i n s p e c i f i e d t e c h n i c a l ques t ions on 
t o x i c i t y de t e rmina t i on should he d i s cussed a t the Committee's 1982 s e s s i o n . I t 
i s po in t ed out i n that context tha t e x p e r t i s e , p a r t i c u l a r l y i n t o x i c o l o g y , as w e l l 
as s c i e n t i f i c and t e c h n i c a l background m a t e r i a l , which may be prov ided by 
d e l e g a t i o n s , w i l l be o f va lue f o r such d i s c u s s i o n s . 

The t h i r d recommendation i s tha t f u r t h e r c o n s u l t a t i o n s , s i m i l a r to those h e l d 
t h i s y ea r , should take p lace i n the week 1 - 5 March 1982 on the t e c h n i c a l i s s u e s 
I have j u s t r e f e r r e d t o , un l ess the Committee dec ides otherwise a t the beg inn ing 
o f i t s 1982 s e s s i o n . 

The f o u r t h and f i n a l recommendation i s tha t quest ions r e l a t e d to p o s s i b l e 
a p p l i c a t i o n s o f t o x i c i t y c r i t e r i a i n a chemical weapons convent ion should be taken 
up i n the Committee i n the week t h e r e a f t e r . 

The conc lus ion^ o f the r epor t p r i n c i p a l l y r e a f f i r m tha t the p r o h i b i t i o n o f 
chemica l vreapons and t h e i r d e s t r u c t i o n i s one o f the most urgent measures o f 
disarmament and tha t the c o n c l u s i o n o f such a convent ion i s o f the h i ghes t p r i o r i t y 
i n m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s . The urgency o f a ch i e v ing concrete r e s u l t s to t h i s 
end was e s p e c i a l l y recogn ized i n the l i g h t o f the forthcoming second s p e c i a l 
s e s s i o n o f the Genera l Assembly devoted to disarmament. 

The Group found that a f t e r t h i s y e a r ' s vrerk a convergence o f views had emerged 
on many i s s u e s , but tha t some important d i v e rgenc i es o f v i e w s t i l l e x i s t e d on. 
c e r t a i n e lements . The Group expressed i t s hope tha t the Committee would take due 
account o f the r e s u l t s o f i t s work, as presented i n the r e p o r t , so tha t i t vreuld 
c on t r i bu t e to the process o f n e g o t i a t i n g and e l a b o r a t i n g a chemica l vreapons 
convent i on . P i n a l Iv^j the Group has recommended tha t the Committee should a t the 
beg inn ing o f i t s 1982 s e s s i o n r e - e s t a b l i s h the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical 
Weapons w i t h an a p p r o p r i a t e l y r e v i s e d mandate, vrhich w i l l enable the Committee to 
b u i l d upon the areas o f convergence and to r e so l v e the d i f f e r ence s o f vievrs which 
were i d e n t i f i e d by the Group dur ing the 1980 and 1981 s e s s i o n s , so as to achieve 
agreement on a chemica l vreapons convent ion a t the ea . r l i e s t da t e . 

I f you pe im i t me, I vrish to conclude t h i s p r e s e n t a t i o n o f the- r epo r t by 
express ing my s ince re a p p r e c i a t i o n o f a l l the important and va luab l e c o n t r i b u t i o n s 
which de l ega t i ons have g i v en to our endeavour i n the Working Group. I have been 
deeply convinced o f the earnest w i l l o f everybody to reach a p o s i t i v e and f i n a l 
r e s u l t i n the n e g o t i a t i o n s on a chemical weapons convent ion as soon as p o s s i b l e . 
Our vrork has sometimes been h a r d ; our endurance may have been t e s t e d , but the 
s p i r i t . o f c o - ope ra t i on which has p r e v a i l e d a l l through our vrerk has been the 
f i n e s t reward I cou ld have rece ived . . As I have s a i d on another o c c a s i o n , the 
p o s s i b i l i t y o f the s u r v i v a l o f the elements which we have e l abo ra t ed r e s t s e n t i r e l y 
on t h e i r ovm s t r e n g t h ; I am moderate ly o p t i m i s t i c i n tha t r e s p e c t . 

My s ince r e thanks a l s o go to M r s . L i s e l o t t e V/aldheim-Natural f o r her ve ry 
s k i l f u l and exper ienced a s s i s t ance as Sec re ta ry o f the Working Group, as vre l l as 
to her a s s i s t a n t s i n the s e c r e t a r i a t and to the i n t e r p r e t e r s f o r t h e i r va luab l e 
c o l l a b o r a t i o n . 
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The CHAIRMAN; I thank the Chairmen o f the Ad Hoc VJorking Group on the 
Comprehensive Programme o f Disarmament and o f the Ad Hoc Working Group on 
Chemical V/eapons f o r t h e i r statements ir : . troducing the repo.vts o f the Working Groups. 
I i n t end to take up the r epo r t s o f the four V/orking Groups f o r c o n s i d e r a t i o n and 
a c t i o n by the Committee l a t e r today, a f t e r we conclude our l i s t o f speakers and 
other pending b u s i n e s s . 

In view o f the тдтЬег o f statements to be made a t t h i s p l enary meet ing, we, 
might need to suspend the p l enary and continue t h i s a f t e rnoon . Immediately a f t e r 
the a f te rnoon meeting I i n t end to convene an in f o rma l meeting o f the Committee to 
cons ider the conc lud ing paragraphs under va r i ous s ec t i ons o f the r epo r t o f the 
Committee to the Genera l Assembly o f the Un i t ed Na t i ons , a,s agreed upon i n the 
d r a f t i n g group Vihich has been meeting durir ig the l a s t few days . 

M r . ONKELII'DC (Belgium) ( t r a n s l a t e d from F rench ) ; As the work o f the 
1981 s e s s i on o f the Committee on Disarmament draws to a c l o s e , our de l e ga t i on 
vrould l i k e to make some genera l comments on the r e s u l t s o f our d e l i b e r a t i o n s — 
r e s u l t s wh ich , a l though not e n t i r e l y nega t i v e , a r e , as everyone w i l l agree, r a t h e r 
meagre. 

Desp i te the d i f f i c u l t i e s i n vo l v ed i n t h i s exe rc i s e o f r e f l e c t i o n , we f i n a l l y 
decided to embark on i t because i t seemed to us e s s e n t i a l , i n the present p o l i t i c a l 
c i rcumstances , to t r y to dravr the l essons o f the recent past i n order the b e t t e r to 
prepare ourse lves f o r coming events and the future vrork o f our Committee. 

Our f i r s t comment v / i l l concern the meagre concrete r e s u l t s achieved i n terms 
o f n e g o t i a t i o n , dur ing the I98I s e s s i o n . I t i s t rue tha t the main reason f o r t h i s 
s i t u a t i o n , v/hich a l l o f us must r e g r e t , i s the d e t e r i o r a t i o n i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
r e l a t i o n s s ince the end o f 1979. 

Our 1980 s e s s i on a l s o concluded w i thout s u b s t a n t i a l r e s u l t s . 

However, i f we look back beyond the past two yea rs , v/e have to admit that 
the second h a l f o f the 1970s v/as very unproduct ive i n the disarmament sphere, and 
tha,t f o r n e a r l y 10 years nov/ r e a l p o s s i b i l i t i e s f o r n e g o t i a t i o n a t the m u l t i l a t e r a l 
l e v e l have ceased to e x i s t . 

Thus, a l though events o f a p o l i t i c a l nature and d i s turbances o f the balance 
have r e c e n t l y g i v en r i s e to a c t i o n — r e a c t i o n phenomena v/hich are h a r d l y p r o p i t i o u s 
f o r achievements i n disarmament ma t t e r s , the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community ought a l s o 
to t r y to perce ive the more remote and perhaps deeper reasons why our achievements 
have petered out and most o f our e f f o r t s have f a i l e d . 

In the d i f f i c u l t p e r i od through which we are p a s s i n g , the Committee on 
Disarmament has not been capable o f p r o v i d i n g the sma l l e s t chance o f p rogress , 
however s l i g h t , i n an e f f o r t to r e s t a r t a process v/hich has come to a h a l t . 

Rather than t r y i n g to i d e n t i f y the ca tegor i es or groups o f c oun t r i e s r e s p o n s i b l i 
f o r t h i s r e g r e t t ab l e s i t u a t i o n , the B e l g i a n d e l e ga t i on , c ons i d e r s i t more u s e f u l 
f o r the fu ture o f our e f f o r t s to o f f e r some very genera l comments on our methods 
o f a c t i o n and the use we make o f the remarkable instrument we have i n our Committee. 
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(Mr. Oiíkelinx, Belgium) 

In the f i r s t p l a c e , the 1981 s e s s i o n , as compared w i t h the preced ing s e s s i o n , 
v r i l l a t l e a s t have had the mer i t t ha t we have concentrated our a t t e n t i o n more on 
the programme o f work which we ourse l ves adopted, and that -/e have avoided engaging 
i n p o l i t i c a l and procedura l d i s c u s s i o n s vrhich have noth ing to do w i t h the n e g o t i a t i n g 
f u n c t i o n o f t h i s Committee. 

And i t i s undoubtedly t h i s task o f n e g o t i a t i o n that vre ought a l l to t h i n k about 
more when we are c ons ide r ing our a c t i o n s and our s tatements . Po i ' a l though f o r the 
most p a r t we have managed to avo id p rocedura l debates i n our vrork, never the l ess i t 
has too o f t en been burdened by r h e t o r i c a l speeches and academic d i s cuss i ons - which 
have i n no way he lped us to make progress on the sub jec ts under n e g o t i a t i o n i n the 
Committee. 

I f we want i n the fu ture to t r y to achieve r e a l l y concrete r e s u l t s i n the 
spheres o f n e g o t i a t i o n , our de legat ions ought no t , I th in lc , to a l l o w themselves to 
be d i s t r a c t e d by o v e r l y t h e o r e t i c a l sub jec ts the d i s c u s s i o n o f vr i i ich, i n our v iew, 
f a l l s r a t h e r v/ i th in the"competence o f such forums as the Genera l Assembly and the 
U n i t e d Nat ions Disarmament Commission. 

A s t r i c t e r adherence to the d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n i n the nature o f the v a r i ous 
U n i t e d Nat ions bodies d ea l i ng v/ith disarmament problems would , i t seems to me, he l p 
prevent the occurrence i n the Committee on Disarmament o f d i s c u s s i o n s tha t are more 
appropr i a t e to the i n t e r n a t i o n a l d e l i b e r a t i v e b o d i e s . 

However, to r e v e r t to the Committee 's vrork a t i t s present s e s s i o n , vre may ask 
ourse l ves whether we have i n f a c t f u l f i l l e d our mandate f o r n e g o t i a t i o n when we 
have had an oppo r tun i t y to do so . U n f o r t u n a t e l y , i t seems to us tha t r e a l e f f o r t s 
to seek the necessary compromises have been r e l a t i v e l y r a r e . A l l too f r e q u e n t l y , 
de l ega t i ons have s imp ly repeated t h e i r p o s i t i o n s and argiments ad nauseam,' vrithout 
once t r y i n g to prov ide an opening f o r a p o s s i b l e compromise. The best example i s 
undoubtedly the work on the p r o h i b i t i o n o f r a d i o l o g i c a l vreapons, where each 
d e l e g a t i o n has s tuck to i t s p o s i t i o n , a l though progress appeared p o s s i b l e i n the 
n e g o t i a t i o n s . When ;/e resume our v/ork i n 1982, v.re s h a l l have to cons ide r p r o p o s i t i o n s 
o ther than those tha t d i v ide - us i f we want to be able to conclude our vrork on t h i s 
mat te r . 

S i m i l a r l y , w i t h regard to the comprehensive programme o f disarmament, f o r 
vrhich we have a mandate w i t h an abso lute t i m e - l i m i t , our e f f o r t s , v/hich w i l l 
undoubtedly be resimaed very e a r l y i n January , w i l l demand c l a r i t y o f purpose, 
r e a l i sm and the w i l l to succeed on the pa r t o f a l l the groups i f vre v/ish to avo id 
p resent ing the General Assembly a t i t s second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n on disarmament v/ith 
a mosaic o f po in t s o f view which u l t i m a t e l y prove i r r e c o n c i l a b l e . 

V/ith regard to chemical weapons, we p a i ' t i c u l a r l y apprec i a t ed the f a c t that 
the V/orking Group v/as a b l e , w i t h the agreement o f a l l p a r t i c i p a n t s , to develop 
the elements o f a p o s s i b l e agreement, and tha t desp i t e the l i m i t a t i o n s imposed by 
a r a t h e r r e s t r i c t i v e mandate. However, i f vre r e a l l y v/ish to make progress towards 
the c o n c l u s i o n o f a t r e a t y , we must reach agreement a t the next s e s s i o n on accepted 
fórmulas or i t v / i l l be almost imposs ib l e to r e c o n c i l e the g rea t conceptua l 
i i f f e r e n c e s which s t i l l e x i s t . 

V/ith regard to s e c u r i t y assurances , here too some i n t e r e s t i n g proposa l s have 
been made. And next year the p o s s i b i l i t i e s , f o r agree ing on arrangements, hov/ever 
smal l they may be , should not be i gnored even i f not a l l the b a s i c concerns o f the 
aon-nuclear-weapon Sta tes which have chosen non-al ignment can be f u l l y s a t i s f i e d 
from the o u t s e t . 



C D / P V . 1 4 8 
1 1 

(Mr. Onke l i i tx , Belgium) 

Our Committee has yet to prove i t s c o l l e c t i v e c a p a c i t y f o r n e g o t i a t i o n . Once 
the areas f o r n e g o t i a t i o n have been d e f i n ed , each de l e ga t i on must show f l e x i b i l i t y 
and a w i l l to achieve the g o a l , v i i thout polemics o r d o c t r i n a i r e debates and 
avo id ing those o v e r l y t h e o r e t i c a l d i s c u s s i o n s which cannot c on t r i bu t e anyth ing to 
our work. 

The excess ive d i s p e r s i o n o f our e f f o r t s , t oo , i s h a r d l y a guarantee o f success . 
The h i s t o r y o f disarmament s ince the 1960s has shown us tha t n e g o t i a t i o n cannot be 
undertaken on a l l sub jec ts a t the same t ime, and that every oppo r tun i t y o f reaching 
an agreement should be s e i z e d . 

I f , i n 1971? "bhe Conference o f the Committee on Disarmament had not agreed to 
negot ia te on chemical weapons and b a c t e r i o l o g i c a l weapons s e p a r a t e l y , the convent ion 
p r o h i b i t i n g the l a t t e r might not yet have been adopted, even today. 

In 1982, the four Working Groups should r e s i d e t h e i r task very q u i c k l y . The 
f o rmu la t i on o f t h e i r mandates should not c o n s t i t u t e a major o b s t a c l e . And vre hope 
that the mandate o f the V/orking Group on Chemical Weapons v r i l l go f u r t h e r than the 
one which has guided our vrork dur ing the past two s e s s i o n s . In t h i s comiec t i on , 
my de l e ga t i on notes w i t h s a t i s f a c t i o n tha t the Ad Hoc Working Group has proposed 
that i t s next mandate should enable the Committee to r eso l ve the subs tan t i v e 
d i ve rgenc i es o f views vrhich were i d e n t i f i e d dur ing i t s 1980 and I98I s e s s i o n s . 

S i m i l a r l y , a t the beg inn ing o f the next s e s s i o n , the complete p r o h i b i t i o n o f 
nuc l ea r t e s t s cou ld form the subjec t o f an appropr ia t e p rocedura l d e c i s i o n enab l ing 
the Committee to dea l w i t h the substance o f the ma t t e r . 

On these l a s t tvro s u b j e c t s , chemica l weapons and the c e s s a t i o n o f nuc l ea r 
t e s t s , my de l e ga t i on has always cons idered that the m u l t i l a t e r a l approach and 
separate t a l k s among the p r i n c i p a l S ta tes concerned were complementary, one to 
another , and l i k e l y to ensure the f i n a l success o f both sets o f n e g o t i a t i o n s . 
Belgium has not changed i t s p o i n t o f viev;. I t there fore e a r n e s t l y appeals f o r the 
r a p i d reeumption o f these t a l k s and t r u s t s that i n t e r n a t i o n a l c ond i t i ons v / i l l make 
them p o s s i b l e i n the f a i r l y near f u t u r e , perhaps before we meet aga in next February . 

On the o ther hand, v/e do not t h i n k tha t i t would be appropr ia t e to contemplate 
the s e t t i n g up o f a working group on matters wh ich , however important they may be , 
do not l end themselves, a t the present s tage , to n ego t i a t i ons o f a m u l t i l a t e r a l 
c h a r a c t e r . Me f e e l that such matters should cont inue to form the subjec t o f separate 
t a l k s w i t h i n the framev/ork o f a process v/hich we hope v / i l l deve lop . 

The past 10 years o f disarmament e f f o r t s have, I r epea t , h a r d l y been p r o d u c t i v e . 
I t would be p o i n t l e s s to t r y to l a y the blame f o r these poor r e s u l t s on a p a r t i c i i l a r 
category o r group o f c o u n t r i e s . But each State ou^ht to undertake a c a r e f u l and 
consc i en t i ous examinat ion o f i t s ov/n conduct , o f the opt ions i t has chosen, and o f 
the views and doc t r ines i t has uphe ld a l l through these y e a r s . 

Some S ta tes cou ld perhaps e i t h e r adopt a more f l e x i b l e approach to working 
methods o r somewhat modify t h e i r p o s i t i o n s as regards c e r t a i n opt ions f o r n ego t i a t i ons 

Belg ium be l i e v e s tha t these changes i n a t t i t u d e cou ld take p lace v/ithout any 
r i s k to the s e c u r i t y c ond i t i ons o f our S t a t e s . But these m o d i f i c a t i o n s and 
adjustments o f a t t i t u d e , these eas ings o f p o s i t i o n s , v/hich are necessary i n order 
to break the deadlock, would he lp b r i n g about more s u b s t a n t i a l progress i n the 
f u t u r e , to the b e n e f i t o f the e n t i r e i n t e r n a t i o n a l community. 
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Mr. de sauz A e SILVA ( B r a z i l ) г Mr . Chairman, at the c l o s i n g of t l i i s y e a r ' s 
s e ss i on of the Conmiittee on Disarmament, many de l ega t i ons talce the f l o o r to o f f e r 
t h e i r o\-m i n d i v i d u a l views on our performance. The B r a z i l i a n d e l e g a t i o n , l iav ing 
a s s o c i a t e d i t s e l f w i t h the document of assessment of the Group of 21, wishes to add 
a few genera l remarks. 

The t h i r d s e s s i on of the Committee has gone hy wi thout s i g n i f i c a n t r e s u l t s i n any 
of i t s p r i o r i t y i t e m s . M o p t i m i s t i c observer might see an excep t i on i n the i tem on 
chemical weapons. The conc lus i ons of the Working Group on the subjec t have r e k i n d l e d 
the f a i n t hope of a ch i e v ing a p rocedura l d e c i s i o n on i t s new mandate, so as to a l l ow 
the Committee to s t a r t n e g o t i a t i n g the t ex t of a convent ion next y ea r . Real p rogress , 
however, a l l of us would agree, has been v i r t u a l l y n o n - e x i s t e n t , i n p rocedura l as 
vre l l as i n subs tan t i v e ques t i ons . We c e r t a i n l y can po in t to the many pages of r epo r t s 
i n which a l l ques t ions on our agenda are d e a l t v d t h , sometimes very e x t e n s i v e l y and 
i n great d e t a i l ; but vre have t r a v e l l e d no f u r t h e r than our predecessois on the road 
to n e g o t i a t i n g disarmament agreements. 

Many of us have t r i e d to descr ibe the causes f o r t h i s i m m o b i l i t y , and many of us 
have pa in t ed w i t h dark overtones the dangers i nhe r en t i n the course taken by those 
who cont inue b u i l d i n g up on t h e i r a l r eady excess ive a r s e n a l s . Yet the response from 
the two main m i l i t a i y a l l i a n c e s , • and p a r t i c u l a r l y from the tvro superpovrers, amounts to 
l i t t l e more than mere mutual accusat ions about v/hich one betv/een them i s r e s p o n s i b l e 
f o r the massive e s c a l a t i o n i n t h e i r m i l i t a r y might . We l i s t e n i n v/orried s i l e n c e as 
each one of them desc r ibes i n d e t a i l the reasons v/hy i t s s e c u r i t y v / i l l be b e t t e r 
pro tec ted by adding a few more megatons to and improv ing the accuracy of i t s d e l i v e r y 
systems, or by malcing those systems undetec tab le to the r i v a l ' s r adar netv/ork, o r b y 
"modern i z ing " the warheads aimed at each o t h e r ' s t e r r i t o r y . T h e i r s t a t ed p o s i t i o n s on 
s e c u r i t y assurances , f o r i n s t a n c e , stem from the c o n v i c t i o n tha t t h e i r own secv i r i t y 
requirements' shou ld p r e v a i l over any o ther c o n s i d e r a t i o n s . We hear them argue i n 
unison that a t r e a t y d ea l i ng vr i th weapons tha t do not e x i s t must not mention the 
armaments they •• I r eady possess , except to exclude those weapons from the scope of the ' 
p r o h i b i t i o n . We v/atch vr i th disappointment t h e i r r e luc tance to accept any b i n d i n g 
commitment to the implementat ion of a comprehensive programme of disarmament. We 
l i s t e n i n bewilderment to them saying that new systems of v/eapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n 
are s imple " c onven t i ona l n u c l e a r v/eapons" designed f o r theat re use , so tha t we should 
l o t r e a l l y have anyth ing to f e a r from t h e i r appearance. 

A f t e r a l l , v/e are t o l d , something myster ious and apparent l y u n a t t a i n a b l e , u s u a l l y 
i e s c r i b e d as " b a l a n c e " , must 'be mainta ined at a l l c o s t s , oven at tho cost o f 
i n c r eas ing every n a t i o n ' s i n s e c u r i t y and at the mounting r i s k of w ip ing out l i f e on 
the p l a n e t . Each s ide seems to act c o n s t a n t l y under the assumption tha t the "ba l ance " 
i s always about to be t i pped i n favour of the opponent, so tha t n e i t h e r of the tv/o 
3ver cons iders that balance has been ach ieved . Consequently, each superpov/er, or t h e i r 
n i l i t a r y a l l i e s , seem to exper ience the constant need to e x p l a i n to those not be long ing 
to t h e i r a l l i a n c e s , as w e l l as to t h e i r ov/n peop l es , how important i t i s to counteract 
the e v i l machinat ions of the o ther s i d e . -Each s ide pe rce i ves the a c t i v i t i e s of the 
3ther as u n f a i l i n g l y r e s u l t i n g i n the d i s turbance of the ba lance , thus c r e a t i n g the 
Imperat ive , urgent and j u s t i f i e d n e c e s s i t y of i t s r e d r e s s . 

We cannot, t h e r e f o r e , subscr ibe to the con t en t i on of t h e • d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
representa t i ve o f the USSR, ;\mbassador I s s r a e l y a n , l a s t Thursday, v/hen he s t a t e d that 
the maintenance o f the e x i s t i n g m i l i t a r y and s t r a t e g i c balance between the USSR and 
fche Un i t ed States o f -Amer i ca , and betv/een the Warsaw Pact and IWiTO, o b j e c t i v e l y serves 
to safeguard peace on our p l a n e t . . 
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Th is Committee i s not a court of j u s t i c e tha t must pass judgement on the 
i n t e n t i o n s of n a t i o n s 5 nor was i t c reated to dec ide whose defence p o l i c i e s are r i g h t 
and v/hose are v/rong. I t i s a, m u l t i l a t e r a l body e s t a b l i s h e d by the f r e e w i l l o f e v e r y 
Member of the Un i t ed Na t i ons , through a consensual document, w i t h the s p e c i f i c and 
agreed purpose of n e g o t i a t i n g disa.rmament agreements. I t would be l o g i c a l to expect 
from i t s members the w i l l to explore a l l p o s s i b i l i t i e s conducive to the r e a l i z a t i o n 
o f the ob j e c t i v e s of t h i s Committee, as they have been expressed i n the P i n a l Boc-ument 
of the f i r s t s p e c i a l s e ss i on of the Genera l Assembly devoted to disarmament'. 

I t seems to us h i g h l y s t range , the r e f o r e , tha t de l ega t i ons to the ComBÙttee on 
Bisarmament conf ine t h e i r p a r t i c i p a t i o n to the u t t e rance o f vague i n d i c a t i o n s of t h e i r 
d ed i c a t i on to an i d e a l wor ld i n v/hich armaments, o r doc t r ines of nuclea-r de ter rence , 
would no l onger be necessary . I t i s even s t ranger when these i n d i c a t i o n s are coupled 
w i t h the c l e a r warning tha t they i n t e n d to pursvie the armaments race , r egard l ess of 
v/hat o thers may t h i n k . The i n t e r n a t i o n a l community would expect from the n u c l e a r -
v/eapon Pov/ers, v/Mch have recogn ized t h e i r s p e c i a l r e s p o n s i b i l i t y , a m.ore a c t i v e 
engagement i n u t i l i z i n g the m u l t i l a t e r a l machinery to f u r t h e r ob j e c t i v e s to v/hich they 
have agreed, i n s t e a d of mere ly paying l i p - s e r v i c e to the outward apsects or to, the 
o v e r - a l l purposes of t h i s Committee. 

¥e b e l i e v e , as the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep r e s en ta t i v e of the Un i t ed S t a t e s , 
Ambassador F lowerree , s a i d l a s t Thursday, tha t moral r e c t i t u d e i s not the e x c l u s i v e 
proper ty of any n a t i o n o r groiip of n a t i o n s . Mora l r e c t i t u d e i s , I submit , a pa r t of 
the common t reasure of mankind as a whole. The ou t c r y at the u n b r i d l e d race tov/ards 
the i l l u s i o n o f abso lute m i l i t a r y s u p e r i o r i t y does not come on l y from i n d i v i d u a l 
de l ega t ions around t h i s t a b l e , but from every corner o f the e a r t h , e s p e c i a l l y from the 
peoples that f e e l more thi-eatened by t h i s s t a t e o f a f f a i r s . No i n d i v i d u a l de l ega t i on 
c la ims the monopoly of moral v i r t u e ; v/e do c l a i m , however, the r i g h t , and indeed the 
duty, to po in t out that to nego t i a t e f o r disarmament i s the on l y p o s s i b l e course f o r 
s u r v i v a l i n the n u c l e a r age. 

Dur ing the present s ess i on of the Committee, many de l ega t i ons pressed t h i s same 
po in t again and a g a i n . The n u c l e a r arms race feeds on i t s e l f and i s l ead ing the 
v/orld i n exo rab l y c l o s e r to the b r i n k of i t s own d e s t r u c t i o n . There i s n o way out but 
to face the u l t i m a t e r e a l i t y — e i t h e r we nego t i a t e o r v/e p e r i s h . Or, to paraphrase 
the l a t e P res ident Eisenhower, there i s no a l t e r n a t i v e to n e g o t i a t i o n . " N e g o t i a t i o n " 
does not s imply mean b i l a t e r a l accommodation of the r i v a l v/ar machines at h i gher l e v e l s 
of d e s t ruc t i v eness , a process i n v/hich each s ide gets r i d of the obso l e te ,and l e s s 
e f f i c i e n t systems and concentrates on the cur r en t t u r n of the arms s p i r a l . To 
"nego t i a t e " does not s imply mean to " c o n t r o l " , n u c l e a r armament, because t h i s no t i on 
assumes that the ob jec t of such c o n t r o l — n a m e l y , the deadly nuc l e a r a r sena l s — i s 
here to s tay f o r ever, as a monopoly of t h e i r present possessors . To nego t i a t e , I 
submit , means to take due accovnt of a l l aspects o f r e a l i t y , and not s imply of the 
narrow s e c u r i t y pe rcep t i ons of the two r i v a l a l l i a n c e s ; i t i m p l i e s an open, f rank 
and f o rward- l ook ing a t t i t u d e , . c o u p l e d v/ith the humble r e c o g n i t i o n that o ther n a t i o n s ' 
s e c u r i t y i s as important and as wortl iy of a t t e n t i o n and respect as one 's own. No 
i n d i v i d u a l n a t i o n ho lds a mandate to decide by i t s e l f how the s e c u r i t y of o thers i s 
best served ; n e i t h e r i s any na t i on e n t i t l e d to j eopard i ze • the secur i t j^ of the whole 
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world i n attempting to secure i t s ov/n. My delegation earnestly hopes that the 
proceedings of the I98I session, and the interpreta t ion of i t s lack of resu l t s h y -
the Governments concerned, w i l l hring ahout a change of pei-ception of the r o l e of 
t h i s Committee that v / i l l permit the m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiat ing body to f i l f i l the 
objectives for v/hich i t was establ ished. 

Mr. ERDEMBILEG (Mongolia) ('translated from Russian); The Mongolian delegation, 
i n i t s capa.city as co-ordinator of a group of s o c i a l i s t countries during the 'month 
of A^ogust, today has the honour of malcing a statement on behalf of the delegations 
of Bulgar ia , Czechoslovalcia, the Genaan Democratic Republic, Huiigary, Poland, the 
Soviet Union and Mongolia sumiaing up the resu l t s of the 1931 session of the 
Committee on Di3a.rmament, 

The present session of the Committee on Disarmament has taken place i n a 
d x f f i c u l t in ternat iona l s i t u a t i o n , i n conditions i n which there v/â s a marked increase 
i n the a c t i v i t i e s of the opponents of peace, detente and disarmament, v/ho v/ere' 
endeavouring to impose on the v/orld a q u a l i t a t i v e l y new round i n the armaraents race 
and v/orking i n the d i r e c t i o n of the exacerbation of internat ional tension. 

Even i n these circumstances the s o c i a l i s t countries, acting on the basis of t h e i r 
'" "fundamental p o l i c y i n disarmament matters, have consistent ly and with i n i t i a t i v e 

adopted i n the Committee an approaxh aimed at constructive negotiations and the 
achievement of concrete agreements for the curbing of the arms race. 

Among the noteworthy events v/hich took pla.ce during th i s session of the 
Committee on Disarmament v/ei-e the Congress of the Commi"inist Party of the Soviet Union 
and the congresses of the fraternal, part ies of other s o c i a l i s t countries . At these 
congresses nevr major i n i t i a t i v e s and proposals were put forv/ard aimed a,t the checking 
of the arms race and the safeguarding of world peace. 

During the Committee's I9SI session the delegations of the s o c i a l i s t countr ies , 
аъз alv/ays, played an act ive part v/ith respect to a l l the questions on the agenda and 
put fori.ia,rd a large number of construct.ive proposals aimed at achieving r e a l progress 
i n the sphere of disarmament. 

Those delegations have consistent ly urged the e a r l i e s t possible s tart i n the 
Committee of negotiations on the v i t a l l y important question of the cessation of the 
nuclear arms race and nuclear disanaament. The delegation of the German Democratic 
Republic, put"blng forv/ard a p.roposal v/hich eзфressed the general pos i t ion of the 
s o c i a l i s t countries , presented to the Committee decumbent CD/195, i n v/hich i t was 
proposed that consultations should be held wi th in "fche framework of the Committee 
i n order to prepare concrete negotiations on t h i s question. The s o c i a l i s t countries 
also continued to s t r i ve to bring about the establishment of a v/ork-ing group to 
conduct negotiations on the question of nuclear disarmaiaent. Ilov/ever, ov/ing to the 
p o s i t i o n adopted by cer ta in nuclear-weapon States i t proved impossible again t h i s 
session to achieve agreement on these proposals. 

The s o c i a l i s t countries , l i k e тал.у other States, vigorously condeimi the 
decis ion of the Government of the United States to begin production of neutron 
weapons, regarding t h i s decision аз a challenge to the cause of peace and disarmament. 
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In i n i t i a t i n g the f u l l - s c a l e p roduc t i on of neutron weapons the Un i t ed Sta tes i s 
t a k i n g a step towards p u t t i n g i n t o p r a c t i c e the doc t r ine of a " l i m i t e d n u c l e a r war" 
and i n c r e a s i n g the p r o b a b i l i t y of the e s c a l a t i o n o f aimed c o n f l i c t to the s c a l e , o f 
a genera l nuc l e a r war. 

The s o c i a l i s t c oun t r i e s i n document CD/219 v h l c h they put before the Committee, 
c a l l e d f o r the urgent es tab l ishment of an ad hoc working group f o r the p r epa ra t i on of 
an i n t e r n a t i o n a l convent ion on the p r o h i b i t i o n of the p roduc t i on , s t o c k p i l i n g , 
deployment and use of neutron weapons. A d r a f t of such a convent ion was put before 
the Committee f o r i t s c o n s i d e r a t i o n by the s o c i a l i s t count r i e s as long ago as i n 
1978 (document •CCD/559). Th i s time aga in , too , however, the western Powers b locked 
the establ ishment of such a vrorking group. 

The s o c i a l i s t c oun t r i e s a t t a ch g r ea t importance to the complete and genera l 
p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear-vreapon t e s t s . They are f u l l y r e so l v ed to do a l l i n t h e i r 
power" to b r i n g about the c e s sa t i on of n u c l e a r t e s t s i n a l l spheres and by a l l those 
who ca r r y them ou t . The s o c i a l i s t covintr ies have c o n s i s t e n t l y urged the Committee-on 
Disarmament, i n which a l l f i v e nuclear-weapon Pov/ers are represented , to p l a y an 
a c t i v e pa r t i n t h i s mat t e r . And here they themselves took the i n i t i a t i v e by 
propos ing , as d i d the Group o f 21, the s e t t i n g up of an ad hoc working group on t h i s 
ques t i on . Un fo r tuna t e l y , c e r t a i n nuclear-weapon States have prevented the 
Committee on Disarmament from beg inning m u l t i l a t e r a l nego t i a t i ons on t h i s urgent 
problem vrhich bears upon the i n t e r e s t s o f a l l mankind. 

Convinced that the work of the Committee on Disarmament i n t h i s connect ion would . 
be g r e a t l y a s s i s t e d by the success fu l c onc lus i on of the t r i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s , the 
s o c i a l i s t c oun t r i e s appealed to the Un i t ed Sta tes and the Un i t ed Kingdom to resume 
those nego t i a t i ons v/ithout de l ay . They a l so supported the appeal o f the Sov i e t Union 
to the o ther p a r t i c i p a n t s i n the t r i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s to vrork out together ansvrers 
to the quest ions put by the Group o f 21 and a l so by o ther d e l e ga t i ons . 

V/ith respect to the qviestion of the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemácal vreapons, the s o c i a l i s t 
count r i e s endeavoured to secure the c o n s o l i d a t i o n and c on t i nua t i on o f the progress 
achieved at e a r l i e r stages of the d i s c u s s i o n of t h i s ques t ion i n the Committee on 
Disarmament. They are s a t i s f i e d at the f a c t tliat, on a number of subs tan t i v e aspects 
of the fu tu re convent ion , a d e f i n i t e degree o f mutual understanding has been reached 
among the ma j o r i t y of the S t a t e s members of the Committee. This j u s t i f i e s a hope 
f o r f u r t h e r progress tov-rards the e a r l i e s t p o s s i b l e acMevement of agreement on the 
ques t i on of the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons. The s o c i a l i s t c oun t r i e s dec la re that 
they v r i l l g i ve the Commàttee t h e i r f u l l support tovrards t h i s end. 

The s o c i a l i s t c oun t r i e s cont inue to cons ide r that the ques t ion of the p r o h i b i t i o n 
of nevr types and nevr systems of weapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n i s an important element 
i n the vrork of the Committee, which should concern i t s e l f vrith t h i s ques t i on more 
a c t i v e l y and s e r i o u s l y , u s ing f o r t h i s purpose vrhatever means are a v a i l a b l e to i t , 
i n c l u d i n g the s e t t i n g up of an ad hoc group of e xpe r t s . The past sess ion ,has confirmed 
the complex i ty of the v a r i ous problems connected w i t h new types o f vreapons o f mass 
d e s t r u c t i o n and the need f o r the competent study of those problems by s p e c i a l i s t s . The 
i n f o rma l meetings o f the Committee vr i th the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of eJфerts vrhich were h e l d 
i n t h i s connect ion i n response to a proposa l by the Hungarian Peop l e ' s Republ ic 
(CD/174) r e vea l ed the n e c e s s i t y and d e s i r a b i l i t y of s e t t i n g up an ad hoc group o f 
q u a l i f i e d governmental experts on t h i s q u e s t i o n . 
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The de l ega t i ons of thc s o c i a l i s t c oun t r i e s b e l i e v e t l i a t i n 19^1 the Cormiittee 
on Disarmament cou ld have completed tl-io d r a f t i n g of a t r e a t y on гЬо uro] l i b i t i on of 
r a d i o l o g i c a l vreapons. They note, vri .t l i-regret tha t i t fi id not prove p o s s i b l e to do so . 
The s o c i a l i s t c oun t r i e s conf i rm t h e i r i n t e n t i o n o f v.-orlcing a c t i v c l ; - tovro-rdi; the 
e a r l i e s t p o s s i b l e complet ion o f th',^ vrorlc on tho p r o p a r a t i c n of such a t r e a t y . 

The de legat ions, o f the s o c i a l i s t conntrio;3 a t t a c h the importance duo to i t to 
the e l a b o r a t i o n o f a com-prehonsivo programma of '.'.'iBairaarient. They }ia.vo ги-ged tha t 
the va r i ous stages to be v:orked out vrLthin tîic fraHC\?or3: of .tlie .jomproiiensivo 
prograximo o f disarmament should com.priae the ma.;<iEum i i o s s i b l c nvjnbcr o f concrete 
measures l oad ing to thc u l t i j i i a t e goal of genorrJ ;inà coi.îplota ' l isaiTiamont, and tha t 
the e n t i r e progr:TJ7ime should be o r i e n t e d tnvarda the aclrLcvem.ent of p r a . c t i c a l 
agreements i n the spliore o f thc i ; a l t i n g of the a.rm;j ra,co and disarmajnent. Át the sane 
time they do not cons ider tha t i t v;culd bo advisable; to i n c lude i n tho comprehensive 
programme o f disarmament p r o v i s i o n s concerning p r i n c i p l c a . . mechanisms and procedures,- -
vihich are r e f l e c t e d i n d e t a i l i n the P i n a l Document o f the f i r s t tp-.-^aial s ess i on o f 
the Un i t ed r fat ions Generaj-l Assembly devoted to disaaTiamont, I t vvOiU.l t l i e ro fore be 
s u f f i c i e n t , i n t h e i r viov,"-, mere ly to i n c lude i n the com-prehcnsivc programme of 
disarmament ro feroncos to tho r o l c v a i i t ¡Ji-ovisions of th-..- P ina. l Dociraont. 

The s o c i a l i s t countr ies- cons ider that, tl ie ;?ol:.;tion o f 'tiio q-u-jstion of 
s t r eng then ing the s e c u r i t y g';).arantcüs of t h e ï-ion-nucloar-v/oapcn Sta tes i a an urgx,nt 
t a s k . They have c o n s i s t e n t l y ci,dvoca.ted tho propara,t ion and oonclMsion of an 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l convent ion on t h i s sv ibjcct , and reg re t tl'irvt l'b.r-j a^gain i t hax not boon 
p o s s i b l e up to. now f o r thc Corc-iittee to proceed t r th.; d r a f t i n g o f the t ex t o f such a 
convent ion owing to the nega.tiv-a a . t t i tude a.doptod by c e r t a i n ni'clcar-v/oapon Povrers 
and t h e i r a l l i e s . 

In t h i s connec t ion they are convinced tha t the Coi-unittoe on Disarmament ou^?ht 
w i thout de lay a l s o to undertake n e g o t i a t i o n s f o r tho purpose of e l a b o r a t i n g o.n 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l agreement on tho n o n - s t a t i o n i n g o f n u c l e a r vrecipons on t h ^ t e r r i t o r i e s 
o f S ta tes where there a„rc no t-.-ich v;e,aponi- :-t p.i'esent; tho conclu.-jiûn o f such an 
agreement vrould a l s o he l p to atrongthon tho aocurit\- o f the non-nv.olca-r-vreapon S t a t e s . 

In the course o f thc s e s s i on tho d d o g a t i o n c of tlio í:oci.:-.lir;t c oun t r i e s made 
suggest ions f o r increasing:; t]-ie offoctivcnvoss and improving the o r g a n i z a t i o n of tho 
vrork of the Gommittee, siabmatting s p e c i f i c p roposa l s i n tha t coim-jct lcn vrîiich vrere 
aimed at improv ing the content of tÎTc vrcrh of t!ve Co.m;:iittoe, increa.s ing th..-
effoctivenosü nf -the a c t i v i t i e s of i t s s-ubsidia.ry bodioa , i n c r e a s i n g tl ie .-.lincunt o f 
t i n e spent on tho d i s c u s s i o n о J quest ions o f tTabstanco, ij.ipi-oving t l ie cha>._vactor of 
tho r ep r e s en ta t i on o f S t a t e s , and. до on (docu.mont ijj}/200}. 

The de l e ga t i ons of tho s o c i a l i s t . СО'Л'! t r i o » b e l i e v e th.at. t lv; Cc.mmittce ' s 2-̂ д1оа 
of procedure have proved t h o i r v a l i d i t y dur ing the nogoti .at ions i n 'tl-ic Gormittcr.' and 
conta in the r e q u i s i t e reserves f o r tho s o l u t i o n o f ouos t ions arL-^-in;; i n the coi-rse of 
the Committee's work. The b a s i s of t i io ent...re a c t i v i t y of t"ue Oomnittr.-a i.r. tho 
p r i n c i p l e o f consensus, embodied i n s e c t i o n VI o f thv; ruler? of procodur-a. 

The de l ega t i ons of tho s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s c>5>raf--s t h e i r s a t i s f a c t i o n at tlio 
-act that t h e i r suggest ions and proposa l s vrere supported by many St.--,tos members of t ! io 
Committee, .and thoy expresa -their readinesr.- to cont inue i n tho fu tu re to bond ovci-y 
j f f o r t tovrards thc improvaraont o f tho Committeo ' .'̂  vrorlc. 
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The s o c i a l i s t S ta tes are convinced that now as never before i t i s .important to 
i n t e n s i f y e f f o r t s towards the l i m i t a t i o n of the- arms race and disarmament. A. c r u c i a 
r o l e i n t h i s mat ter devolves upon the s i n g l e m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament n e g o t i a t i n g 
body — the Coimnittee on Disarmament. The next s ess i on of the Committee w i l l be of 
p a r t i c u l a r importa.nce i n view of the forthcoming second s p e c i a l s ess i on of the 
un i t ed Nat ions Genera l Assembly devoted to disarmament. The s o c i a l i s t c oun t r i e s 
dec lare t h e i r f i r m r e so l v e to cont inue i n the fu tu r e to con t r i bu t e by every means 
pos s i b l e to the success o f the work of the Committee. 

I request tha t the above statement should be c i r c u l a t e d as an o f f i c i a l document 
of the Corajaittee on Disarmament. 

Ih?. YU Feiwen (China) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Ch inese ) ; At the time vdienthe 
Committee on Disarmament i s drawing to the end of i t s current s e s s i on , the Chinese 
de l ega t i on wishes to rev iew the Committee's work i n I98I and look ahead to i t s task 
f o r 1982. In t h i s connec t i on , the s e c r e t a r i a t of the Committee has d i s t r i b u t e d 
document CD/221 e n t i t l e d "Some observat ions of the Chinese de l ega t i on on the work of 
the Committee on Disarmament i n I98I". Now I would l i k e to malee a b r i e f i n t r o d u c t i o j 
to the content of t h i s document. 

In dociffiient CD/221, we ha.ve po in t ed out the achievements made dur ing the-
current s ess i on of the Committee on Disarmament. In a short p e r i od of time dur ing t] 
s ess i on , the Committee on Disarmament has f i n i s h e d the arrangements f o r o rgan i za t i on ; 
and procedura l mat t e r s , and the f our Ad Hoc Working Groups soon got do-vvn to substant: 
d i s c u s s i o n and n e g o t i a t i o n . Dur ing the d i s c u s s i o n s and nego t i a t i ons on some of the 
important i t ems , the Working Groups f u r t h e r c l a r i f i e d the views expressed by var i ous 
de lega t ions and enhanced t h e i r understanding o f each o t h e r ' s p o s i t i o n s . Th i s w i l l 
he lp fu ture c ons ide ra t i ons and n e g o t i a t i o n s . The Committee on Disarmament a l so put 
forward some ideas and recoimnendations on the improvement of i t s o r g a n i z a t i o n a l , work 
We hope that these ideas and recommendations w i l l he lp r a i s e the e f f i c i e n c y o f the 
Committee. 

At the same t i n e , we have a l so po in t ed out t h a t , a l though the Committee on 
Disarmament has nade some achievements i n i t s work dur ing the I98I s e s s i o n , no 
substant i ve r e s u l t s have been achieved on va r i ous i tems of the agenda. Th i s f a l l s 
short of s a t i s f a c t i o n . In our v iew, the f a i l u r e to achieve subs tant i ve progress i s 
c l o s e l y r e l a t e d to the worsening of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n and the l a ck of 
p o l i t i c a l w i l l on the pa r t of c e r t a i n c o u n t r i e s . 

In the document submitted by my de l e ga t i on , v/e have a l so made some s p e c i f i c 
comments on the c ons i d e ra t i ons and n e g o t i a t i o n s on nuc l ea r disarmament, a nuc l ea r 
t e s t ban, the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons, s e c u r i t y assurances f o r non-nuc lear 
S ta t e s , the compirehensive programme' of disarmament and the p r o h i b i t i o n of 
r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. In order to save t ime, I v / i l l not repeat them here . 

F i n a l l y , i n the name o f the Chinese d e l e g a t i o n , I v/ish to talce t h i s oppor tun i t y 
to pay t r i b u t e and express thanks to Anbassador S a n i , the Chairman f o r the current 
month, f o r the o b j e c t i v i t y and outs tand ing s k i l l w i th which he has l e d our Committee 
to the s o l u t i o n of some- complex and d i f f i c u l t problems the Coamittee has encountered, 
I would a l so l i k e to express my a p p r e c i a t i o n to the Chairmen of the Working Groups fc 
the c ons t ruc t i v o e f f o r t s they have m.ade i n g u i d i n g the Groups' v/ork. I must a l so 
s i n c e r e l y thank Ambassador J a i p a l , Persona l Representat i ve o f the Secre tary -Genera l с 
the Un i t ed Na t i ons , and Secre ta ry of the Committee, and a l l the s e c r e t a r i a t s t a f f , as 
w e l l as the i n t e r p r e t e r s , t r a n s l a t o r s and a l l the working s t a f f , f o r t h e i r co -opera t l 
and ass i s t ance i n the work of the Coamiittee on Disarmament. 
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Mr. SUJKA (Po land ) : Mr . Chairman, f i r s t o f a l l I would l i k e to j o i n a l l the 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d speakers who preceded me i n c o n g r a t u l a t i n g you on the e x c e l l e n t manner 
you are conducting: tho work of the Committee i n t h i s month so c r u c i a l f o r the r e s u l t s 
of t h i s y e a r ' s s e s s i o n . My cong ra tu l a t i ons a l s o go t o your predecessor , the. 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep r e s en ta t i v e of I n d i a , Ambassador Venkatesv/aran, on h i s ab le Chairman
sh ip i n the month of J u l y and f o r h i s succe s s fu l Chairmanship o f the d r a f t i n g group. 

My b r i e f i n t e r v e n t i o n today v / i l l be devoted e x c l u s i v e l y to one urgent mat t e r 
i n t r oduced i n t h i s Committee 's doctmont CD/219 hy the group o f s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s , 
i n c l u d i n g Po land , i n p a r t i c u l a r c a l l i n g f o r urgent c o n s i d e r a t i o n by the Committee o f 
the estab l ishment o f an ad hoc working group on the p r o h i b i t i o n o f the p r o d u c t i o n , 
s t o c k p i l i n g , deployment and use o f nuc l ea r neutron v/eapons. The urgency o f t h i s 
problem stems from the c o n v i c t i o n , e n t i r e l y shared by my de l e ga t i on , tha t there may 
s t i l l be time to stop a пег/ phase o f the nuc l ea r arms r a c e . 

The group o f s o c i a l i s t c oun t r i e s put forv/ard a d ra f t of an appropr i a t e convent ion 
i n t h i s r espec t i n 1978 i n the Conference o f the Committee on Disarmament,- conta ined 
i n document CCD/559. Perhaps at that time i t v/as the most appropr i a t e moment f o r 
e l a b o r a t i n g a l e g a l l y b i n d i n g document p r o h i b i t i n g the p r o d u c t i o n o f nuc l ea r neutron 
weapons. Un f o r tuna t e l y , as a r e s u l t o f the o b j e c t i o n of the d e l e g a t i o i i of some 
S ta t es which cons idered our proposa l to be "one-s ided propaganda", t ha t i n i t i a t i v e 
o f ours d i d not r e c e i v e a p o s i t i v e response . A.t tha t t iE i e , i n 1978, we a l s o heard 
the argiiment tha t the neutron bonb d i d not e x i s t and tha t the d e c i s i o n on i t s p r o d u c t i o n 
had not been talcen. Today, we зге even more consc ious o f the reasons f o r such 
o p p o s i t i o n ! i t was to pave the way f o r the d e c i s i o n v/hich was taken a f o r t n i g h t ago. 

¥e have heard up to now the f o l l o w i n g argun-ients f o r the s a i d d e c i s i o n : 

F i r s t , i t i s s a i d tha t the Sov iet Un ion and the Warsaw Trea ty c o u n t r i e s have been 
ga in ing f o r the l a s t 20 years a m i l i t a r y s t r a t e g i c advantage over the MTO c o u n t r i e s , so 
something has to be done to r e s t o r e the ba l ance . Las t Tuesday v/e even heard tha t 
the Un i t ed S t a t e s d e c i s i o n on the p r o d u c t i o n of neutron v/oapons i s i n t h i s s i t u a t i o n 
the on l y and maybe the best way ou t . 

Second, we a l s o heard here l e c t u r e s on the substance o f the neut ron weapons and 
i t s advantages. The weapon i t s e l f v/as u n e q u i v o c a l l y termed as a nev/ k i n d of 
t a c t i c a l nuc l ea r weapon. 

T h i r d , we have been t o l d tha t tho neutron v/eapon i s i n essence a de fens ive and 
de te r rent v/eapon and, as such, i t can on l y be used aga ins t the p o t e n t i a l aggressor 
and ma in ly aga ins t an a t t a c k by t a n k s . F o u r t h , we have a l so been t o l d tha t the 
d e c i s i o n on the p r o d u c t i o n of nuc l ea r vreapons, i f not accompanied by a d e c i s i o n to 
deploy i t beyond the f r o n t i e r s o f the -producor , i s h i s own i n t e r n a l a f f a i r . 

These arguments do not stand up under c r i t i c i s m . My d e l e g a t i o n would o f course 
be ready t o d i s c u s s each o f the above-mentioned arguments, i n a very p r e c i s e and more 
d e t a i l e d way, v/ith re fe rence to f a c t s and d a t a . At the moment, I v/ish to conf ine 
mysel f on l y to some remarks o f a more genera l c h a r a c t e r : 

F i r s t l y , on tho m i l i t a r y s t r a t e g i c ba l anco . The m i l i t a r y s t r a t e g i c ba l ance , 
•according to our b e l i e f , i s a complex o f o b j e c t i v e l y e:cLsting r e a l events o r f a c t s and 
not a complex o f specu l a t i ons o r mental m a n i p u l a t i o n s , s e r v ing f o r c i r c u m s t a n t i a l 
j u s t i f i c a t i o n o f any g i v e n concept at any g i v e n moment. Thus, f o r the work of our 
Committee, there i s doub t fu l va lue i n the k i n d of approach v/hich, i n tho span o f a 
sin-gle year,- l eads t o two d i f f e r e n t c onc lus i ons c o n t r a d i c t i n g each o the r . ' We v/itnessed 
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t h i s k i n d 01 approach i n 1979j the competent Un i t ed Sta tes a u t h o r i t i e s announced i n 
June t l ia t year the. ex i s tence of a s t r a t e g i c m i l i t a r y balance between Eas t and V/est, 
and s p e c i f i c a l l y between the Un i t ed Sta tes and the USSR wh i l e s e ve ra l months l a t e r and 
o f course wi thout any proved changes i n the o b j e c t i v e l y e x i s t i n g r e a l i t y , they announced 
the absence of such .a ba lance . ' Us ing t h i s argument, they s t a r t e d t h e i r pressure 
towards an inc r ease o f r ocke t - t ype a.rmameiits i n Europe. But even t h i s was not enough. 
I n t h e i r menta l manipulat ions , - the q.uestion o f the non-ex is tence o f s t r a t e g i c balance 
has reached such dimensions t h a t , i n order to r e s t o r e i t , they thought i t necessary to 
take the d e c i s i o n on the p roduc t i on o f a пет/ genera t i on of nuc l ea r weapons. V/e may 
r i g h t l y ask noiv; what more w i l l confront us tomorrow from the fo l l ov ;e rs of such an 
approach to the problem of s t r a t e g i c ba lance? Regardless o f the a.bove, my de l e ga t i on 
e n t i r e l y shares the v iew, expressed dur ing the p l enary meetings over the l a s t days, that 
the ba lance betv/een East , and Y/est cannot be kept by r a i s i n g the s p i r a l o f armaments 
but by i t s g radua l l ower ing . Such i s the sense of the :ргороза1 conta ined i n 
document CD/219 and such i s the noble purpose o f our common endeavours i n t h i s 
Committee. 

Secondly, the neutron wea.pon, as a new k i n d o f t a c t i c a l nuc l ea r weapon. P r e c i s e l y 
here , we see the most dangerous charac t e r of t h i s v/eapon. Y/e are f o r the complete 
e l i m i n a t i o n o f nuclear 'weapons, both the "new ones" c a l l e d t a c t i c a l and -the " o l d , 
normal" s t r a t e g i c weapons. Such was the sense of the p roposa l o f ' t h e group of 
s o c i a l i s t c oun t r i e s put forv/ard i n document CD/4. Y/hen v/e spealc of the p a r t i c u l a r 
danger o f neutron weapons, vre. have i n mind tv/o mains reasons : the d e c i s i o n on i t s 
p roduc t i on e n t a i l s at present unforseen consequences o f the opening o f a nev/ phase 
of the arms x-avCe; and i t s p r oduc t i on and s t o c k p i l i n g i n the m i l i t a r y a r s ena l s v / i l l 
f u r t h e r inc rease the danger o f the e r u p t i o n of a nuc l e a r c o n f l i c t , by s i g n i f i c a n t l y 
lov/ering the nuc l ea r t h r e s h o l d . 

' Th i rd l y , the defensive and de t e r r en t charac t e r o f neutron v/eapons. May I. say tha t 
t h i s i s mere ly the d e c l a r a t i o n o f i n t e n t of the ov/ner o f t h i s v/eapon and not o f i t s 
t e c h n i c a l c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s . I f , as the d i s t i n g u i s h e d Ambassador o f the Un_ited ICLngdom, 
Anbassador Summerhajres, ha.s s t a t e d , " the on l y purpose f o r which the neutron v/eapon carae 
i n t o e x i s t ence vra,s to prov ide an e f f e c t i v e counter to the threa t of concentrated tan l : 
a t t a c k s " , the quest ion a r i s e s v/hether such e s c a l a t i o n of the de fensive force aga ins t 
ag-g:cession i s to be the p r i v i l e g e of one s ide on l y , or v/hether such e s c a l a t i o n out of 
p r o p o r t i o n i s to become a cotimon r u l e i n armed c o n f l i c t s . Y/here can the v/orld be l e d 
to by such an approach to " s e l f - d e f ence and de te r rence "? Could i t be to our comEii t t ing 
s u i c i d e out 01 f ea r of dy ing? 

P o u r t h l y , the p roduc t i on o f the neutron bomb i s an i n t e r n a l a f f a i r of the producer 
h i m s e l f . Here aga in the Anbassador o f the U n i t e d ICingdom t r i e d t o r eassure , Europe 
v/hen he s t a t ed tha„t "nov/, i n f a c t , v/e know from the Un i t ed S ta tes statement tha t no 
deployment i s be ing cons idered at the present t i m e " . T h i s , c e r t a i n l y , i s an o u t r i g h t 
i m p l i c a t i o n that the d e c i s i o n on the i i r oduc t i on of the neutron bomb i s an " i n t e r n a l 
m a t t e r " . I t may be v/Ondered, hov/ever, as a matter of f a c t , aga ins t v/hoso tanlcs t h i s 
^veapon migrht be used i f i t i s not to be deployed outs ide Un i t ed S ta tes t e r r i t o r y ; but 
that i s not so. impor tant , s ince even i n the most d a r i n g , or perhaps most n a i v e , 
assumption one cannot b e l i e v e that the Un i t ed Sta tes neutron v/eapon w i l l not be deployed 
outs ide the Un i t ed S t a t e s . 

The arguraent that the p roduc t i on o f the neutron v/eapon i s the Un i t ed S ta t es 
i n t e r n a l a f f a i r cannot s tand u^i under c r i t i c i s m , ma in l y because o f the s imple f a c t 'that 
never i n the h i s t o r y o f i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s has the appearance o f a new tj'pe or 
a nev/ gene ra t i on of weapons been cons idered an i n t e r n a l a f f a i r o f any producer S t a t e , 
n a t i o n or t r i b e . 
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V/e were t o l d d u r i n g our i n f o r m a l meet ing yes te rday tha t the han- on neutron 
weapons cannot be s i n g l e d out from the vdiole complex of nuc l ea r ?re3.pons under our 
agenda i t em 2. F e l l , g e n e r a l l y , we cou ld agree w i t h t i l l s approach. But what can 
the Committee do wnan one has been t r y i n g CQ persuade us that the problems under 
agenda i t em 2 are not yet r i p e f o r n e g o t i a t i o n ? Does i t mean that some de l ega t i ons 
b e l i e v e tha t the ban on neutron vreapons i s not r i p e f o r n e g o t i a t i o n e i t h e r ? Wiat 
k i n d o f l o g i c i s t h i s ? Ins tead of t r y i n g to ansvrer t h i s very ques t i on , I can on l y 
say tha t the -world community i s f r e q u e n t l y , and has been f r e q u e n t l y , confronted v ; i th 
the r e s u l t s of such l o g i c — tha t i s , v/ith an u n c o n t r o l l a b l e e s c a l a t i o n of the arms 
r a c e . I leave i t to tho Committee to judge t o v/hat extent these word.s are " one -s ided 
propaganda",. 

My d e l e g a t i o n belongs — and I quote aga in from the statement o f my d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
co l l e ague . Ambassador Summerhayes — my d e l e g a t i o n belongs to " those v?ho v/ished to 
present a n exaggerated p i c t u r e of the charac t e r and p o t e n t i a l o f these v/eapons". I 
would l i k e to s ta t e that I do "exa-ggerate" and I v a i l alv/ays be " exagge ra t ing " vi/henever 
and vTherever there appears a th r ea t o f nev/ e s c a l a t i o n of armaments, consuming" not o n l y 
the c i -eat ive f o rces o f na t i ons but a l s o ever l a r g e r resources f o r purposes c on t r a r y to 
the i n t e r e s t s o f s e c u r i t y and endanger ing the v/orld peace.- These are the main reasons 
v/hy my de l e ga t i on f u l l y supports -the p roposa l to e labora te i n t h i s Coimnittee a convent ion 
on the p r o h i b i t i o n of the p r oduc t i on , s t o c l c p i l i n g , deplojonent and use o f n u c l e a r 
neutron weapons. ¥o hope that i t i s maybe not yet too l a t e nov/. But t h i s might be 
the l a s t chance that the Committee w i l l have. 

The CII&IFl'I/LlI; I thanlc the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep r e s en ta t i v e o f Po land f o r h i s statement 
and f o r the k i n d re fe rence he has made to the C h a i r . 

Mr . TERKEPE ( E t h i o p i a ) : As we a,re about to conclude t h i s y e a r ' s s e s s i on of the 
Gomiïiittee on Bisarmament, I vrould l i l ce t o take t h i s oppo r tun i t y to extend to you my 
d e l e g a t i o n ' s s ince r e a p p r e c i a t i o n f o r the competent v/ay i n v/hich you are g u i d i n g the 
v7ürk of tho Committee as i t s Chairm.an.during the d i f f i c u l t month o f August . My 
d e l e g a t i o n ' s v/arm g r a t H u d e a l s o goes to Arâ-'assador Vehlcateswanan f o r the most e f f i c i e n t 
and amiable l e a d e r s h i p v^hich he prov ided to -us as Chadrman of the Committee durixig 
the month o f J u l y . 

I n ,m»y b r i e f statement today I v/ould l i k e to malce some genera l comments and 
observa t ions concerning'- our v/ork d u r i n g t h i s y e a r ' s s e s s i on of the Committee. 

F i r s t o f a l l , my de l e ga t i on cannot but express a f e e l i n g of g reat disappointm.ent 
t h a t , desp i t e repeated c a l l s by many de l ega t i ons — i n c l u d i n g tha t of a major n u c l e a r -
weapon State — f o r the i n i t i a t i o n o f n ego t i a t i ons on the i tems concern ing a nuc l ea r 
t e s t ban and the c e s s a t i o n of the nuc l e a r arms race and nuc l ea r disarmament, 
tv/o nuclear-v/eapon Sta tes remained opposed to the proposa l and t o the es tab l i shment 
of Cixljioc v/orking groups f o r t h i s i jurpose. I v/ould l i l ce once a ga in to r e a f f i r m my 
d e l e g a t i o n ' s b e l i e f and tha t of the Grou]3 of 21 t lmt v/orking groups prov ide the best . 
means f o r conduct ing e f f e c t i v e l y the v/ork of the Committee on Disarmament. I n t l i i s . 
r e spec t , my de l e ga t i on recogn ises and welcomes the u s e f u l v/ork done by the four Ad hoc 
Working Groups and i s a p p r e c i a t i v e of the l e ade r s l i i p prov ided .by. t h e i r r e spec t i v e 
Chairmen. We t r u s t that the va r i ous degrees o f the r e s u l t s ach ieved i n each Working 
Group, and the conc lus i ons and recommendations that v/e are about to adopt today v / i l l 
f a c i l i t a t e our fu ture vrork and r e s u l t i n concrete disarmament measures next s e s s i on . 
The es tab l i s l iment o f a v/orking group on a nuc l ea r t e s t ban v/ith the p a r t i c i p a t i o n o f 
аД1 nuclear-weapon S ta tes should rem,ain a. p r i o r i t y task f o r the Committee on Disarmament, 
Furthermore, the need f o r an uro'ent resumpt ion o f the t r i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s on a 
com.prehensive t e s t ban cannot be overemphasized. 
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In viev; of the fore/joing, my de l e ga t i on r ea f f i rms the p o s i t i o n talcen hy the 
Group of 21 w i t h r e spec t t o the fu ture vrork of the Committee i n r e l a t i o n to the Ad hoc 
Working Groups. I n vievr o f the for thcoming second s p e c i a l s e s s i on of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament, our a t t e n t i o n needs, i t seems t o me, to be 
focused on the fol lov/ing' p o i n t s : 

(a) Ad hoc vrorking groups on i tems 1 and 2 o f the Committee 's agenda should 
be e s t a b l i s h e d at the beg inn ing o f 1932 s e s s i o n ; 

; (b) The Ad hoc Working Group on Chemica.1 'Weapons should be g i v en a broader 
mandate t o cont inue i t s vrork w i t h a view t o e l a b o r a t i n g a d r a f t t e x t f o r a CW 
convent ion ; 

(c) A comprehensive programme o f disarm^ament should be prepared before the 
second Dpoc ia l s e s s i on o f the u n i t e d ITations Genera l Assembly devoted t o Disarmament, 
and to t h i s end the e a r l y comm.enceraent o f the work o f the Ad hoc Worlcing Group on the 
Comprehensive Programme o f Disarmament i n 1982 i s e s s e n t i a l ; and 

. (d) I n pa r en thes i s , I should l i k e t o s t a t e tha t the t r i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s 
on a nuc l ea r t e s t ban should resume as soon as p o s s i b l e and should a l s o respond to 
the quest ions posed by the Group of 21 and other members o f t h i s Committee; 

• (e) My de l e ga t i on b e l i e v e s , as do o ther members of the Group o f 21 , tha t an 
agreement cou ld be reached on a r a d i o l o g i c a l v/capons convent ion i f genuine e f f o r t s vrore 
made by a l l concerned t o advance n e g o t i a t i o n s . To t h i s end, the e a r l y resumption 
o f the work of the Ad hoc Working Group on t h i s ques t ion w i l l be p r oduc t i v e ; 

( f ) F i n a l l y , we share the vievr tha t the most e f f e c t i v e assurance aga ins t the use 
or t i rreat o f use o f nuc l ea r weapons i s the achievement o f nuc l ea r disarmament and the 
p r o h i b i t i o n o f the use of nuc l ea r vroapons. I n t h i s r e spec t , the nuclear-vreapon 
States, have to p rov ide , i n the form o f an i n t e r n a t i o n a l agreement o f a l e g a l l y b i n d i n g 
na ture ; assurances to-non-nuclear-v/eapon Sta tes aga ins t the use or the threa t , o f 
use of nuc l ea r vreapons. 

In the second par t .of my i n t e r v e n t i o n , I v/ould l i k e to r e f e r to the -recent 
d i s t u r b i n g development v/hich i n my d e l e g a t i o n ' s view has undermined the disarmament 
process and runs counter to the u l t ima t e goa ls o f genera l and complete disarmament 
and a l s o f r u s t r a t e s our iîimiediate ob j e c t i v e of the r e l a x a t i o n of i n t e r n a t i o n a l t e n s i o n . 
N a t u r a l l y , I am re f e r r ing - here t o the recent d e c i s i o n by the Un i t ed S ta tes Government 
to manufacture and s t o c k p i l e the neutron v/ea.pon. P o s s i b l y , deployment o f t h i s 
vireapon ка,у be yet another s u r p r i s e i n the making. I cannot 'Dut r e g i s t e r my 
d e l e g a t i o n ' s s t rong o p p o s i t i o n to t h i s d e c i s i o n and i t s consequences, about vrhich 
many de l ega t i ons have a l r eady expressed concern. 

We have l i s t e n e d v/ith great i n t e r e s t and a n x i e t y to the viev/s expressed i n t h i s 
connect ion by a number of de l ega t i ons i n the course of recent D-eeting-s i n the Committee. 
The g e n e r a l l y negat ive r e a c t i o n to the d e c i s i o n talcen by t h i s nuclear-weapon Power 
has a l s o been f ea tured prominent ly i n the i n t e r n a t i o n a J nev/s media. The v/orld has 
c l e a r l y observed a case y/here Un i t ed Nat i ons r e s o l u t i o n s and d e c i s i o n s , as v/ell as 
the genuine a s p i r a t i o n s of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community to l i v e i n r e l a t i v e peace and 
s e c u r i t y , have been completed i gno r ed . 
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I n sharp con t ras t to the views h e l d b y the advocates of the neutron bomb, wor ld 
p u b l i c o p i n i o n i s g e n e r a l l y opposed t o the d e c i s i o n on the manufacture, s t o c k p i l i n g 
and deployment o f t h i s weapon. ¥e i d e n t i f y ourse l ves va th t h i s sentiment of genuine 
concern and the l e g i t i m a t e apprehension about t h i s development.. We have no doubt 
i n our minds that the p roduc t i on o f the neutron weapon would f u r t h e r provoke and 
i n t e n s i f y the s p i r a l l i n g o f the nuc l e a r arms r a c e . I t s f u l l i m p l i c a t i o n i s yet to 
be Imown. There i s no need to dovmplay the impact of th_is d e c i s i o n on the 
d e t e r i o r a t i o n o f i n t e r n a t i o n a l t e n s i o n ; nor i s i t wise to s i d e t r a c k the i s s u e or to 
i gnore the views and genuine f e e l i n g s shared by an over\%rhelming i n t e r n a t i o n a l p u b l i c 
o p i n i o n and Э, good number o f de l ega t i ons i n the Committee on Disarmament rc io resent ing 
by and l a r g e the non-nuclear-vreapon S t a t e s . vfe cannot h ide the f a c t tha t the neutron 
bomb in t r oduces nev? nuc l ea r r)henomena v/itli f a r more dangerous neutron r a d i a t i o n e f f e c t s 
t o human be ings . The d e c i s i o n o f the Un i t ed States on the p roduc t i on and s t o c k p i l i n g 
o f these vreapons w i l l no doubt l ead to a f u r t h e r lov7ering o f the s o - c a l l e d nuc l ea r 
. th resho ld , thus i n c r e a s i n g the r i s k of the outbrealc of a nuclea.r war. 

The E t h i o p i a n de l e ga t i on has made repeated c a l l s f o r the h a l t i n g o f the development 
and manufa,cture o f the neutron weapons. We now r e a l i z e more than be fore the need 
f o r a concrete s t ep , p r e f e r a b l y i n the form of agreements, bann ing the p r o d u c t i o n , 
s t o c k p i l i n g , deployment and use o f the neutron vre-a-pons. Talcing i n t o account 
paragraph 50 o f the P i n a l Document, the Committee on Disarmament cou ld p l a y an a c t i v e 
and c o n s t r u c t i v e r o l e i n the prepa,ra.tion and conc lud ing of such 3,greements. The 
d ra f t convent ion i n document CCD/559 submit ted by a group of s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s as 
e a r l y as March 1978 c ou ld a l s o .serve as a b a s i s f o r such agreements. In t h i s 
connec t i on , the es tab l i shment o f an ad hoc vrorking group on the p r o l i i b i t i o n o f the 
p r o d u c t i o n , s t o c k p i l i n g , deploj/ment and use o f nuc l e a r neutron vreapons, as proposed 
i n document CD/219J has our genera l suppor t . 

I vrould l i k e to conclude my b r i e f i n t e r v e n t i o n by p o i n t i n g out aga in my 
d e l e g a t i o n ' s concern about the recent development, the o r i g i n of v/hich seems to be 

•the " d o c t r i n e o f nuclea,r de te r rence " and the m i s l e a d i n g b e l i e f tha t a l i m i t e d n u c l e a j 
v?ar can be v/aged and vYon. Consc i ous l y or unconsc i ous l y , the proponents o f such a 
p l i i l ooophy are c o n - ' r i b u t i n g t o the p ro l i f e i . - a t i on o f nuc l e a r v-eapons, thus t h r e a t e n i n g 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and. s e c u r i t y , and by t h e i r p rovoca t i ve a„ction3 they are 
r epea t ed l y v i o l a t i n g the p r i n c i p l e s of the Un i t ed I lat ions Char t e r and Un i t ed ITations 
d e c i s i o n s and f r u s t r a t i n g the a s p i r a t i o n s o f the v/orld commujiity f o r the promotion 
o f peace and i n t e r n a t i o n a l understanding-. We e a r n e s t l y hope that the Committee on 
Disarmament w i l l be ab le to v/ork i n a more p r o p i t i o u s i n t e r n a t i o n a l c l ima t e next year 
and to achieve more by v/ay o f concrete r e s u l t s so i t can c o n t r i b u t e s u b s t a n t i a l l y to 
the success, of the second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n of the Un i t ed Nat ions Genera l iVssembly 
devoted to disarmament. 

The СНА.1Ш^Ш-1; I thaiüc the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep r e s en ta t i v e o f E t h i o p i a f o r h i s 
statement and f o r the k i n d re ference he has made to the C h a i r . 
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Mr. SAVJ НМДТС (Burma): A t the 146th p l ena ry meeting of the Committee on 
DiGarmament, the Group o f 21 had the oppor tun i t y to present to the Committee a 
working paper on the p r i n c i p l e s o f the comprehensive programme o f disarmament. 

Today, on b e h a l f o f tho Group of 21 and as i t s c o - o r d i n a t o r , I would l i k e to 
present to the Committee the borking- papei- o f the Group on the chapter e n t i t l e d 
"Measures" i n the comprehensive programme o f disarmam.ent. 

The Group o f 21 has a l r eady presented a set o f V/orking Papers (GD/CPD/VÍP. 36 
and Add 1., 2 and 5) to the Ad Hoc Vforking Group on the Comprehensive Prograram.e 
o f Disarmement. The paper v;hich I am going to submit \ / i l l c o n s t i t u t e an exp lana to ry 
note to these v/orking papers . I am g i ven to vmderstand that t h i s paper , together 
•with the aforementioned working papers o f the Group, w i l l be c i r c u l a t e d as ал o f f i c i a l 
doc-ument o f the Committee bear ing the Sjinbol CCD/223. The exp lanatory note reads as 
' f o l l ows : 

" l i i r i n g the coui-30 o f the nego t i a t i ons i n ' t h e Ad Hoc ' '/orking Group on a 
Comprehensive Programme o f Disarmament, the de l ega t i ons be long ing to the 
Group o f 21 have submitted a docviment con ta in ing i n d e t a i l s p e c i f i c raea,sures 
v/hich shovild be i n c luded i n a comprehensive programme o f disarmament du r ing 
f our stages o f implementat ion (CD/CPD/hT.36 and A d d . l , Add.2 and Add.3). The 
formula/bions i n respec t to these s p e c i f i c measures are p r o v i s i o n a l i n nature 
r ep resen t ing the h i ghes t comen denominator achieved v/i thin the Group o f 21 
at the present s tage . Pue v i s i o n s , amendments or a d d i t i o n a l f o rmula t i ons to 
the contents o f t h i s Chapter may be proposed by any d e l e ga t i on , v/henever deemed 
necessary . In s p i t e o f i t s p r o v i s i o n a l cha rac t e r , the present docrmient i s 
s u f f i c i e n t l y i l l u s t r a t i v e o f v/hat should e s s e n t i a l l y be the contents o f the 
Chapter under 'Measures ' . Por t h i s reason tho Group of 21 has concluded tha t i t 
v/ould be u-seful to submit t h i s dociunent to the Committee before the end o f 
i t s I 9 8 I s e s s i o n . " 

The second pa r t of my i n t e r v e n t i o n r e l a t e s to the statement o f the Group o f 21 
on the c o n c l u s i o n o f the t h i r d annual s e s s i o n o f the Committee on Disarmament. The 
t e x t o f the Group's statement reads as f o l l ows : 

"The Group o f 21 regi-ets that tho adverse t rends i n the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
s i t u a t i o n which i t had noted a t the end o f the I 9 8 O s e s s i on o f the Committee 
on Disarmaziont cont inued to p r e v a i l dur ing the t h i r d annual s e s s i on o f the 
Committee. The Comiaittee has not been able to m.ake any s i g n i f i c a n t progress 
i n n ego t i a t i ons on most o f the items on i t s agenda, e s p e c i a l l y the i t e m s ' t o v/hich 
the Un i t ed Nat ions Gener-al Assembly has accorded the h ighes t p r i o r i t y , namely, a 
nuc l ea r t e s t ban and the c e s s a t i o n o f the nuc l e a r arms race and nuc l e a r 
disarmaiaent, ov/ing- to -fche absence o f p o l i t i c a l w i l l on the pa r t o f c e r t a i n 
major Pov/ers. The Group o f 21 i s deeply d i s t u r b e d over t h i s t r end v/hich 
s e r i o u s l y undermines the e f f e c t i v eness o f the Committee as the s i n g l e m u l t i l a t e r a l 
n e g o t i a t i n g organ i n the f i e l d of disarmament. 

"The Group o f 21 r ea f f i rms i t s b e l i e f and conf idence i n the m u l t i l a t e r a l 
approach to a l l disarmament c^uestiono and -considers tha t ad hoc v/orking groups 
have proved to be tho best a v a i l a b l e machinery f o r the e f f e c t i v e conduct o f a l l 
subs tan t i v e disarm-ament n e g o t i a t i o n s i n the Comjaittee on Disarmament. 
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"The Group o f 21 expresses deep r e g r e t tha t dur ing the I 9 Q I s e s s i o n the 
Committee was once aga in prevented from s e t t i n g up an ad hoc vjorking group to 
undertake m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s on the scope, arrangements f o r v e r i f i c a t i o n 
and f i n a l cleiuses o f a nuc l e a r t e s t ha,n t r e a t y as proposed by the Group. In 
vievj o f the f a c t tha t the second s p e c i a l s e s s i on o f the Un i t ed Hâtions 
Genera l Assembly devoted to dioarm.ament w i l l be h e l d next year , the Group 
reaff irm.s the p o l i t i c a l s i g n i f i c a n c e o f i n i t i a t i n g n e g o t i a t i o n s on a nuc l e a r 
t e s t ban i n the Coimnittee on Disarmament a t the beg inning o f i t s next s e s s i o n . 

" I t i s a l s o r e g r e t t a b l e tha t the pa,rt ies which had been engaged i n 
t r i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s on t h i s sub jec t d i d not respond,, e i t h e r j o i n t l y 01-" 
i n d i v i d u a l l y , to the quest ions posed to them by the members o f the Group o f 21 , 
as conta ined in. document C D / I O I , seeking c l a r i f i c a t i o n s on i s s u e s which are o f 
v i t a l concern to both nuclea,r-v;eapon S ta t es and non-nu.clear-vjeapon S ta t es a l i l c e . 
The Group c a l l s upon the S ta tes concerned to respond i i r g e n t l y to these q i i e s t i ons . 

"Dur ing the th i i -d . annual s e s s i o n , members o f the Group o f 21 emphasized 
the dangers o f the c on t inu ing arms race and the need f o r urgent measures to 
prevent the outbreal : o f n u c l e a r war. The Group o f 21 i s convinced tha t the 
c on t i nu ing e s c a l a t i o n o f the q u a n t i t a t i v e and q u a l i t a t i v e development o f n u c l e a r 
arms d i r e c t l y and fundamental ly j eopard i zes the v i t a l s e c u r i t y i n t e r e s t s o f 
both nuclear-v;eapon S ta t es and non-nuclear-v/eapon S ta tes a l i k e . Convinced, 
the r e f o r e , that the i s s u e s o f .nucleajr disarmament have a bea r ing on the s e c u r i t y 
o f the v/hole v/orld, the Group o f 21 has reconmiended i n dociment CD/I8O the 
es tab l i s imient o f an ad hoc v/orking grovip o f the Committee on Disarmament to 
i n i t i a t e v/ithout de lay n e g o t i a t i o n s on c e r t a i n concrete i s s u e s o f n u c l e a r 
disarmament, p a r t i c u l a r l y the e l a b o r a t i o n o f the stages o f nuc l e a r disarmament 
conta ined i n paragraph 50 o f the P i n a l Document. I t i s a mat ter o f r e g r e t tha t 
no consensus cou ld be reached on t h i s p roposa l during- the I 9 G I s e s s i o n o f the 
Committee, thus prec lu.d ing the s i n g l e m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i n g body i n the f i e l d 
o f disarmament from underto l t ing concrete n e g o t i a t i o n s on an i t em o f the h i ghes t 
p r i o r i t y on i t s agenda. 

"The Group o f 21 dep lores the f a c t tha t no consensus cou ld be ach ieved 
to g i ve the Ad Hoc Vforking Group on Chemical Vfeapons a mandate to nego t ia t e 
on a m u l t i l a t e r a l convent ion . The Group o f 21 welcomes the i n t e n s i v e and 
b u s i n e s s - l i k e v/ork c a r r i e d out by the Ad Hoc Vforking Group. I t cons iders 
o f p a r t i c u l a r importance the f a c t tha t i n the Vforking- Group a l l r e l e van t 
i s sues i n vo l v ed have been presented and thoroughly examined and tha t the 
Committee i s ' no-w prov ided v/ith a s o l i d b a s i s f o r n e g o t i a t i o n o'n the t e x t o f 
a convent ion f o r the t o t a l p r o h i b i t i o n and e l i m i n a t i o n o f chemica l v/eapons. 
I t i s i nd i spensab l e tha t the Committee a t the beg inn ing o f i t s 1982 s e s s i o n 
g i v es the Vforking Group a c l e a r mandate to u r g e n t l y nego t ia t e the t e x t o f 
such a convent ion . 

"The Group o f 21 a t taches cons iderab le importance -to the adopt ion o f 
the comprehensive programme o f d.isa.rm.ament at the second s p e c i a l s e s s i on 

.o f the Un i t ed Nat ions Genera l Assembly devoted to disarmament. To be 
meaning fu l , the programme must c o n t a i n concrete disarmament measures i n 
de f ined stages l e a d i n g to the u l t i m a t e goa l o f g ene ra l and complete disarmament 
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w i t h i n an agreed tiiae frame. In accordance \/ith the p r o v i s i o n s of paragraph 33 
o f the P i n a l Document which r e f e r s , i n t e r э.11а, to the n e g o t i a t i o n o f a t r e a t y 
on genera l and complete disarmament, a comprehensive programme of disarmament 
should create o b l i g a t i o n s on the p a r t o f a l l S ta tes to implement the measures 
i n c luded i n the programme. 

"The Group of 21 has submitted a working paper con ta in ing s p e c i f i c 
disarmament measures to be i n c luded i n the va r i ous stages o f a comprehensive 
programm.e o f disarmament as v/ell as a working paper on the p r i n c i p l e s 
u n d e r l y i n g ouch a prograi-ime. The Group o f 21 c a J l s upon a l l delega^tions- to 
be forthcoming and submit such proposa ls as wovild be conducive to the a^doption 
o f a comprehensive programme of disarmament a,s conceived o f i n the r e l e van t 
p r o v i s i o n s o f the F i n a l Document. 

"The Group o f 21 recomumends tha t more i n t e n s i v e n ego t i a t i ons should be 
conducted from the beg inn ing o f 1932 i n the Ad Hoc V/orking Group on the 
Comprehensive Programme o f Disarmament to епзггге the adopt ion o f a programme 
a t the second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n . 

"The Group 's p o s i t i o n on the ques t i on o f e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
arrangements to assure non-nucleai-r-v/eapon S ta tes aga ins t the use o r th r ea t 
o f use o f nuc l ea r v/ea.pons has been out l ined , on prev ious occas ions 
(docvaaents CD/5C and CD/134)» The Group b e l i e v e s tha t the most e f f e c t i v e 
a.ssurance aga ins t the use o r threa t o f use o f nuc l e a r weapons i s the achievement 
o f nuc l ea r disarmament and the p r o h i b i t i o n o f the use o f nuc l e a r v/eapons. The 
Group re i tera- tes i t s ' v i e v / tha t the nuclea.r-v/eapon S ta tes have an o b l i g a t i o n . 
ca,tegojr ical ly to assure non-nuclear-v/eapon S ta t e s a ga ins t tho use o r th r ea t o f 
use o f nuc l ea r v/eapons. 

"Members o f the Group o f 21 have ouppiorted and p layed an a c t i v e r o l e i n 
the nego t i a t i ons i n the Ad Hoc Working Group to evolve an agreement on a. common 
approach or formula v/hich could- be i n c luded i n an i n t e r n a t i o n a l instrument o f . 
a l e g a l l y b ind ing cha rac t e r . The Group recommends tha t n ego t i a t i ons on t h i s 
quest ion should be a c t i v e l y pursued a t the next s e s s i on of the Comimittee. 
I t i s o f the viev/ tha/o an agreement on t h i s ques t i on i s p o s s i b l e before the 
second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n o f the Un i t ed Hâtions Genera l Assembly devoted to 
disarmament prov ided c e r t a i n nuclea^r-v/e apon S ta tes r e v i s e t h e i r p o s i t i o n s 
based on t h e i r nucle?..r s t r a t e g i c d o c t r i n e s v/hich so f a r ha,,ve prevented progress 
tov/ards a common approach axceptable to a l l . 

" I n the nego t i a t i ons on a r a d i o l o g i c a l v/eapons convent ion , the Group o f 21 
has' recommended tha t the d e f i n i t i o n o f such a v/eapon must be p r e c i s e and complete,, 
and tha t i t should not i n c lude an e x c l u s i o n c lause w i t h respec t to nuc l e a r 
weapons. 

"The Group of 21 cons iders that there e x i s t s a very r e a l r i s k o f mass 
d e s t r u c t i o n from the d i s s e m i n a t i o n o f r a d i o a c t i v e substance through a t t a cks on 
nuc l ea r f a c i l i t i e s . In t h i s context the Group suggested i n the r e l e van t 
Worlcing Group that s e r i ous c o n s i d e r a t i o n should be g i v en to the i n c l u s i o n . 
o f an undertalcing never to a t t a ck o r d e l i b e r a t e l y damage any such f a c i l i t i e s , 
and t o the p r o h i b i t i o n o f r a d i o l o g i c a l v/arfare. 
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"The Group o f 21 has recommended tha t the proposed convent ion mu.st•contain 
an e x p l i c i t commitment f o r the u r g e n t . p u r s u i t of measures f o r the c e s s a t i o n of 
the n t i c l ea r arms race and the achievem.ent of n u c l e a r disannament. The • 
Group of 21 r ea f f i rms the i n a l i e n a b l e r i g h t of a l l S ta tes to develop and app ly 
t h e i r programmes f o r the peace fu l use o f r a d i o a c t i v e m a t e r i a l s and sources o f 
r a d i a t i o n , i n c l u d i n g nuc l e a r energy, and t h e i r r i g h t o f access to and a c q u i s i t i o n 
of r e l a t e d m a t e r i a l s , equipm.ent, i n f o rmat i on and techno logy . In t h i s r ega rd , 
the need to s t rengthen i n t e r n a t i o n a l co -opera t i on vías a l s o emphasized. These and 
o ther issu.es s t i l l remain to be r e s o l v e d . In the op in i on o f the Group o f - 21 , • 
agreement on a r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons convent ion can be reached i f a s ince re e f f o r t 
i s made i n the n e g o t i a t i o n s to take i n t o account the p o s i t i o n s and vievrs of a l l the 
members o f the Committee on Disarmament. 

"The Group o f 21 cons iders i t iDiperative tha t concrete n e g o t i a t i o n s should be 
i n i t i a t e d on e f f e c t i v e measures to reduce current i n t e r n a t i o n a l t ens i ons and to 
h a l t and reverse the arms r a c e , e s p e c i a l l y the nuc l e a r a r m s ' r a c e , and ave r t the 
grovring danger o f the outbreak of vrar, i n p a r t i c u l a r n u c l e a r vrar. 

" I f the Committee on Disarmament i s unable to undertake concrete n e g o t i a t i o n s 
and conclude s p e c i f i c agreements on p r i o r i t y items on i t s agenda before the 
second s p e c i a l s e s s i on of the u n i t e d Nat ions Genera l Assembly devoted to 
disarmament, c ons i d e ra t i on vrould have to be g i ven a t tha t s e s s i on to the s i t u a t i o n 
a r i s i n g the r e f r om" . 

M r . GARCIA ROBIES (Mexico) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Span i sh ) ; Mr . Chairman, I v r i l l be 
;ry b r i e f . The l a s t sentence o f the seventh paragraph i n the statement of .the 
?oup of 21 (CD/222), vrhich i t s Co - o rd ina t o r has j u s t read ou t , vras the r e s u l t o f 
r tensive d i s c u s s i o n s i n the Gx-oup. As o f ten happens i n such cases i t does not i n 
'• d e l e g a t i o n ' s o p i n i o n have the d e s i r e d c l a r i t y . There fore , my d e l e g a t i o n v/ould 
Ice to r e f e r , i n the fo l lov/ ing b r i e f statement, to the s i g n i f i c a n c e and Scope i t 
t a ches to i t . 

My delega.t ion in te . rpre ts the o b l i g a t i o n s r e f e r r e d to i n the, ' last. , 'sentence o f 
,e seventh paragraph as an o b l i g a t i o n to under take , as soon as the comprehensive 
•ogramme of disarmament has been adopted, i n t e n s i v e n e g o t i a t i o n s f o r the j o i n t 
a b o r a t i o n o f l e g a l l y b i n d i n g agreements guarantee ing e f f e c t i v e im-plementation o f 
e measu.res i n c l u d e d i n the programme. I'/hen I requested the f l o o r , Mr . Chairman, 
at v/as my on l y i n t e n t i o n i n do ing s o . 

Subsequent ly , hov/ever, my d i s t i n g u i s h e d co l league on my l e f t , the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of 
ngo l ia , , r e f e r r e d i n h i s speech to one aspect of the-:Group's v/ork on, the 'comprehensive 
ogramme o f disarmament which a l s o , i n o u r o p i n i o n , deserves a b r i e f ' e x p l a n a t i o n .• 

I understood him c o r r e c t l y , h i s statement v/as to the e f f e c t tha t w i t h regard to . 
chanisffls and procedure , the comprehensive programme of disarm-ament should not 
elude p r o v i s i o n s but on ly re ferences to the p r o v i s i o n s o f the P i n a l Document. 

Th i s ques t i on has a l r eady been r a i s e d i n the ''./orking Group on the Comprehensive 
^gramme. Neve r the l e ss , s i n c e , as v/e a l l loiov/,- the Group d i d not have r e c o rds , 
/ould l i k e to repeat v/hat I have s a i d i n the Group many t imes , namely, tha t the 
nmittee on Disarmament l a s t year adopted the d e c i s i o n o f the Group conta ined i n 
c-agra.ph 10 o f i t s r epor t to the e f f e c t — and I quote — tha t " the comprehensive 
)gramme v / i l l have to be s e l f - c o n t a i n e d " . A c c o r d i n g l y , tha t d e c i s i o n i s s t i l l 
L ly i n f o rce and v / i l l remain so un l e s s the Coimnittee dec ides to change i t . 

http://issu.es
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Mr. SOLA V I M (Cuba) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Span i sh ) ; Mr . Chairman, I have asked f o r 
the f l o o r at t h i s po in t to s ta t e f o r the r ecord that my de l e ga t i on deeply r eg re t s 
the f ac t that the Committee on Disarmament, owing to the o p p o s i t i o n o f c e r t a i n 
S t a t e s , has been prevented from t a k i n g a d e c i s i o n i n favour of e s t a b l i s h i n g a 
viorking group on the neutron bomb. 

I t i s a l s o r e g r e t t ab l e that attempts have been made to l i n l i t h i s ques t i on 
w i th o ther aspects that have no th ing to do w i t h the neutron bomb. The p a r t i c u l a r l y 
inhumane f ea tures o f these vreapons and a l s o t h e i r very na tu r e , vrhich reduce the 
s o - c a l l e d nuc l e a r t h r e s h o l d , are more than s u f f i c i e n t reasons vrhy the Committee on 
Disarmament should have decided to e s t a b l i s h a vrorking group on t h i s ques t i on as 
a matter o f urgency. 

I t i s a f a c t that the d e c i s i o n to beg in p roduc t i on and s t o c k p i l i n g o f the 
neutron bomb, i n a d d i t i o n to i n i t i a t i n g a nevr s p i r a l l i n g of the arms r a c e , 
represents an attempt to put i n t o p r a c t i c e the doc t r i n e of l i m i t e d nuc l e a r vrar 
and creates s e r i ous obs tac l es to disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s . A c c o r d i n g l y , 
my de l ega t i on cons tan t l y supports the p roposa l that the Committee should beg in 
cons ide r ing t h i s i tem as soon as p o s s i b l e , through concrete n ego t i a t i ons i n a 
vrorking group. 

M r . Chairman, I vrould l i k e to read out the statements i s sued yesterday by the 
M i n i s t r y o f Fo re i gn A f fa . i r s o f Cuba on t h i s q u e s t i o n . 

"On 8 August l a s t , i n t e r n a t i o n a l cable agencies pub l i shed the nevrs 
t h a t , a cco rd ing to i n f o rmat i on prov ided by White House spokesmen, the 
Un i t ed States P r e s i d e n t , Ronald Reagan, had a t a meeting o f the N a t i o n a l 
S e c u r i t y Counc i l dec ided to a u t h o r i z e the p roduc t i on of the neutron bomb 
or the s o - c a l l e d enhanced r a d i a t i o n vreapon, a c co rd ing to the t e c h n i c a l 
language o f i t s i n v e n t o r s . 

" B a r e l y 24 hovirs a f t e r the announcement, the sam.e news agenc i es , 
i n c l u d i n g those based i n the Un i t ed S t a t e s , undertook to shed new l i g h t 
on the q u e s t i o n . 

"The d e c i s i o n to manufacture neutron bombs had not i n f a c t been taken 
on 8 August but on б August , the date o f the t h i r t i e t h ann i ve r sa ry o f the 
c r i m i n a l bombing of Hiroshima and Nagasak i , vrhich d i r e c t l y or i n d i r e c t l y 
cost more than 200,000 v i c t i m s — the date vrhen the I98I Wor ld Congress 
aga ins t Atomic and Hydrogen Bombs vras b e ing he ld a t Nagasak i , and a l s o the 
date of the March f o r Peace I98I through s e v e ra l vrestern European c i t i e s , 
from Copenhagen to P a r i s , i n vrhich demonstrators expressed t h e i r oppos i t i on 
to nuc l e a r vreapons. 

"As v r i l l be r e c a l l e d , the A d m i n i s t r a t i o n o f ex -Pres ident Carteir had 
dec ided to produce the neutron bomb vrhich, as vre Inovr, destroys a l l human 
beings but leaves i n s t a l l a t i o n s i n t a c t ; but the i n t e r n a t i o n a l ou tc ry 
vrhich t h i s d e c i s i o n provoked l e d to the suspension o f the d e c i s i o n i n 
A p r i l I97Q. 

"Now M r . Reagan i s not on l y making aga in the d e c i s i o n v/hich Ca r t e r vras 
ob l i g ed to suspend; he i s go ing f u r t h e r . He i s p u b l i c l y and c y n i c a l l y 
r i d i c v i l i n g the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community by t a k i n g the reprehensibe d e c i s i o n 
to produce these mass-ex terminat ion v/eapons on the same date on v/hich, 
t h i r t y - s i x years ago, the A d m i n i s t r a t i o n o f P r es iden t Truman ordered a 
n u c l e a r a t t a c k aga ins t Japanese c i t i e s . 
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' ' Th is i s the tru.e nature of the country which has c la imed to set i t s e l f 
up as the champion of huimn r i g h t s throughout the-vrorld and v/hich--is say ing , 
today tha t i t v/ishes to combat i n t e r n a t i o n a l tcrroriEui. 

"There i s no b e t t e r example o f i n t e r n a t i o n a l t e r r o r i s m than the current 
p o l i c y of the Un i t ed States Government. I t s a c t s c l e a r l y prove t h i s . 

"The d e c i s i o n to manufacture and s toc lcp i l e neutron bombs i n 
U n i t e d States t e r r i t o r y i s an a f f r o n t to i n t e r n a t i o n a l p u b l i c op in i on and 
to a l l Governments, but a t the same t ime, and above a l l , i t i s a major 
a f f r o n t to the Un i t ed States people and the peoples o f v/estem Europe . 
The fermier a l r e ady have — and the l a t t e r v / i l l soon have — on t h e i r , s o i l 
t h i s d i a b o l i c a l s c i e n t i f i c mons t ros i t y v/hich has been p l a c e d i n the s e r v i c e 
o f b e l l i c o s e i n t e r e s t s and i s intended f o r the a . n n i h i l a t i o n of human b e i n g s . 

"The U n i t e d S ta tes people and the peoples o f i/estern Europe , v/ho love 
and d e s i r e peace and are i n f avor of i n t e r n a t i o n a l détente, and v/ho do not 
v/ant to be pushed i n t o a n u c l e a r v/ai- v/hich v/ould c l a im the v/hole o f manlcind 
as i t s v i c t i m , must nov/ say v/hat they t h i n k . 

"Memories are s t i l l f r e sh o f the f u r t i v e a t t a c k by the I s r a e l i A i r Force 
on 7 June l a s t aga.inst nuc l e a r f a c i l i t i e s used f o r peace fu l purposes i n 
I r a q — an a t t a c k f o r v/hich the. I s r a e l i s used u l t ramodern and s o p h i s t i c a t e d 
P-I5 and F-I6 a i r c i a f t p rov ided Ъу the Un i t ed S t a t e s . 

"Who can say f o r sure tha t i n a d d i t i o n to b e i n g designed f o r a European 
scenar i o — f o r the purpose of n e u t r a l i z i n g a mass a t t a c k by tanks as v/e 
are t o l d — these v/eapons v / i l l not be used tomorrov/ by the Z i o n i s t f r i e n d s 
o f the Un i t ed S ta tes aga ins t the Arab covrntries and the P a . l e s t i n i a n peop le , 
o r that the ca ,p i ta l o f a p a r t h e i d , p ro t ec t ed by the Un i t ed S t a t e s , v / i l l not 
use them aga ins t p rog ress i v e A f r i c a n co-untries? 

"The ques t i on of P r es iden t Reagan's d e c i s i o n to produce the neutron bomb 
i s c l ea r l j ^ not on l y a matter o f concern f o r the Un i t ed S ta tes people and the 
peoples o f Europe . I t i s an a f f r o n t to a l l the peoples o f the v/orld, and i t 
shou ld be condemned from a l l c ome r s of the p l a n e t . 

"The Un i t ed S ta t es d e c i s i o n i s b e ing made a f t e r the NATO co im t r i e s have 
been p ressured to inc rease t h e i r m i l i t a r y budgets to astronom.ica l l e v e l s 
and have been f o rced to agree to the deployment of 572 medium.-range n u c l e a r 
m i s s i l e s from I985 onv/ards. A t the same time steps are s t i l l b e ing taken 
f o r the estab l ishment o f a l a r ge r a p i d deployment force to operate v/herever i t s 
i n t e r e s t s may be i n danger, and i t i s e s s e n t i a l not to over look the f a c t that 
i t s m i l i t a r y presence i n the Ind ian Ocean and i t s netv/ork o f m i l i t a r y bases 
and i n s t a l l a t i o n s are growing a t an u n c o n t r o l l e d pace, caus ing great concern 
f o r e v e r y country i n the v/orld. 

"As i f the aforementioned v/ere not enough, i t should be r e c a l l e d that i n 
l i n e v/ith the approva l of the manufacture of a neutron bomb, they began the 
m i l i t a r y manoeuvres e n t i t l e d 'Ocean Venture 8 1 ' , v/hich are the most ex tens ive 
war e x e r c i s e s to be undertaken s ince the Second World War by the Un i t ed Sta tes 
and the NATO c o u n t r i e s , and \/hich are b e i n g conducted i n the 
no r th and south A t l a n t i c and the North and B a l t i c Seas, and a l s o i n the 
Car ibbean , i n c l u d i n g the t e r r i t o r^^ i l l e g a l l y occupied by the Guaai'tanarao nava l 
base . I n the l as t -ment i oned case, the e x e r c i s e s co inc ide w i t h the v/ar games 
of the Un i t ed Sta tes and c e r t a i n L a t i n American coun t r i e s Icnown as Un i t a s X X I I . 
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• "The d e c i s i o n to manufacture thé neutron bomb i s one more.step. i n . t h e 
arms e s c a l a t i o n provoked by the U n i t e d S t a t e s ; and i t i s endangering ' 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c u r i t y . 

"Thus the Un i t ed Sta tes Government i s sabotag ing Un i t ed Nat ions agreements 
and r e so lu t i ons , - and the d e c i s i o n — to which i t f o r m a l l y subscr ibed i t s e l f — 
that the 1930s shoti ld be dec la red as the Second Disarmament Decade v/ith the 
ob j e c t i v e of curb ing and r e v e r s i n g the arms ra.ce and o f t a k i n g measures 
conducive t o genera l and complete disarmament under i n t e r n a t i o n a l c o n t r o l ; 
and i t i s do ing t h i s a t the very time v/hen the Un i t ed Nat ions i s p r epa r ing 
to ho ld the second s p e c i a l s e s s i on o f the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament, and v/hen i t i s hoped t h a t important d e c i s i o n s v / i l l be taken 
l e a d i n g to the adopt ion o f genuine disarmament measures. 

"There are some v/ho v/ith u n c o n t r o l l e d hotheadedness t r y to fan the f lames 
of v/ar and are ready to make f o o l i s h statements' : Thus b a r e l y tv/enty-four hours 
a f t e r the Yankee d e c i s i o n became Icnov/n, the governing chique i n Ch ina , through 
i t s p r e s s , expressed i t s s a t i s f a c t i o n that p r o d u c t i o n ' o f the neutron bomb 
v/as nov/ beg inn ing i n the Un i t ed States and s a i d i t v/ould l i k e to see such ' 
bombs deployed i n Europe . 

"Some s t i l l b e l i e v e i n the mistaken theory o f l i m i t e d n u c l e a r v/ar and, 
what i s v/orse, they t h i n k , t h a t , i n the event of a n u c l e a r c o n f l a g r a t i o n , they 
could remain outs ide any c o n f l i c t that might break ou t . 

"Such a t t i t u d e s are conce ivable on ly by those v/ho are be re f t even o f 
a minimum of respect not on l y f o r t h e i r ov/n peoples but a l s o f o r the very 
ex i s tence o f manlcind. 

"The M i n i s t r y of Fo r e i gn R e l a t i o n s of the Fiepubl ic of Cuba expresses . 
i t s most ,vigorous conden-ination o f the Un i t ed Sta tes Government's d e c i s i o n to 
manufacture the neutron bomb, and v/ishes to po in t out that f u l l r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 
f o r the e f f e c t that t h i s d e c i s i o n v / i l l have on i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and 
s e c u r i t y r e s t s e n t i r e l y w i t h the Government o f the U n i t e d S ta tes and those 
v/ho support i t i n i t s p l a n s " . 

The СШДРЖН; Does any o ther de l e ga t i on v/ish to take the f l o o r a t t h i s stage? 
As I a n t i c i p a t e d e a r l i e r , v/e v / i l l have to ' resume the p l enary meeting-, t h i s a f te rnoon 
a t 5.30 p .m. - ¥e s h a l l then adopt the r epo r t s o f the Working Groups and a l s o take 
up d i s c u s s i o n o f document CD/219 f o r d e c i s i o n . Dur ing the a f t e rnoon ' s p l enary 
meet ing, v/e hope to c i r c u l a t e the r e s u l t s o f the v/ork o f the d r a f t i n g group. We 
s h a l l then adjourn the p l enary and meet i n in f o rma l meet ing t h i s evening to cons ider 
the remain ing pa r t s o f the annua l r e p o r t . I am p l a n n i n g our f i n a l p l enary meet ing 
f o r 6.00 p .m. tomorrov/-by v/hich time a l l documents г/ill be ready. The meeting i s 
suspended u n t i l 3.3O p.m. t h i s a f t e rnoon . 

The meeting v/as • suspended a t 1 p .m. and resumed at З.ЗО P.m. 
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The СШ-ШЖН; The" one hundred and' f o r t y - e i g h t h p l enary meeting o f the 
Committee on Disarmament i s c a l l e d to o rde r . Ton w i l l r e c a l l t h a t , a t our l a s t 
p l enary meeting the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of Mongo l ia , Amhassador Erdemhi l eg , in t roduced 
document CÏ)/219 e n t i t l e d "Statement o f a group o f s o c i a l i s t c oun t r i e s on the need 
f o r the urgent es tab l ishment i n the Committee on Disarmament o f an ad hoc working 
group on the p r o h i b i t i o n o f the p r o d u c t i o n , s t o c k p i l i n g , deployment and use of 
neutron n u c l e a r weapons". In tha t document the sponsors requested tha t t h e i r 
p roposa l should be cons idered and a d e c i s i o n should be taken on i t by the Committee 
a t t h i s p l ena ry meet ing. Is there any ob j e c t i on to the proposa l conta ined i n 
document CD/219? 

Mr. FLOWERREE (United States o f Amer i ca ) ; Mr, Chairman, i f your request was 
f o r .a d e c i s i o n on the document CD/219^ as I understand i t , which proposes the urgent 
es tab l ishment o f an ad hoc working group on the p r o h i b i t i o n , p r o d u c t i o n , s t o c k p i l i n g , 
deployment and use of nuc l ea r neutron weapons, I w i l l , o f course , have to take 
except ion to tha t p r o p o s a l . I w i l l con f ine my remarks to tha t q u e s t i o n , and w i l l not 
attempt to rebut some of the tendent ious statements th^at have been made today about 
my c o u n t r y ' s p o l i c i e s i n tha t regard and on some other sub j e c t s , p a r t i c u l a r l y the 
statement made by the Cuban r e p r e s e n t a t i v e , which conta ined so many outrageous 
a s s e r t i o n s as to be undeserv ing o f a response tha t would d i g n i f y i t s c on t en t s . I 
talce t h i s r e s t r a i n t i n my own i n t e r v e n t i o n out of r espec t f o r the need o f the 
Gommittee to make the best use o f the p rec i ous few hours remain ing to u s . Now, as 
the t i t l e o f the proposa l conta ined i n GD/2I9 suggests , we are d e a l i n g here w i t h a 
ques t i on concern ing the p r o h i b i t i o n o f nuc l ea r weapons. B u t , as a number o f speakers 
have noted i n our in f o rma l meet ings, why dea l w i t h on l y one type o f n u c l e a r weapon 
w h i l e l e a v i n g others as ide? 

In f a c t , the most l e t h a l and damaging weapons, those tha t have a c t u a l l y been 
deployed, would not be cons idered under t h i s p r o p o s a l . 

•The s o - c a l l e d nuc l ea r neutron weapon, which i s more p r o p e r l y des ignated 
"enhanced r a d i a t i o n weapon" (ERW), i s one p o s s i b l e v a r i a n t i n the broad range, o f 
nuc l e a r weapons. E v e r y one of them, i n c l u d i n g the ERW, produces b l a s t , thermal 
e f f e c t s , prompt r a d i a t i o n and r e s i d u a l r a d i a t i o n . These e f f e c t s vary acco rd ing to 
the de s i gn , y i e l d and even such th ings as the he ight o f the e x p l o s i o n . Thus, a l l 
s o r t s o f d i s t i n c t i o n s can be made among n u c l e a r weapons. But the f a c t remains tha t 
a l l can k i l l and wreak v a r y i n g degrees of damage, rang ing up to the c a t a s t r o p h i c 
f o r the l a r g e r warheads c a r r i e d by medium-range and i n t e r c o n t i n e n t a l m i s s i l e s . 
There fore , there would seem to be no reason connected w i t h an approach to" nuc l e a r 
disarmament f o r s e l e c t i v e l y c oncen t ra t ing on one p a r t i c u l a r v a r i a n t of nuc l ea r 
weapons, p a r t i c u l a r l y s i n c e i t i s one o f the l e a s t damaging o f nuc l e a r weapons and 
i s designed to be p laced i n a r t i l l e r y s h e l l s and shor t range r o c k e t s . 

The ques t i on of the reason f o r the s e l e c t i v e approach i n CD/219 then remains . 
As the U n i t e d States has po in t ed out on many occas i ons , the ERV/ weapon i s de fens ive 
i n cha rac t e r and i s in t ended , i f ever deployed, to ma in ta in de terrence o f a t t a c k . 
I t would be cons idered f o r use on l y i n -extreme c i r cumstances , "wh i ch we pray w i l l 
never occur , i n responding to a mass armoured a t t a c k . A look a t the d i s p o s i t i o n of 
f o rces i n Europe might suggest the answer to the ques t i on o f why t h i s p roposa l i s 
be ing pressed by the sponsors of CD/219, n e a r l y a l l o f whom are members o f the 
Warsavi Pac t , There are over 40,000 V/arsaw Pact tanks ranged aga ins t some 11,000 
NATO tanks i n Europe, 
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(Mr. F lower ree , Un i t ed States ) 

The argument has a l s o been made that the danger of nuc l ea r war has been 
heightened by the beg inn ing of p r oduc t i on of the ERV because the temptat ion to use 
i t would be greater -r- tha t somehow i t s ex i s tence would-make i t eas i e r to cross the 
th r esho ld i n t o nuc l ea r war. I d ea l t w i t h t h i s ques t i on i n my i n t e r v e n t i o n on 
13 August , I noted tha t the ERV i s s t i l l a nuc l e a r weapon, and tha t the d e c i s i o n to 
use i t would be no l e s s d i f f i c u l t to make t l ian the d e c i s i o n to use any other nuc l ea r 
weapon. The p o s s i b i l i t y o f i n d i s c r i m i n a t e l y d e s t r u c t i v e responses from the other 
s i d e would be h i g h , i n c r e a s i n g the p o t e n t i a l f o r e s c a l a t i o n . 

For these and other reasons my de l e ga t i on does no t b e l i e v e that a case has been 
made f o r the urgent c r e a t i o n o f a working group to nego t i a t e a convent ion on the 
p r o h i b i t i o n o f s o - c a l l e d nuc l ea r neutron weapons. The i n t r o d u c t i o n of t h i s proposa l 
a t t h i s l a t e date i n our s e s s i o n , and under the p r e v a i l i n g c i rcumstances , l eads to 
the c onc lus i on that i t i s not a s e r i ous disarmament p r o p o s a l . 

Mr. SUÎ IMERHAYES (United Kingdom)i My de l e ga t i on has l i s t e n e d c a r e f u l l y to the 
arguments put forv/ard both yes terday and.:.today on the proposa l to e s t a b l i s h • 
immediately a v/orking group on nuc l ea r neutron weapons. I have a l r eady in t roduced 
some views of my ovm.into the debate. I b e l i e v e tha t there are three main i s sues 
that have to be cons ide red ; . . 

( i ) Is there some excep t i ona l urgency f o r s e t t i n g up such a working group? 

( i i ) I s i t appropr ia t e tha t neutron weapons be s i n g l e d out f o r independent 
treatment i n t h i s Committee? 

' ( i i i ) Do neutron weapons c o n s t i t u t e some new and immediate threa t to peace, as 
some de l ega t i ons t r y to a l l e g e ? 

My d e l e g a t i o n ' s views on these three quest ions are as f o l l o w s ; 

Cn the ques t ion of " e x c e p t i o n a l urgency " , we do 'no t cons ide r that a d e c i s i o n 
by the Un i t ed States Government to manufacture and s t o c k p i l e i n the Un i t ed States a • 
weapon which i s designed to meet the p o t e n t i a l — but I am sure not immediate — 
threa t o f armoured warfare i n Europe j u s t i f i e s some almost emergency step on our 
p a r t . As I have made c l e a r , the Un i t ed States d e c i s i o n v/as taken .as a mat t e r . o f 
p r e cau t i on ' and invo l ves no deployment of enhanced r a d i a t i o n weapons. 

On the second ques t i on , which i s t ha t o f appropr ia teness o f s i n g l i n g out neutron 
weapons and n e g o t i a t i n g a convent ion on them, I b e l i e v e tha t neutron v/eapons f a l l 
w i t h i n the d e i i n i t i o n of nuc l e a r weapons. ¥ïy d e l e ga t i on has c o n s i s t e n t l y po in t ed 
out tha t the on ly secure r ou t e to e f f e c t i v e nuc l ea r arms c o n t r o l l i e s t l i rough 
n e g o t i a t i o n between the nuc l e a r Powers, p a r t i c u l a r l y the Un i t ed States and the 
Sov ie t Un ion . I t seems obvious to us that t h e .n ego t i a t i ons have to take p l ace 
between the States which have to accept the o b l i g a t i o n to c o n t r o l and to reduce 
t h e i r nuc l ea r armour ies . Fo r t h i s r eason , my Government has never seen how the 
n e g o t i a t i o n o f nuc l ea r arms c o n t r o l agreements.can i n i t i a l l y be conducted by t h i s 
Committee as a whole. 
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(Иг, Summerhayes, Un i t ed Kingdom) 

On my t h i r d ques t i on -which was whether neutron weapons, and the de terrence 
purpose f d r which these cou ld he used , c o n s t i t u t e a poss ib l e " th r ea t to peace, I 
would repeat here what I s a i d i n p l enary on 1 8 August . I t i s a l l e g e d t h a t , ' ."because 
enhanced r a d i a t i o n weapons are designed as shor t - range and t a c t i c a l weapons, t h i s 
somehow I n d i c a t e s an i n t e n t i o n w i t h i n the MTO A l l i a n c e to prepare f o r w h a t ' i s 
c a l l e d " l i m i t e d . n u c l e a r war " . I t i s suggested tha t A l l i a n c e t h i n k i n g i s .making a 
dangerous s h i f t , and tha t NATO i s somehow moving away from the concep-t o f de t e r r ence . 
These a l l e g a t i o n s , which imply tha t MTO intends to g i ve up i t s p u r e l y de fens ive r o l e 
and post ixre , are comple te ly unfounded. Indeed, arguments of t h i s k i n d are so 
p a t e n t l y f a l s e as to be merely maliciou's and seem to be designed to c rea te f ea r and 
a n x i e t y where t h i s i s u n j u s t i f i e d . 

In a l l , my c o n c l u s i o n ~ f o r "bhe reasons I have j u s t s t a t ed — i s that there i s 
no case f o r e s t a b l i s h i n g immediately a CD vrorking group to dea l w i t h the ques t i on o f 
neutron weapons. 

Mr. de l a 'GORCE (France) ( t r a n s l a t e d from F r e n c h ) ; Mr. Chairman, the F rench 
de l e ga t i on has made known i t s - g r a t i t u d e to the p roposa l which was submit ted to us 
a t the p r i v a t e meeting we had yes te rday . Today, i t conf i rms t h i s p o s i t i o n . Fo r the 
reasons expressed a t an e a r l i e r p l enary meet ing, we cons ide r tha t the enhanced 
r a d i a t i o n weapon i s p a r t o f the o v e r - a l l problem posed by the arms race and n u c l e a r 
disarmament; i n our o p i n i o n , i t i s not there fo re necessary to g ive i t s p e c i a l 
treatment or to prepare any s p e c i f i c convent i ona l p r o v i s i o n s r e l a t i n g to i t . The 
es tab l ishment o f a working group to nego t i a t e on tha t sub jec t does not the re f o r e seem 
to us to be j u s t i f i e d . .Such d i s c u s s i o n s as might be d e s i r a b l e on the sub jec t o f t h i s 
weapon w i l l f i n d t h e i r normal p lace a t our next s e s s i on i n the in f o rma l meetings which 
the Committee w i l l ho doubt, as we would hope, devote to the c o n s i d e r a t i o n o f 
quest ions r e l a t i n g to the nuc l ea r arms race and nuc l ea r disarmament. 

The CHAIRMN; In the l i g h t o f the d i s c u s s i o n , a re you go ing to speak i n 
o b j e c t i o n to the p r o p o s a l , Mr . Ambassador? I saw -the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r e p r e s e n t a t i v e 
o f the Union o f Sov ie t S o c i a l i s t R e p u b l i c s . Is t h i s to spedk a g a i n s t , i n o b j e c t i o n 
t o , the p roposa l ? 

Мг:. ISSRAELYAN (union o f Sov ie t S o c i a l i s t Repub l i c s ) ( t r a n s l a t e d from R u s s i a n ) ; 
The Sov i e t d e l e ga t i on wishes to express i t s profound d i s s a t i s f a c t i o n a t the l a c k 
of consensus , . . 

The CHAIRMN; I asked whether there are any ob j e c t i ons to the p roposa l conta ined 
i n document CD/219. I f , I may. I vrould l i k e to conclude t h i s debate as to the d e c i s i o n 
of the Committee w i t h r egard to the p r o p o s a l . A f t e rwards , i f I may and i f you agree, 
I w i l l g i ve the f l o o r to a l l o w argumen-ts aga ins t those which have been put forward 
aga ins t the p r o p o s a l . Would that be agreea'ble? 

In the l i g h t o f the d i s c u s s i o n he l d on t h i s ques t i on , there i s no consensus on 
the proposa l con-fcained i n document CD/2I9, and there fo re i t i s not adopted. 
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Mr. ISSRABLYAN (Union of Sov ie t S o c i a l i s t Repub l i cs ) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Russ i an ) i 
The Sov ie t delega.t ion wishes to express i t s profoimd d i ssa . t i s f a . c t i on a.t the la.ck of 
consensus oh the déciment submitted by a. group of s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s , conta. in ing a. 
proposa.l f o r the immedia.te commencement of negot ia. t ions i n the Committee on the 
prepa.rat ion of a. dra.ft interna.t iona. l convent ion on. the p r o h i b i t i o n of neutron 
weapons a.nd f o r the esta.blishment of a.n ad hoc work ing group f o r tha.t purpose. 
Toda.y we should l i k e once a.ga.in to s t r e s s that t h i s i s a.n except iona . l l y importa.nt 
a.nd urgent ma.tter d i r e c t l y connected w i t h interna.t iona. l s e c u r i t y a.nd disa.rma.ment a.nd 
a. f foot ing the d e s t i n i e s of peop les , s ince the emergence of neutron wea.pons 
considera.bly increa.ses the threa.t of a. nuclea.r vra.r. 

We there fore cons ide r that the e f f o r t s ma.de by i n d i v i d u a l de l ega t i ons to 
miniiaize the da.nger of such wea.pons a.nd to concea.l a. number of nega.tive a,spect3 of 
the d e c i s i o n taken by the A d m i n i s t r a t i o n of the Un i t ed States of America a.re unsound. 
The Sov ie t delega.t ion v ; i l l c e r t a . i i i l y cont inue i t s e f f o r t s a.imed a.t s o l v i n g the 
problem of the p r o h i b i t i o n of neutron wea.pons, i n order to outla.w them. 

V/e should l i k e once a.ga.in to r eca . l l the sta.tement by Mr. L . I . Brezhnev, 
Hea.d of the Sov ie t Sta.te i n which he sa.id — and I quote — tha t s "V/e f o r our par t 
conf i rm tha.t we sha. l l not beg in to produce them — tha.t i s , neutron wea.pons — un less 
they a.ppea.r i n o ther Sta.tes; a.nd we a.re prepa.red to conclude. a.n a.greement 
p r o h i b i t i n g such wea.pons once a.nd f o r a . l l " . As we ha.ve a.lrea.dy empha.sized, i n the 
s i tua . t i on which i s deve lop ing , the Sov ie t Union ca.nnot a.nd w i l l not rema.in a. pa.ssive 
on looker . 

I should novi l i k e to sa.y a. few words concern ing our d i s c u s s i o n s , inc lud ing - the 
sta.tements ma.de toda.y. V/e ha,ve not hea-rd a.nything new toda.y e i t h e r . V/e ha.ve been 
a.sked why we ra.ised t h i s i s s u e . V/e ha.ve a.nswered tha.t quest ions we d i d so beca.use 
Pres ident Rea.ga.n ha,d taken the d e c i s i o n a. l i t t l e more tha.n t en days e a r l i e r to 
produce neutron wea.pons, C lea . r l y , we would not ha,ve ra.ised t h i s ques t i on now i f 
P res ident Rea.ga,n ha.d not ta.ken tha.t d e c i s i o n on 6 August . Secondly, why do we 
cons ide r t h i s ques t i on urgent? V/e have exp la ined that i t i s an urgent ques t i on 
beca.use the development of neutron vrea.pons increa.ses the threa t of the outbrea.k o f 
a. nuclea.r wa.r. I thinlc t h i s i s clea.r a.nd s imp l e . V/e ha.ve been a.sked vrhy we a.re 
propos ing tha.t t h i s i s s u e should be cons idered sepa.ra.tely. V/e ha.ve r e p l i e d tha.t 
vre a.re prepa.red to exa.mine t h i s i s sue i n a.n ad hoc work ing group.. V/e a.re prepa.red 
to cons ide r i t i n the context of a ba.n on nuclea.r vrea.pons — a subject on which the 
sa.me Sta.tes ha.ve b locked the esta.blishment of a v/orking group. We ha.ve a l s o s a i d 
tha.t we a.re prepa.red to l i s t e n to a.ny se r i ous counter-proposa. l . V/e hea.rd none 
yesterda.y, • a.nd we ha.ve hea.rd none toda.y. 

P i n a , l l y , we ha.ve been t o l d tha.t we a.re crea.ting- fea.r w i t h our proposa. l . 
Excuse m.e, Mr. Cha.irma.n; but t h i s i s something tha.t ca.n be sa.id on l y by people who 
do not even read the newspa.pers. I t i s not vre who are- crea. t ing fea.r, i t i s the 
neutron bomb that crea.tes fea.r. In t h i s connec t i on , one ha.s on ly to go one f l o o r 
dovm from t h i s room and take a.ny newspa.per i n a.ny language, i n order to see that i t 
i s not the statement of the Sov ie t delega.t ion o r the proposa l f o r the esta.blishment 
of a vrorking group that i s crea. t ing f e a r , a.nd tha.t the peoples a.re not p r o t e s t i n g 
a.ga.inst the esta,blishment of a. vrorking group but a.ga,inst the p r oduc t i on o f neutron 
vrea.pons. 

http://disa.rma.ment
http://ma.de
http://ma.de
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(Mr. I ssra .e lyan, ÏÏSSR) 

. . ba ,s t ly , we a.re a.ccustomed to l i s t e n i n g w i t h a t t e n t i o n a,nd respect to the 
d i s c u s s i o n i n the Committee. ¥e ha.ve j u s t been t o l d tha.t e s s e n t i a . l l y on l y the 
c oun t r i e s o f the Wa.rsa.w Pa.ct a,re a.dvoca.ting the p r o h i b i t i o n of neut ron wea.pons, a.nd 
tha.t t h e i r delega.t ions a.re r e spons ib l e f o r r a i s i n g t h i s i s s u e . Po r the i n f o r m a t i o n 
of the Un i t ed Sta tes delega.t ion, i n the l a s t da.ys of the 1531 s e s s i o n , at l e a s t 
21 S ta tes have spoken on the ques t i on of neutron wea.pons, a.nd r ep r e s en ta t i v e s of a 
group of s o c i a l i s t c oun t r i e s and r ep r e s en ta t i v e s of the non-a l i gned S ta tes have 
vo i ced a. v igorous condemna.tion. Consequent ly , to endea.vour to d i s t o r t the essence 
and the nature of t h i s d i s c u s s i o n i s , to sa.y the lea .s t , -unworthy of a. r e spons ib l e 
de lega. t ion. 

I n c o n c l u s i o n , I should a l s o l i k e to dra.w a . t t ent ion to one more p o i n t . Some 
delega.t ions, a.nd i n pa . r t i cu la . r the delega.t ion of Pa.kista.n, ha.ve r e f e r r e d to t h e i r 
a.mciety not on l y i n rega.rd to the p r o d u c t i o n of neutron wea.pons but a l s o i n regard 
to the deplo3raient of cer ta . in types o f xrea.pons w i t h nuclea.r wa.rhea.ds, pa . r t i c i i l a . r l y 
medium-ra.nge wea.pons. In t h i s connec t ion I sho'dld l i k e to quote from a. speech made 
by P r e s i d en t L . I . Brezhnev a.t a. d inner i n honour of Mr. W i l l y Brandt on 30 June 1981. 
He s a i d t h a t ; 

"The Sov ie t Union i s prepa.red to stop the deployment of i t s medium-range 
m i s s i l e s i n the Europea.n pa.rt of the country on the day when n e g o t i a t i o n s 
beg in on the substa.nce of the ma.tter •— but i t w i l l do t h i s of course on ly i f 
the Un i t ed Sta tes t e l l s us tha.t d u r i n g the nego t i a t i ons i t w i l l not inc r ease 
the number of i t s medium-ra.nge nuclea.r dev ices i n Europe e i t h e r . " 

The-Soviet Union has repea.tedly dec lared that i t i s prepared to l i m i t and p r o h i b i t 
a,ny type of wea.pon bu t , of course , on the ba.sis o f r e c i p r o c i t y a.nd wi thout impa. i r ing 
the s e c u r i t y of a.ny of the p a r t i e s . • ' 

Mr. EEDEMBILEG (Mongolia.) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Kuss ian) : On beha l f of the sponsors 
of document CD/21'9, permit me, Mr. Cha.irma.n, to express our gra.t i tude to you f o r the 
e f f o r t s you ha.ve ma.de i n .connect ion vii'fch the cons idera . t ion i n the Committee, both a.t 
the i n f o rma l meet ing a.nd a.t the plena.ry meet ing toda.y, of the p roposa l by the 
s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s on the need f o r the urgent esta.blis.hment i n the Committee on 
Disa.rma.ment of a.n ad hoc work ing group to ela.bora.te a.n interna. t iona. l convent ion on 
the p r o h i b i t i o n of the p r oduc t i on , s t o c k p i l i n g , d.eployment a.nd use of nuclea.r neutron 
wea.pons. 

I should l i k e to pla.ce pa.r t icu la . r empha,sis on the fa.ct tha.t t h i s importa.nt. a.nd 
t i m e l y i n i t i a t i v e of the s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s was g i v en much a . t tent ion i n the 
Committee and r e ce i v ed the support o f ma.ny de lega. t ions. 

We note w i t h r e g r e t , however, that owing to the wel l -known p o s i t i o n o f a number 
of Western c o u n t r i e s , the Committee wa.s toda.y una.ble to ta.ke a, p o s i t i v e d e c i s i o n on 
t h i s importa.nt mat te r . -The r ep r e s en ta t i v e s of these V/estern, c o u n t r i e s , hav ing 
ea . r l i e r prevented the Committee from adop t ing a. d e c i s i o n to e s ta .b l i sh ad hoc 
working groups to sta.rt negot ia. t ions on n u c l e a r disa.rma.ment a.nd on the ques t i on of 
the complete a.nd genera.l p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclea.r-wea.pon t e s t s , once a.ga.in showed t h e i r 
negat ive a t t i t u d e , t h i s time i n regard to the importa.nt ques t i on which brooks no 
f u r t h e r dela.y and which i s ra.ised i n doc\mient CD/219. 
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(Mr. E rdemMleg , Mongolia.) 

Ha.ving l i s t e n e d to the sta.tements of cer ta . in representa. t ives of V/estern 
co imt r i e s at toda.y's plena.ry meeting, I should l i k e to sa.y the fol lov/ings I d i d not 
qu i t e 'understa.nd y es t e rday ' s sta.tement hy the d i s t i n g i i i s h e d representa.t ive of the 
Uni t ed Sta.tes, Amha.ssa.dor F lower ree . . A f t e r the sta.tement by the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
representa.t ive of the Sov ie t Un ion , Amba.ssa.dor Issra.elya.n, he sa.id tha.t 
Am.bassa.dor I ssra .e lyan 's statement f u l l y conf irmed h i s own statement; but I should 
l i k e to note tha.t i n h i s sta.tement toda.y the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep resen ta t i v e of the 
Uni ted States a l l e g e d that the d i s c u s s i o n here i s a.bout the l e a s t d e s t r u c t i v e type 
of nuc l e a r wea.pon. I t i s p r e c i s e l y t h i s statement which bears out our concern. The 
statement • that the neutron nuc l ea r weapon i s a ' 'c lea.n", "defensive", , . "huma.ne" wea.pon 
i s t o t a l l y ina.dmissible» The d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep resen ta t i v e s of V/estem coun t r i e s have 
a.lso a.lleged tha.t,.the proposa.l by the coun t r i e s of the, soc ia . l i s t . communi ty i s not 
s e r i o u s . I lea.ve tha,t to the conscience of the representa. t ives of the Western 
c o u n t r i e s ; but-1 ,would l i k e to ask the members of the Committee the f o l l o w i n g 
ques t i on . Were the V/estern coun t r i e s t a k i n g a. s e r i ous step when they b locked the 
proposa.1 to es ta .b l i sh work ing groups on the problem of nuclea.r disa.rmâment a.nd on the 
problem o f the complete a.nd genera l p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclea.r-wea.pon t e s t s ? 

Fo r our pa.rt, we s ta te f r a n k l y tha.t those de l ega t i ons which ha.ve prevented the 
a.doption by the Committee of a. p o s i t i v e d e c i s i o n on such a.n urgent a.nd extremely 
importa.nt problem a.re a.sstmiing a. se r i ous r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . 

Wi th regard to the p o s i t i o n of the s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s , t h e i r p o s i t i o n of 
p r i n c i p l e has been a.nd i s c l ea . r l y set f o r t h i n t h e i r statements, i n document CD/219, 
and i n o ther documents which ha.ve been o f f i c i a . l l y submitted to the Committee on 
Disa.rmament. 

The s o c i a l i s t S ta tes members of the Committee on Disa.rma.ment a.re prepared to 
examine, t h i s very day i f you l i k e , any o ther c o n s t r u c t i v e proposa.ls a.imed a.t the 
p r o h i b i t i o n as soon as p o s s i b l e of t h i s most ba.rba.rous type of wea.pon of mass 
d e s t r u c t i o n , namely the neutron v7ea.pon. 

In c o n c l u s i o n , l i r . Chairman, permit me to b r i n g to your a t t e n t i o n , a.nd to that 
of the members of the Committee, the f a c t tha.t the M i n i s t r y of F o r e i g n A f f a i r s f o r 
the Mongolia.n Peop l e ' s Republ i c a. few days a.go i s s u e d a. sta.tement c l ea . r l y a,nd 
p r e c i s e l y r e a s s e r t i n g the p o s i t i o n of p r i n c i p l e of the Government of the Mongol ian 
Peop l e ' s Republ i c rega.rding t h i s monstrous type of wea.pon of ma.ss d e s t r u c t i o n a.nd 
severe ly condemning the foolha.rciy step ta.ken by the Un i t ed Sta.tes Admin is t ra , t i on i n 
e s c a l a t i n g the armaments ra.ce by i n t r o d u c i n g the new neutron sp i ra . l which c o n s t i t u t e s 
a. ser ious threa.t to the ca.use of pea.ce, disa.rma,ment a.nd detente . My delega.t ion 
in tends to ha.ve t h i s sta.tement circixLa.ted vàthout dela.y a.s a.n o f f i c i a . l document of 
the Committee b.n Disa.rmament, 

M r . YU Peiwen (China,)' (tra.nsla.ted from Chinese) s Mr, Chalrma.n, a t the recent 
meetings of the Committee-on Disarmament, there ha.ve been deba.tes a.round the d e c i s i o n 
of the Un i t ed States Admin i s t ra . t i on to produce neutron bombs, ' The Sov ie t d e l e ga t i on 
ha.s d i s t r i b u t e d i n the Committee vrarking pa.per CD/216, which conta.ins a. TASS 
statement of 13 August , I n t h i s sta.tement, the TASS made groundless a.ttacks on China.. 
I am compel led, i n the name of the Chinese delega.t ion, to r e j e c t c a t e g o r i c a l l y such 
wa.nton a.tta.cks by the Sov ie t Un ion , 

The fa.cts a.re tha.t: China.'s press organs, a.mong o the r s , our o f f i c i a l newspa.per 
The P eop l e ' s Da. i ly , ha.ve i -esponsib ly a,nd o b j e c t i v e l y repor ted the views of some 
count r i e s on the Uni ted Sta.tes d e c i s i o n to produce neutron bombs, i n c l u d i n g the 
contents of press relea.se i s s u e d by TASS. 
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(Mr. Yu F e i w e n . China.) 

Then what i s the motive of the Sov ie t a.ttacks on Cloina.? Why d i d Moscow f l y 
i n t o a. ra.ge when China. 's nevrspa.pers ha.ve repor ted views a.nd rea.ct ions of some 
coTxntries on the p r o d u c t i o n of neutron homhs by the Un i t ed S ta tes? V/ha:t i s behind 
a l l t h i s ? These a.re quest ions worth ponder ing. -

•.. E v i d e n t l y , the p roduc t i on of neutron bombs by the Un i t ed States w i l l a.ffeCt the 
ba.la.nce .of nuclea.r f o rces between the Sov ie t Union and the Un i t ed Sta.tes. I n recent 
yea.rs,. the Sov i e t Union has stepped up i t s development of nuc l e a r weapons i n order t 
ga.in nuclea.r s u p e r i o r i t y . By dep loy ing a. la.rge number of SS"20 m i s s i l e s a.nd 
B a c k - f i r e bombers i n Europe, 'the Sov ie t Union has ga.ined nuc l ea r s u p e r i o r i t y i n the 

•European t h e a t r e . Now, v/ith the p r o d u c t i o n of neutron bombs by the Un i t ed S t a t e s , 
the nuclea.r ba.la.nce between the two s ides i s bomid to be a.ffooted. 

The p r oduc t i on o f neutron bombs by the Un i t ed Sta tes w i l l o f f s e t the " tank • 
a.dva.nta.ge" enjoyed by the Sov ie t Union i n the European t h e a t r e . I t i s r epor ted tha t 
the Sov ie t Union and other Warsa.w. Treaty S ta tes have deployed as many as 47,000 tank 
i n Europe, wherea.s the Western counterpar t ha.s but 12,000. As v/e a . l l know, the 
neutron bomb i s a.n e f f e c t i v e a,nti-ta.nk wea.pon. 

. The U n i t e d Sta.tes d e c i s i o n to produce neutron bombs v/a,s ma.de a.t a. time when 
the Un i t ed S ta tes i s p r epa r ing to conduct n e g o t i a t i o n s w i t h the Sov ie t Union i n 
1981 on thea t re nuclea.r wea.pons. Th i s shov/s that the Un i t ed Sta.tes i s t r y i n g to 
s t rengthen i t s m i l i t a . r y , c a . pab i l i t i e s so tha.t i t ma.y sta.nd i n a. r e l a . t i v e l y 

.fa.vourahle p o s i t i o n i n fu ture disa.rma.ment negot ia . t ions , i . e . from a. p o s i t i o n of 
s t r e n g t h . 

I t seems tha,t the a.bove p o i n t s a.re p r e c i s e l y the rea.sons why Moscow i s so 
d i s tu rbed a.nd p a . n i c - s t r i c k e n by the p r o d u c t i o n of neutron bombs by the Un i t ed S ta tes 
a.nd so f u r i o u s a.bout the ob j ec t i v e r e p o r t i n g i n the Chinese nev/spa.pers. I n the •. 
f i n a l ana . l y s i s , the p roduc t i on of neutron bombs i s i n f a c t a product o f the n u c l e a r 
arms race betv/een the two superpowers, the Un i t ed States and the Sov i e t Un ion . 
China, ha.s a . l l a.long been a,gainst the nuc'.;.ea.r a.rms ra.ce and ho lds tha.t the two 
superpowers should ta.ke the lea.d i n ca .rry ing out пи.с1еэ.г disa.rmajnent. The Sov ie t 
v i l i f i c a . t i o n a.ga.inst C h i n a ' s c l e a r c u t p o s i t i o n on disarma.mont i s u t t e r l y f u t i l e . 

I'lr^ FLqffiRREE (Uni ted States of America) ; I j u s t wa.nted to clea.r up one 
po in t of fa.ct. Dur ing h i s rema.rks a. moment a.go, the representa.t ive of the Soviet . 
Union suggested tha.t I ha.d not a.cted l i k e the representa. t ive of a. r e spons ib l e 
delega.t ion i n sa.ying tha.t on l y the members of the 'Wa.rsa.w Pa.ct supported the proposa l 
or ha.d c e r t a i n views on the d e s i r a . b i l i t y o r the u n d e s i r a b i l i t y of the neutron 
wea.pon. I w i l l g ive the Sov ie t r ep r e s en ta t i v e the bene f i t of the doubt. I would 
l i k e to rea.d v/ha.t I a . c tua l l y sa.id, a.nd tha.t i s tha.t "the a.nsv/er to the ques t i on o f 
why t h i s p roposa l i s be ing pressed by the sponsors of CD/219, nea.rly a l l of whom a.re 
members of the V/arsa.v/ Pact . . . " I d i d not sa.y that o ther de l ega t i ons had not spoken 
out a.ga.inst the neutron wea.pori, as they ca . l l i t . I ha.d s imply sa.ià the sponsors of 
CD/.219 were n e a r l y a l l members of the Wa.rsa.w Pa.ct, I d i d not a.pprecia.te be ing 
misquoted, on tha t p o i n t . 

I f i t i s not t rue that n e a r l y a . l l the sponsors o f CD/219 are members of the 
Warsa.v/- Pac t , I would a.pprecia.te that i n f o r m a t i o n . 
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Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Sov ie t S o c i a l i s t Repub l i cs ) (tra.nsla.ted from R u s s i a n ) ; 
Mr. Chairman, f o r g i v e me f o r ta.king the f l o o r a second t ime , but I s h o u l d - l i k e to 
r e p l y to some comments tha.t ha.ve been ma.de here i n c l u d i n g some comments a.bout my 
country . 

I must sa.y tha t specula . t ion a.bout ta.nks i s one of the f a v o u r i t e hobby-horses 
of I'/estern propa.ga.nda.. Va.rious f i g u r e s a.re quoted i n a.n a.ttempt to crea.te a.n 
impress ion o f some k i n d of n i gh tmar i sh a.nd t e r r i b l e s u p e r i o r i t y of Sov ie t t anks ; 
a.nd the f i g u r e s quoted va.ry considera.b ly . I t i s t y p i c a l , ¥¡x. Cha.irma.n, that 
toda.y, even w i t h the i n c r e a s i n g m i l i t a r y c o - ope ra t i on between the Un i t ed States 
a.nd Ch ina , the u n i t e d Sta.tes mentioned one set of f i g u r e s — say ing , I b e l i e v e , 
that we have 40,000 ta.nks wh i l e NATO has, I t h i n k he s a i d , 11,000 ta.nks but 
the r ep r esen ta t i v e o f China dec ided , so to spea.k, to arouse some emotion a.nd 
s a i d that we have 47,000 ta.nks wh i l e NATO has 13,000 ta.nks. This i s a.n a l t o g e the r 
unfortunate f a c t beca.use, I repeat , i n view of t h e i r growing m i l i t a r y co -ope ra t i on 
i t sho-uld c e r ta . in l y be p o s s i b l e f o r them to sha.re t h e i r informa.t ion more 
systema.tica. l ly a.nd mere a.ccura.tely. 

W i th rega.rd to s u p e r i o r i t y i n t anks , we do indeed have a s u p e r i o r i t y i n ta.nks 
a.nd we have repeated ly sa.id so . Indeed, I even mentioned i n the Committee on 
Disa.rma.ment, i n my sta.tement on 26 Ma.rch, tha.t i n order to counterba.la.nce t h i s 
tanl i advantage, NATO has — i n a d d i t i o n to o ther types of v/ea.pons, i n c l u d i n g such 
redoubta.ble wea.pons a.s a . i r c ra f t ca . r r i e rs — NATO ha.s a great s u p e r i o r i t y i n 
a.nti-ta.nk wea.pons, w i t h which the NATO coun t r i e s seek to o f f s e t o r counterbala.nce 
the d i f f e r ence . i n types of wea.pons between the V/a.rsa.w Pact c oun t r i e s a.nd the 
NATO c o u n t r i e s . Thus, t h i s excuse that neutron wea.pons are be ing developed to 
co-unter Sov ie t ta.nl-cs i s , w i t h o u t founda.t ion. I am boimd to reca . l l t oday ' s sta.tement 
by Amba.ssa.dor Sujka. who qu i t e r i g h t l y a.sked hovi, the Un i t ed Sta.tes would'comba.t 
Sov ie t ta.nl-cs vrith neutron wea.pons i f i t d i d not i n t e n d to b r i n g such wea.pons to 
Europe. But that i s a.nother ques t i on . 

Wi th rega.rd to the sta.tement by the representa.t ive of China., i n the beg inn ing 
I found i t ra.ther p lea .s ing . I t seemed to me tha.t he r ea . l l y vía.nted to ba.se h imse l f 
on a.n ob j ec t i v e a,ppra.isa.l of the s i t u a . t i o n ; but v/here i s the o b j e c t i v i t y , when 
eve ry th ing v/hich the representa.t ive of China, s a i d concern ing m i l i t a . r y bala.nce v/a.s 
word f o r word the same as v/ha.t our NATO co l l eagues have been t e l l i n g -hs? 
Consequently, we hea.rd no th ing nevr o r o b j e c t i v e . We hea.rd the NATO i n t e r p r e t a . t i o n 
i n the sta.tement by the representa.t ive o f China,. Thank you ; and I t h i n k tha.t 
w i t h these rema,rks I have f i n i s h e d the d i s c u s s i o n of t h i s ma.tter. 
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Ш. AKRAM ( P a k i s t a n ) : ¥¡r. Chairman, my d e l e g a t i o n — as , I am. sure , -the " 
ma jo r i t y of the members of t h i s Committee — has l i s t e n e d w i th great i n t e r e s t and, 
I am sure , w i t h no smal l measure of concern to the exchange of views which has taken 
p lace both t h i s a f te rnoon and e a r l i e r , i n our Committee. In response to the 
q u e s t i o n . t h a t has. been r a i s ed here about the enhanced r a d i a t i o n weapon, I t h i n k 
Mr. Chairman, that t h i s occas ion may be an appropr iate , one f o r my d e l e g a t i o n to 
express i t s own views and suggest ions on t h i s s i t u a t i o n which presents i t s e l f to the 
Cominittee. 

I would l i k e to r e c a l l , and I b e l i e v e that the d i s t i n g u i s h e d Ambassador of the 
Sov ie t Union mentioned t h i s p o i n t e a r l i e r on, the remarks which were made by the 
head of t h e . P a k i s t a n d e l e g a t i o n i n h i s i n t e r v e n t i o n yes te rday , y h e n he s t a t e d , and. I 
quote , " tha t the cur r en t c l ima t e o f c o n f r o n t a t i o n " — and we have seen evidence of 
t h i s . th i s a f te rnoon — " t h a t the cur ren t c l ima t e of c on f r on ta t i on should not be 
al lowed to l ead to an unbr id l ed e s c a l a t i o n i n the arms race , e s p e c i a l l y i n n u c l e a r 
weapons. Our concern i s aroused whether such e s c a l a t i o n i n the arms race i s 
q u a n t i t a t i v e or q u a l i t a t i v e i n na ture , whether i t i n vo l v e s the deployment of the 
SS-20 mobi le m . i s s i l e , or the p roduc t i on of the enhanced r a d i a t i o n weapon". The head 
of my d e l e g a t i o n added tha t " the present was not the time f o r s e l f - s e r v i n g postures 
o r p roposa l s , i t was time f o r r e s o l u t e and wide s ta tesmansh ip " . 

I b e l i e v e , Mr. Chairman, that the exchange of views which we have had on the 
proposa l conta ined i n document CD/219 has , at l e a s t f o r ny d e l e g a t i o n — and I b e l i e v e 
t h i s to be t rue of o ther members of the Group of 21 a l so — r e i n f o r c e d our view tha t 
the Co.miaittee on Disarmament should be ' enab l ed , at a very e a r l y da t e , to e s t a b l i s h an 
ad hoc work ing group which can dea l w i t h the whole ques t i on of nuc l e a r disarmianent 
and i n the f i r s t i ns tance w i th measures to h a l t the q u a l i t a t i v e and q u a n t i t a t i v e 
e s c a l a t i o n i n the n u c l e a r arms r a c e . Ve hope tha t a p o s i t i v e d e c i s i o n on t h i s 
proposa l of the Group of 21, which i s s t i l l on the t a b l e , w i l l become p o s s i b l e i n the 
near f u t u r e , perhaps as soon as we resume our work next y ea r . At the se.m.e t i n e 
I'Ir, Chairman, my d e l e g a t i o n b e l i e v e s tha t the Comjuittee ought not to remain complete ly 
s i l e n t about the present s i t u a t i o n . I t h i n k we must note the cur r en t and p rospec t i v e 
e s c a l a t i o n i n the n u c l e a r arms r a c e , i n both i t s q u a n t i t a t i v e and q u a l i t a t i v e a spec t s , 
and the f a c t t ha t t h i s e s c a l a t i o n i s t a k i n g p lace m.ainly between the United States and 
the Sov ie t Un ion . I b e l i e v e , • S i r , that i t would be i n keeping w i th the h igh 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s of t h i s ConiTiittoe and w i t h i t s important mandate i f we could at l e a s t 
i s s u e an appeal — phrased i n very ob j e c t i v e language — to the un i ted Sta tes and the 
Sov ie t Union to open e a r l y n e g o t i a t i o n s w i t h a view to h a l t i n g and d i v e r t i n g the 
present and p o t e n t i a l e s c a l a t i o n i n the .nuclear arms race between the two Powers i n 
i t s q u a n t i t a t i v e and q u a l i t a t i v e aspec t s . I b e l i e v e S i r , that t h i s i s something tha t 
we could do, and tha t we c o u l d , I hope, reach agreement on ; a.nd I b e l i e v e tha t t h i s i s 
something tha t would b r i n g c r e d i t to t h i s Committee and, to the 40 members who have sat 
around t h i s t a b l e d u r i n g t h i s y ea r , watching w i t h some c o n s t e r n a t i o n the developments 
t a k i n g p lace i n the world around us . 

The CHAIFiMAIJ": May I now go on to the next i tem on t h i s a f t e rnoon ' s agenda. In 
accordance w i t h the p r a c t i c e fo l lowed by the Com.nittee i n prev ious y e a r s , I would l i k e 
now to put before the Comjnittee f o r adopt ion the r epo r t s of the f ou r Vo rk ing Groups, 
r e - e s t a b l i s h e d dur ing the present s e s s i o n . Those r epo r t s are contained i n 
documents CD/215, CD/217 and, C o r r . l , CD/218 and CD/220. 
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(The Chairmen) 

I f there i s no o b j e c t i o n , I -w i l l take i t that the Committee wishes to adopt the 
repor t of the Ad Hoc V/orking Gronp on E f f e c t i v e I n t e r n a t i o n a l Arrangements to Assure 
Hon-Nuclear-Weapnn States aga ins t the Use or Threat of Use of Nuc lear V/eapons (CD/215). 

I t was so dec ided . 

The CHA.IRI'î/iNî May I now t u r n to document CD/217 and Cor r . 1 c o n t a i n i n g the 
r epo r t of the Ad Hoc Working Group on the Comprehensive Programme o f Disarmament. I n 
p a r t i c u l a r , nay I draw the a t t e n t i o n to the recommendation contained i n paragraph 17 
of the r epor t which recommends to the Conmittee that the Group should resume i t s work 
on 11 January 1982. I f there i s no o b j e c t i o n , I w i l l take i t tha t the Committee 
wishes to adopt the r epo r t of the Vfcrking Group. 

I t was so dec ided . 

The CH/iIRMANî I put now before the Committee f o r adopt ion document CD/218 
con ta in ing the r epor t of the Ad Hoc V/orking Group on R a d i o l o g i c a l V/eapons. In 
paragraph 23 of i t s r epor t the V/orking Group agreed to recommend to the Committee tha t 
i t cons ider whether the Group should resume i t s work on 18 January 1982. In 
connect ion w i th t h i s r e p o r t , may I a l so draw a t t e n t i o n to paragraph 11 of the r epor t 
of the V/orking Group and to the communication addressed to me by the Chairman of the 
Ad Hoc Working Group on R a d i o l o g i c a l Weapons dated. 10 August 198I by which I am 
informed t h a t , subjec t to the Committee 's agreement, i t would be apprec ia ted i f I 
could i n v i t e the D i r e c t o r - G e n e r a l of the IAEA to prov ide the i n f o rma t i on d.escribed i n 
that l e t t e r . Before we adopt the r e p o r t , I wish to ask the Gommittee, f i r s t l y , 
whether there i s any o b j e c t i o n to the proposa l tha t the Chairman i n v i t e the 
D i r e c t o r - G e n e r a l of the biEA to prov ide the in f o rma t i on concerning the d r a f t convent ion 
which has been requested by the Chairman o f the V/orking Group. Is there any 
ob j ec t i on? 

Mr. УЕ1\1КАТЕ̂ .#ДАН ( ind i a ) î Vir. Chairman, dur ing the meeting of the Ad Hoc 
Working Group on R a d i o l o g i c a l Weapons, my d e l e ga t i on had a l ready expressed som ê 
ser ious r e s e r va t i ons concerning a re fe rence to, the D i r e c t o r - G e n e r a l of the IAEA. 
However, we d id not stand i n the way o f Ambassador Kr'mivee, Ghairman of the 
Working Group, h o l d i n g f u r t h e r c o n s u l t a t i o n s on t h i s matter w i th members of the 
Comm.ittee. 

In the meantime, we have r e f l e c t e d f u r t h e r on t h i s , and-have had an oppor tun i t y 
a l so to consu l t our a u t h o r i t i e s . V/e have come to the c onc lus i on t h a t , at a time when 
n e i t h e r the d e f i n i t i o n nf r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons nor the scope of a p p l i c a t i o n of the 
fu tu re t r e a t y has been s e t t l e d , a re fe rence to the D i r e c t o r - G e n e r a l of the IAEA would 
be premature. V/e there fore request t h a t the proposa l be dropped f o r the present . 

Mr. AKRAM ( P a k i s t a n ) : Mr. Chairman, i t w i l l be noted tha t i n paragraph 11 of 
document CD/213, i t ' i s s ta ted tha t some de l ega t i ons had expressed t h e i r r e s e r v a t i o n s on 
the proposa l to i n v i t e the D. i rec tor -Genera l of the I A E J I to express some views on the 
ques t i on r e f e r r ed to i n tha t paragraph. % d e l e g a t i o n was one of those . V^e, l i k e 
the Ind ian d e l e ga t i on , have had an oppor tun i t y to r e f l e c t f u r t h e r on t h i s mat te r , and 
we do b e l i e v e . S i r , t h a t a t the present t ime i t i s somewhat premature to address t h i s 
i n v i t a t i o n to the D i r e c t o r - G e n e r a l of the 1/i.EA. 
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(l'îr. Akrg.ïïi, Pak i s tan ) 

I n t e r a l i a , ve have s tudied the scope o f the Vienna Convention on the P h y s i c a l 
Ibrotect ion of Nuc lear M a t e r i a l , and i t would appear from that Convention tha t the 
a c t i v i t i e s г/hich are of concern to t h e i l E A under tha t Convention r e l a t i n g to the 
p r o t e c t i o n of s p e c i a l f i s s i o n a b l e m a t e r i a l , under c e r t a i n p a r t i c u l a r s i t u a t i o n s , are 
cons ide rab l y narrower than the r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s tha t would a r i s e i n r e l a t i o n to the 
proposed a c t i o n to prevent d i v e r s i o n o f r a d i o a c t i v e substances under the proposed 
convent ion on r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. We would t h i n k tha t the Ad Hoc Working Group on 
Radio log ica l 'Weapons would need to examine, f i r s t of a l l , w h a t - p r e c i s e l y i t wishes to 
do i n terms of safeguard a c t i v i t i e s w i th r e l a t i o n to t h i s a c t i o n before i t could 
i n v i t e any views e i t h e r from the D i r e c t o r - G e n e r a l of the lAEli. or from some o ther 
t e c h n i c a l body about the methods f o r p revent ing the d i v e r s i o n that i s r e f e r r ed to i n 
the proposed RW convent i on . 

For these reasons , S i r , we b e l i e v e t h a t t h i s d e c i s i o n should be postponed t o our 
s e s s i on i n 1982 when we would l i k e to study t h i s matter f u r t h e r and then seek very 
c l e a r and p r e c i s e guidance from the D i r e c t o r - G e n e r a l of the IAEA, o r from any o ther 
agency, on t h i s and any o ther r e l e van t ques t i on . 

Mr. УА&ЕЮШаЖЗ (Ne ther lands ) : At the time the Nether lands d e l e g a t i o n welcomed, 
the s p i r i t of accommodation tha t l ed the Ad Hoc Working Group on R a d i o l o g i c a l Weapons 
to agree tha t i t would, b e n e f i t the work of the Group i f , i n conformity w i t h r u l e 41 
of the r u l e s of procedure of the Committee on Disarmament, t h e ' D i r e c t o r - G e n e r a l of 
IAEA could be i n v i t e d to prov ide i n f o rma t i on on the p o s s i b l e r e l a t i o n s h i p between a 
d r a f t convent ion p r o h i b i t i n g the develop)ment, p r oduc t i on , s t o c k p i l i n g a.nd use of 
RW on the one hand and the Vienna Convention on the P h y s i c a l P r o t e c t i o n of Nuc lear 
M a t e r i a l as w e l l as the Gu ide l i n e s f o r P h y s i c a l P r o t e c t i o n of Nuc lear M a t e r i a l on the 
o ther hand.. We are g r a t e f u l to you, Mr. Chairman, f o r the c o n s u l t a t i o n s you have . 
i n i t i a t e d on t h i s r eques t . 

The Nether lands d e l e g a t i o n r eg re t s tha t a request was made tha t t h i s proposa l 
be dropped. 

I t does not augur w e l l tha t no consensus could be reached, l i r . Chairman, on your 
sending 0 l e t t e r to the D i r e c t o r - G e n e r a l of IAEA i n v i t i n g him to p rov ide the-
i n f o m i a t i o n i n d i c a t e d above. We are perturbed by t h i s l a c k of consensus s ince i t had 
been c l e a r l y understood tha t the i n f o rma t i on sought would be t e c h n i c a l and i n the 
nature of p r o v i d i n g r e l e v a n t f a c t s to d e l e g a t i o n s . I t would have no bea r ing on the 
process of n e g o t i a t i o n . In t h i s context l e t me quote from the Nether lands Statement 
i n the p l enary meet ing of the Conmittee on Disarmament held on I4 J u l y 1 9 8 1 г 

"Our so l e aim i s to t r y to e s t a b l i s h maximum congruence between the work 
done i n va r i ous f o r a , i n с a su l o ca t ed i n G-enova and Vienna r e s p e c t i v e l y , where 
new instru.ments of i n t e r n a t i o n a l law, are be ing c r ea t ed . I t goes w i thout say ing 
that the p o s s i b l e f u t u r o adv ice of the D i r e c t o r - G e n e r a l of IAEA w i l l i n no way 
prejudge the d e c i s i o n the Ad Hoc Working Group w i l l f i n a l l y take as regards the 
wording of the a r t i c l e IV of the conso l ida ted t e x t . The Ad Hoc V/orking Group 
works under the mandate g i ven to i t by the Committee on Disarmament, and t h i s 
Committee i s of course the on ly i ns tance -..'hich de .jure i s empowered to draw up 
the r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons convent ion . A l l the same, we deem i t the duty of a l l 
S ta tes to see to i t that agreements d e a l i n g w i t h the hand l i ng of r a d i o - a c t i v e 
m a t e r i a l s — be these t e x t s drawn up i n Geneva o r i n Vienna — form, between them, 
a f o rmidab le and coherent obs t a c l e to unauthor i zed o r i l l e g a l use of these 
dangerous m a t e r i a l s " . 



GD/pv.i4a 
41 

(líe. Wagenciakers, ITetherlands) 

In t h i s l i ght " , ' the i n a b i l i t y of the Coinmittee on Disarmament to em p̂ovícr you to 
send the l e t t e r under re ference does not augur v e i l f o r nur fu tu r e n e g o t i a t i o n s . I f 
f a c t s are going t i be barred from be ing p rov ided , what i s t̂ -' cnme of the much vaunted 
" b u s i n e s s - l i k e " n e g o t i a t i o n s ? I t seem.s tha t s i x prec ious months f o r b r i n g i n g f a c t u a l 
in fo rmat ion together w i l l . b e l o s t . • 

We deplore t h i s f a i l u r e . 

The CHtlIRI4A.Hî As there i s no consensus, the proposa l that the Chairman i n v i t e 
the D i r e c t o r -Gene ra l of the L\EA' ' i s ' d ropped . " ' Sec'ohdly, I would l i k e to know'whether 
there i s any ob j e c t i on to the Working Gi'nup resuming i t s v;ork nn 18 January 1982. 

Ш. STJ]>IMERBAYES (United Kingdom): Mr. "Chairman, I have a coimnent r a t h e r than an 
o b j e c t i o n . î-îy d e l e ga t i on i s one of those which took the view that we should postpone 
t a k i n g a d e c i s i o n about the date u n t i l we had considered the matter f u r t h e r at t h i s 
meeting. 

The e s s e n t i a l p o i n t , as we see i t , i s tha t we have to e s t a b l i s h whether we would 
be able to embark on the next round of d i s c u s s i o n s i n January, w i th a genuine hope of 
making e a r l y progress . In the view of my d e l e g a t i o n , there would not be any v i r t u e 
i n c a l l i n g a s p e c i a l e a r l y meeting of the RW Group un less the prospect of subs tan t i v e 
progress was w e l l dem.onst ra tedand so perhaps we a l l need to go back and t h i n k about 
our n e g o t i a t i n g p o s i t i o n s . I f by the beg inn ing of next year , i t does becom.e 
apparent that a meeting on 18 January would be f r u i t f u l and j u s t i f i e d , then we would 
be very much i n favour of i t . But we suggest tha t i t might be appropr ia te f o r the 
Chairman to c o n s u l t , perhaps among a few de l ega t i ons who are p a r t i c u l a r l y ' c o n c e r n e d nn 
the c e n t r a l p o i n t s , to make c e r t a i n that the way forward has. been unblocked before we 
a c t u a l l y get down to tha t new round of meetings at an e a r l y date i n January. 

Mr. AKRAM ( P a k i s t a n ) ; Mr. Chairman, my de l e ga t i on un f o r tuna t e l y has snm.e 
d i f f i c u l t i e s w i th endors ing the view that the Ad Hoc V/orkin: Group on R a d i o l o g i c a l 
Weapons should resume on IS January next y ea r . Our d i f f i c u l t i e s are bnth 
c o n s t i t u t i o n a l , and- subs tant i ve i n na ture . 

As f a r as the procedura l quest ions are concerned, there i s , as you. know, 
Mr. Chairman, a d i s t i n c t i o n between the Ad Hoc Working Group on the Comprehensive 
Progranime and the other three V/orking Groups which we have set up . The Working Group 
on the Comprehensive Programme has been e s t ab l i shed up to the tim.e v/heri'it would 
submit the programme f o r adopt ion at the second s p e c i a l s ess i on devoted to disarmam.ent, 
whereas the other three V/orking Groups are set up on an annual b a s i s .w i th annual 
mandates. Therefore , S i r , the problem of reconvening the R a d i o l o g i c a l V/eapons Group 
befnre the f ou r th annual s ess i on of the Committee on Bisarm.ament resumes would be one 
of c n n s t i t u t i n n a l i t y becaiise that Working Group, as f a r as the procedura l ques t ion i s 
concerned, ceases to e x i s t w i th the complet ion nf the present s ess i on nf the Com.mittee," 
and we would have to r e - e s t a b l i s h that Group, by d e c i d i n g anew on i t s mandate, 
appo in t ing i t s Chairman, and so f o r t h , when we resume our work i n 1982. That i s . S i r , 
the c o n s t i t u t i o n a l p o s i t i o n . 

V/ith regard to the substance, we see that there are cons iderab l e d i f f i c u l t i e s 
w i t h i n the Ad Hoc V/orking Chroup on R a d i o l o g i c a l V/eapons, on the quest ions of d e f i n i t i o n 
scope, peace fu l uses , the ques t i on of the p r o h i b i t i o n of a t t acks aga ins t nuc l ea r 
f a c i l i t i e s and other ques t i ons . V/hat i s r equ i r ed b a s i c a l l y i s not more time f n r 
n e g o t i a t i o n s , but subs tan t i v e p o l i t i c a l d e c i s i o n s on the par t of the n e g o t i a t i n g 
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(Mr. Akran , Pak i s t an ) 

p a r t i e s w i t h a view to r each ing an agreement. We hope. S i r , tha t these p o l i t i c a l 
d e c i s i o n s w i l l he taken and tha t once they are taken , we th ink tha t the Ad Hoc 
Working Group c o u l d , w i t h i n the time a v a i l a b l e a f t e r the resumption o f the 1 9 8 2 
s e s s i o n , achieve agreement on an RVÍ convent ion . Therefore , S i r , we b e l i e v e that 
the work of the Working Group should be resximed when the Comiaittee i t s e l f meets i n 
1 9 8 2 . 

Mr. CAR/iSALES (Argent ina) ( t r ans l a t ed from Span i sh ) ; bïr. Chairman, w i th regard 
to t h i s ques t i on my de l e ga t i on j u s t wishes to say that the d e c i s i o n whether the 
Ad Hoc Working Group on R a d i o l o g i c a l Weapons should meet on 1 8 January or not i s a 
d e c i s i o n e x c l u s i v e l y f o r t h i s Committee. I am making t h i s e xp l ana t i on because I do 
not know whether I c o r r e c t l y understood the remarks of the r ep r e s en ta t i v e of the 
United Kingdom, who mentioned the p o s s i b i l i t y tha t there m.ight be c o n s u l t a t i o n s 
between the Chairman and a group of de l ega t i ons p a r t i c u l a r l y concerned w i t h - th i s 
matter on the ques t i on whether or not t h i s Croup would meet on the date env isaged. 

I f tha t was the m.eaning of h i s remarks, my de l e ga t i on would l i k e to say that i t 
cannot agree that d e c i s i o n s of t h i s type should be taken between the Chairman and a 
c e r t a i n group of de l ega t i ons p a r t i c u l a r l y concerned, because ' the i n t e r e s t of a l l the 
mem.bers of the Committee i n t h i s matter i s the same and has the same v a l u e . Thus I 
repeat t ha t any d e c i s i o n taken on t h i s m.atter, e i t h e r one way o r the o the r , should be 
taken e x c l u s i v e l y w i t h i n t h i s Comm.ittee. 

The CHAIRMAN? In view of the statements which have been made, I conclude tha t 
there i s at present no consensus on the ques t i on of convening the Working Group on 
R a d i o l o g i c a l Weapons on 1 8 January 1 9 8 2 . In the absence o f o b j e c t i o n s , I s h a l l take 
i t tha t the Comxiittee wishes to adopt the r epo r t o f the Working Group on R a d i o l o g i c a l 
Weapons. 

I t was so dec ided . 

The CHAIR>E\.Nî We s h a l l proceed now to take up document C D / 2 2 0 c o n t a i n i n g the 
r epo r t of the Ad Hoc Working Greap on Chemical Weapons. I f there i s no o b j e c t i o n , I 
w i l l c ons ide r tha t the Committee wishes to adopt the r epor t of the Working Group. 

I t v;as so dec ided . 

The CH/ilRI'lAN; That concludes our bus iness i n the p lenary m-eeting f o r today. 
Papers on the conc lud ing loaragraphs under c e r t a i n sec t i ons of the annual r epo r t have 
been c i r c u l a t e d to the,members under the symbol V/orking Paper No. 44/Add . l /Pev . 2 i n 
a l l languages. Mem.bers need some time to read these papers and so the i n f o rma l 
meeting w i l l con-zene at 8 p.m. t h i s evening. 

¥Sr. KASSAN (Egypt) ( t r ans l a t ed from A r a b i c ) : M r . Chairman, my c o u n t r y ' s 
d e l e g a t i o n has no o b j e c t i o n to the approva l of the r epo r t s that have j u s t been 
adopted. However, we would l i k e to s t a t e tha t we have some comiaents on the A r a b i c 
t r a n s l a t i o n of those r e p o r t s . S ince t h i s may not be the appropr i a t e time to r a i s e 
such ques t i ons , we reserve the r i g h t to t ransmi t these comments to the s e c r e t a r i a t at a 
f u t u r e t ime i n order to ensure tha t the A r a b i c v e r s i o n i s i n conformity w i t h the 
E n g l i s h t e x t of the r e p o r t s . Thank you . 
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Иг. LID GAP!) (Sweden)Ï I understood tha t you suggested ending our d e l i b e r a t i o n s 
now and reconvening at e i gh t o ' c l o c k . Is that c o r r e c t ? As we have very l i t t l e time 
l e f t f o r our fu tu re d e l i b e r a t i o n s , I wonder i f there i s no th ing we can take up r i g h t 
now as there i s s t i l l one hour u n t i l s i x o ' c l o c k , which I t h i n k i t would be a p i t y to 
l o s e . I have no s p e c i f i c p roposa l s . There are o thers who have p a r t i c i p a t e d more 
ass iduous l y than I have i n the in f o rma l n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

The CHAIRMHi The d r a f t i n g group could a c t u a l l y convene now to d r a f t a 
paragraph on the i s sue of neutron bombs. So, I hope tha t the members of t h i s open-
ended d r a f t i n g group w i l l be a v a i l a b l e f o r a meeting immediately a f t e r t h i s meeting 
ad j ourns. 

Mr. de l a . C-ORCE (Prance) ( t r ans l a t ed from Prench ) ; I should l i k e i n my t u r n to 
express the thanks of m.y de l e ga t i on to our co l l eague . Ambassador I s s r a e l y a n , who has 
descr ibed very c l e a r l y the o r g a n i z a t i o n a l problem-s to which we must c e r t a i n l y g ive 
p a r t i c u l a r a t t e n t i o n t h i s year , s ince we are approaching the end of t h i s t h i r d s e s s i on 
and the experience we have accumulated makes i t p o s s i b l e f o r us to r e f l e c t on the 
conc lus ions which we can de r i v e from i t . 

Ve too are i n agreement w i th much of what has been sa id by our d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
co l l eague from the Sav ie t Union. Ve cons ide r that i t would be h i g h l y d e s i r a b l e to be 
able to work f o r l ong p e r i o d s , and tha t i t v;ould a l so be h i g h l y d e s i r a b l e f o r 
de l ega t i ons to have the necessary resources and the autonomy to be ab l e to devote 
themselves e n t i r e l y to the work of пит Conmiittee. Ve a l so agree, of course , on the 
fundam.ental nature of the work which i s performed i n the s u b s i d i a r y bod i es , 
b a s i c a l l y the working groups. V i t h regard to tbe p r a c t i c a l s o l u t i o n s which can be 
a r r i v ed a t , v?e a re , of course , bound to recogr i ize c e r t a i n l i m i t s . 

F i r s t of a l l , w i th regard to the s t a tus and the s i z e of d e l e ga t i ons , on which 
n e a r l y eve ry th ing depends. Ve ourse l ves cons ide r tha t the means a v a i l a b l e to 
de l ega t i ons — and I i n c lude i n t h i s comi;ient, the case of my own de l e ga t i on — are 
inadequate i n the l i g h t of the miass of work w i t h which we have to d e a l . Ve would be 
happy i f a l a r g e r number of the p a r t i c i p a n t coun t r i e s were able to e s t a b l i s h 
separate m iss i ons headed by ambassadors r e spons ib l e e x c l u s i v e l y f o r disarmament 
mat t e rs . In express ing t h i s wish we are of course aware of the d i f f i c u l t i e s which 
th i s , t r ans fo rmat i on might r a i s e for- a number nf p a r t i c i p a n t s i n the C n m i t t e e . V/e 
are there fore be ing r a t h e r guarded i n cur op in i ons .nn t h i s mat ter , though we very much 
hope that a great dea l of a t t e n t i o n w i l l be g iven by a l l to these requirements w i th 
respec t to the resources a v a i l a b l e to d e l e ga t i ons . 

I am r e f e r r i n g , nf course , bnth to permanent s t a f f and to the experts r equ i red 
f o r some of the work conducted here . V/ith regard to the l ength of our s e s s i ons , our 
Sov ie t co l l eague has very p rope r l y d i s t i n g u i s h e d — and our colleagiaes from Mexico 
and the Federa l Republ i c of Germany have done the same — between sess ions of the 
Committee i t s e l f and the work nf the V/orking Groups which could p o s s i b l y be extended 
beyond the time when the Cramnittee i s i n f o rmal s e s s i o n . V/e b e l i e v e that t h i s i s a 
u s e f u l d i s t i n c t i n n . lly d e l e ga t i on e n t i r e l y shares the op in i on expressed by 
Ambassador Garc ia -Rob les and Aubassador P f e i f f e r tha t i t i s very u s e f u l , and indeed 
necessary , f o r heads of de l ega t i ons whose Governments so wish to p a r t i c i p a t e i n the 
work of the F i r s t Committee of the General Assembly and a l s o i n the work of the 
Disarmament Commissinn. There i s a u n i t y i n a l l the m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament 
endeavours conducted w i t h i n the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community as a whole, even i f t h i s 
Coimnittee i s not very f o r m a l l y par t of the United Nat ions system f o r many of those 



C D / P V . 1 4 8 
4 4 

(î'br. de IFÎ G-orce, Frence) 

here p resent . We cons ide r that the advantages we de r i v e froin our persona l 
p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n the work of the F i r s t Comnittee are i n v a l u a b l e and the l i i i k thus 
e s t ab l i shed between the n e g o t i a t i n g body ana the d e l i b e r a t i v e bodies i s an ex t r eae l y 
va luab l e one a t the p o l i t i c a l l e v e l both f o r the Conmittee on Disarmament and f o r the 
General Assembly and the Disarmam.ent Commission. 

I t should be p o s s i b l e both to take i n t o account the c o n s t r a i n t s thus imposed 
w i t h regard to the ca l endar of meetings and at the same time to schedule a. s e s s i o n f o r 
the Committee which might be a l i t t l e l onge r . We would have no o b j e c t i o n to a 
r e c o n s i d e r a t i o n of the p r o v i s i o n i n our reales of procedure which s t a t e s tha t the 
s e ss i on s h a l l beg in on the f i r s t Tijesday i n February of each y e a r ; and we t h i n k 
tha t i t m.ight be p o s s i b l e to ga in two or three weeks by convening the Conmittee, f o r 
example, on 10 or 15 January . This i s an idea I am express ing ; I do not know how i t 
may be r e c e i v e d , but I observe that our Sov ie t co l l eague has already/ proposed a 
formula o f t h i s k ind f o r next year i f , as i s probab le , the c o n s t r a i n t s r e l a t i n g to 
the p r e p a r a t i o n of the second s p e c i a l s e s s i on o b l i g e us to conclude our s p r i n g s e s s i on 
next year e a r l i e r than u s u a l . 

itobassador Garc ia -Rob les has nade a very u s e f u l c a l c u l a t i o n which enables us to 
conclude tha t there are i n f a c t 30 work ing weeks between the beg inn ing of February 
and the beg inn ing of September; and t h i s would, I t h i n k , be s u f f i c i e n t f o r the 
Working Groups. The Groups could perhaps be l e f t to cont inue t h e i r m.eetings dur ing the 
f ou r weeks of the Disarmament Commission's s e s s i on i f heads of de l e ga t i ons wished to 
go to New York on that o c cas i on . I t would no doubt be d e s i r a b l e f o r the work to be 
completed at l a t e s t by e a r l y Septenbei- Linless the groups went on u n t i l e a r l y 
October, i . e . a f t e r the approval of the r epo r t on the s e s s i o n . I t would be 
p e r f e c t l y p ioss ib le to arrange f o r the r epo r t on the sess i on to review the s t a t e of 
the work of the groups, f o r example up to 15 August ; they could then cont inue t h e i r 
work, a f t e r devo t ing aboxxi a \\'eek — as they do now — to the p r e p a r a t i o n of t h e i r 
r epo r t s f o r the o v e r - a l l r e p o r t by the Committee on Dis3rmam.ent to the General Assenb ly , 
vjhich m.ust be ready by the end of August . 

These are t í o comnents which I wish to submit at t h i s stage. I t i s obvious tha t 
the requirements we are r e f e r r i n g t o , and which w i l l c e r t a i n l y c a l l f o r a major e f f o r t , 
depend s u b s t a n t i a l l y on the p o s s i b i l i t i e s f o r n e g o t i a t i o n open to u s . We hope that 
these w i l l be as ex tens i ve as p o s s i b l e . There i s я p o l i t i c a l f a c t o r i n the pract icCbl 
prospects f o r n e g o t i o t i o n , and then of course there i s the i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n ; 
and we a r e among those who be l i e v e tha t t h i s s i t u a t i o n has i n e v i t a b l e e f f e c t s . But 
we a l s o t h i n k tha t t h i s i s not a reason f o r r e l a x i n g our e f f o r t s i n c o n t i n u i n g the 
n e g o t i a t i o n s on disarmament. 

These are the thoughts which I wislied to submit at the present stage on the 
matter w i th which we are concerned. 

The СКАШ-IANî I t h i n k i t ' i s necessary f o r the d r a f t i n g group at l e a s t to spend 
som.e t i n e l o o k i n g i n t o the d r a f t f o r a paragraph on our d i s c u s s i o n about the neutron 
bomb. 

The meeting rose at 5 p.m 
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The C'IIAICT'ÎAII; I would, l i k e to in form members from the very b e g i n n i n g ' t h a t we 
should t r y to f i n i s h our work i n three hours at the most. The rea f t e r , i t i s not 
c e r t a i n tha-t t ech i ' i i ca l s e r v i c e s w i l l be a v a i l a b l e . As we approved the annual r epor t 
on ly l a s t n i gh t at an i n f o rma l meet ing, 1 would, expect i t s formal adopt ion t h i s 
evening wi thout luidue de lay or c omp l i c a t i on a,lthough there are bound to be mistaices 
o f one k i n d or another i n t y p i n g , t r a n s l a t i o n o r placement. Guch matters should 
be brought d i r e c t l y to the n o t i c e of the appropr ia t e person i n the s e c r e t a r i a t . 
Any t empta t i on to reopen o ld po in t s or b r i n g up new po in t s at t h i s l a t e stage should 
be r e s i s t e d , and I t r u s t members i.áll e xe r c i s e the necessary degree of s e l f - r e s t r a i n t 
and d i s p l a y a. s p i r i t o f compromise. 

The Committee has before i t two docviments — l.' 'orking Paper Ho. A4/ i l ev , l b e i n g 
the main repor t and Working Paper Ho.- 44/Add.l/Pev.3 c o n t a i n i n g c e r t a i n conc lud ing 
paragraphs. We s h a l l d ea l w i t h them toge ther . I s h a l l go through, the main r epo r t 
s e c t i o n by s e c t i o n and, when \ie come to p laces v/here a d d i t i o n s or i n s e r t i o n s , h a v e 
to be made, 1 s h a l l drav/ the a t t e n t i o n o f the Committee t o r e l e van t pa r t s of the 
o ther paper , that i s . Working Paper Ho-. 44/Ad.d,l/nev.3; and, as I said, e a r l i e r , 
plea^se in form the s e c r e t a r i a t o f e r r o r s , omiss ions or t r a n s l a t i o n mista l tes . The 
p l ena ry meeting need not be t roub led v/ith them. 

I should a l s o l i k e to suggest tha t \-/hen a de l e ga t i on ob jec ts to something 
s t r o n g l y enough to v/ant a d .e le t ion, i t should spealc out and say so c l e a r l y and. I 
v / i l l d e c l a r e tha t there i s no consensus; but v/here the degree of o p p o s i t i o n i s 
not so s t r o n g , k i n d l y exT)ress your r e s e r v a t i o n s b r i e f l y f o r the record.. I t i s much 
too l a t e at t h i s stage to t r y to improve the grammar or express ions o f form or 
s t r u c t u r e . The re ioort , you v / i l l agree v/ith me, i s not a p iece o f l i t e r a t v i r e 
competing f o r an i n t e r n a t i o n a l p r i z e . Hov/ l e t us proceed s e c t i o n by s e c t i o n . 

The i n t r odv i c t i on — I thinlc there w i l l be no problems i n a c c ep t i ng the 
i n t r o d u c t i o n . I do not see any. 

The i n t r o d u c t i o n v/as adopted.-

The CHAiriîAH; The second chapter e n t i t l e d . "O rgan i za t i on o f the Committee", ' 
chapter I I , s e c t i o n A — a^rethere any d i f f i c u l t i e s ? 

I-br. PLQ\EPJ-alE (United S ta t es o f Amer i ca ) : Excuse me, i l r . Chairman, I \/ould. 
l i k e to malee a. sugges t i on . Шеп you talce a s e c t i o n f o r c o n s i d e r a t i o n , v/ould you 
g i ve us the i n c l u s i v e paragraphs p l ease? I thinlc tha t might he l p us to malee' sure 
v/e Icnov/ v/hat v/e are d i s c u s s i n g . 

The CHAIFJ-IAH; We are novr ta lc ing s e c t i o n A , paragraphs 2 t o 4. I hope tha t 
there are no d i f f i c u l t i e s . There are none. 

S e c t i o n A v/as a^dopted. 

The СНАШ-Ш1: ;>ection Б ~- " P a r t i c i p a n t s i n the work of Committee". Only one 
p a r a g r a p h — p a r a g r a p h 5« i-o d i f f i c u l t i e s ? 

S e c t i o n В v/as adopted. 



c:o/pv.i49 
7 

. The CI-IAUïï-'IiVN: S e c t i o n С — "Agenda f o r the I 9O I Sess i on and Programme "of Work 
f o r the F i r s t and Second P a r t s of the s e s s i o n " . Paragraphs 6 'to 11. Are there 
any problems? Jhere are none. 

S e c t i o n С v;as adopted. 

The CIIAI?1I/Vlls S e c t i o n D — " P a r t i c i p a t i o n by S ta tes not members of the Committee' 
That i s , paragraphs 12 and I 5 , По d i f f i c u l t i e s ? 

S e c t i o n D was adopted. 

The СБАПЖЖ; Sec t i on E — "P roposa l f o r ел a d d i t i o n to r u l e 25 o f the r u l e s 
of p rocedure " . Paragraph I 4 . No problems? 

Se c t i on В was adopted. 

The С1-1Л.1РЖ1Т; S e c t i o n P — " C o n s i d e r a t i o n of the m o d a l i t i e s of the review of 
the membership o f the Committee". We w i l l talce paragraphs 15? I6 and 17 f i r s t . 
No ]_-)roblem,s ? 

Paragraphs 15, 16 and 17 were adopted. 

The СЫАШ-1Д.П; Now I would l i k e to request you to look at. the other paper — 
that i s . Working Paper Ho. 44/Add.l/Hev.5, page I7. The heading i s "Dra f t of 
conc lud ing paragraphs concern ing the ques t i on o f the rev iew of membership". There 
are three paragraphs the r e . Are there d i f f i c u l t i e s ? I see none. 

The three naragra/phs were adopted. 

The CIÏÏLlPJbVii; We look now at paragraph 10, on page 10 of 
V/orking Paper Ho, 44/Pev.l. Ho problems? 

Paragraph IG wa.s adopted. 

The СНА1РЖ11; S e c t i o n G —"Communicat ions from Hon-Governmental O r g a n i z a t i o n s " . 

i i r . SAPAIT ( i n d i a ) : l l r . Chairman, w i t h respec t t o paragraph I G , I r e c a l l tha t 
we had agreed a.t an i n f o rma l meeting to a d r a f t recommendation concerning c o n s u l t a t i o r 
to be conducted by the Chairman two weeks before the 1902 s e s s i on on the i)rógramme 
of work and agenda5 and i t was a l s o ind i ca ted , to the S e c r e t a r i a t that t h i s should 
be i n s e r t e d at an appropr ia t e p l a c e . Perhaps note should be talcen of t h a t . 

The CHAIPJL'iH; V/e talce note of t h a t . 

Let us now cons ider s e c t i o n G —"Communicat ions from Hon-Goverrimental 
O r g a n i z a t i o n s " , Ho d i f f i c u l t i e s ? 

S e c t i on G was adonted,. 
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The СШИРЖИ; 17e have a r r i v e d nov/ at chapter I I I — ''V/orh o f the Committee 
du r ing i t s 1901 s e s s i o n " . 

I'Ir. EBDEBSIIBG (Hongo l ia ) ; ( t r a n s l a t e d from R u s s i a n ) ; I i r . Chairman, I v/ould 
l i k e to request on b e h a l f of wj d e l e ga t i on t h a t , s t a r t i n g v/ith t h i s s e c t i o n of 
the repoi - t , v/e proceed paragraph by pa,ragraph. 

The CI-IAirai/iII; Then v/e s h a l l go on from here , paragrapl i by paragraph. 
Paragraph 20 — are there any d i f f i c u l t i e s v/ith paragraph 20? Hone. 

Paragraph 20 v/as adopted. 

The СНА1ГЖ1Т; Paragraph 21 — I do not see sxrj- problems. 

Paragraph 21 v/as ad.opted. 

The СНД.1РЖН; Paragraph 22 — no d i f i i o u l t i o s ? 

Paragraph 22 v/as adopted. 

The С1Ы1РЖН; Paragraph 23 — no problems?-

Paragraph 23 v/as ad.opted.. 

The СНА.1ГЖН: Paragraph 24 — no d i f f i c u l t i e s ? 

Paragraph 24 v/as adopted. 

The СШаГЖН: Paragraph 25 — no problems? J u s t a l i s t i n g o f documents. 

Parap:r8.pli 25 v/as adopted. 

The CI-LlirJIAH: l/e go nov/ to s e c t i o n A — ' 'Fuc lear Test B a n " , Paragraph 26 — 
no problems? 

Paragraph 26 v/as adopted. 

The СЫА1ГЖН; Paragraph 27? 

Paragraph 27 v/as adopted. 

The С1ЫШ-ЫН: Paragraph. 28 ? 

Paragraph 28 v/as adopted. 

The CI-L\IPJIAH: Paragraph 29? 

Paragraph 29 v/as adopted. 
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The СНАХРЖЫ; Paragraph 30? 

Paragraph 30 was adopted. 

The CHAIPJÎ&H; Paragraph 31? 

Paragraph 31 was adopted. 

The CHAIPJl&IT; Paragraph 32? 

Paragraph 32 was adopted. 

The СНАШШТ: Paragraph 33? 

I l r . PLOlfflPJiEE (United S ta tes of Amer i ca ) ; I l r . Chairman, my de l e ga t i on lias an 
ob j e c t i on to the i n c l u s i o n o f t h i s par-agraph as v/ell as a r e l a t e d paragraph, 
paragraph 42, because o f the re ference to a document vihich г/ас intended to be of 
a s s i s t ance to the'members o f the Committee on ly and i s an u n o f f i c i a l document. 
A t t e n t i o n should not be c a l l e d to that document i n a p u b l i c document such as t h i s , 
which v / i l l be v/idely c i r c u l a t e d . 

Иг. de l a GOFiCE (France) ( t r a n s l a t e d from F r ench ) : Ыг. Chairman, f o r the 
same reasons \re b e l i e v e i t i s p r e f e r ab l e not to mention i n our repor t to the 
Genera l Assembly the d i s t r i b u t i o n of the u n o f f i c i a l docuiaent i n ques t i on . 

Mr . l/AGEIKIAIffiRS ( i l e the r l ands ) : Mr . Chai iman, I \/ish to a ssoc i a t e the Netherlands 
d e l e ga t i on v/ith the observat ions made by the de l ega t i ons of the Un i t ed States and 
o f F rance , f o r the same reason. 

The СЫАШШТ; That means that these de l ega t i ons v/ould l i k e the paragraph to 
be de l e t ed? I am c o r r e c t . I n tha t sense, as there i s o p p o s i t i o n to t h i s 
paragraph . . . .• 

Mr . de bOUZA e GILVA ( B r a z i l ) : Mr . Chairman, г/е haà a d i s c u s s i o n on t h i s i n ovir 
i n f o rma l meetings yes t e rday . Th i s paragraph r e f l e c t s e x a c t l y v/hat happened i n the 
Committee; and my de l e ga t i on thought tha t i t should go f u r t h e r than i t does and 
should i n c lude a l so a p r e c i s e re ference to the document. But now, S i r , three members 
of the Committee thinlc that the Genera l Assembly should not be informed o f v/hat 
f a c t u a l l y and a c t u a l l y happened i n t h i s Committee. I am surp r i s ed by t l i i s a t t i t u d e , 
because these paragraphs have been approved and endorsed by those same de l ega t i ons 
on tv/o d i f f e r e n t occas ions — when they approved thcu and endorsed them In the 
i n f o r m a l meeting and before i n the d r a f t i n g group. I there fo re should i n s i s t tha t 
those paragraphs, as they are dra f ted here , should remain; othor\/ise, those 
de l ega t i ons are withdrav/ing the endorsement they gave. 

Now, S i r , г/hen i t \/as agreed tha t the document prepared by the s e c r e t a r i a t 
should not be c i r c u l a t e d as an o f f i c i a l document, there v/as a k i n d o f gentleman's 
agreement tha t i t \/as on ly f o r the use o f the members o f the Committee. Yesterday 
I made the proposa l tha t a p)recise re ference should be made to that document. B u t , 



CD/PV.149 

10 

( r i r . de Souza e S i l v a ? D r a z i l ) 

on second thoughts , as there v;as a k ind o f gent leman's agreement, my de l e ga t i on 
was and, i s prepared, to drop the suggest ions I made. But i f those de l ega t i ons d.o not 
s t i c k to the endorsement they gave to tho approva l o f these paragraphs, I should, 
c ons ide r tha t my de l e ga t i on might request the c i r c u l a t i o n o f the document i n ques t i on 
as an o f f i c i a l dociment o f the Committee on Disarmament on b e h a l f of the B r a z i l i a n 
d e l e g a t i o n . I t i s the re fo re f o r them to d.ecide: e i t h e r they s t i c k to the 
endorsement a l r eady g i v e n , i f they d.o not want the document to be. c i r c u l a t e d , as an 
o f f i c i a l d.ocument of the Committee on Disarmament; o r , i f they г/ant the document 
to be c i r c u l a t e d , as an o f f i c i a l document o f the Committee, then they propose the 
amendment or w i thdrawa l o f t h i s paragraph. 

The С1-1й.1Р1Ш1: I thinlc tha t the three de l ega t i ons have heard, the request 
mad.e by our co l l eague from B r a z i l . I vrould l i k e to ask them whether they ma in t a in 
t h e i r ob j e c t i ons to the i n c l u s i o n o f t h i s paro,graph i n our r e p o r t . ' 

Iîr. de l a G-OPuCE (Prance) ( t r ans l a t ed from F rench ) ; Ihr. Chairman, the . 
French d e l e g a t i o n ' s p o s i t i o n v/as expressed qu i t e c l e a r l y at y e s t e r d a y ' s i n f o r m a l 
meet ing . ¥e objected to the mention of the u n o f f i c i a l document. The ex i s t ence 
o f the m i o f f i c i a l document i s o f no importance to the Genera l Assembly. hl iat i s 
o f importance to the Genera l Assembly i s the f a c t that vre have had d i s c u s s i o n s on 
these i t ems , and. these d i s c u s s i o n s are indeed r e f l e c t e d i n the r e p o r t i t s e l f . ¥e 
do not see any need v/hatsoever to mention the document. Such a mention v / i l l g i ve 
r i s e to requests f o r the d i s t r i b u t i o n o f the document. Th i s i s p r e c i s e l y v/hat my 
d e l e g a t i o n does not v/ant, and v/e v/ould be a l t o g e the r opposed, to the c i r c u l a t i o n o f 
the d.ocument as a Committee document vmd.er the ausp ices of the d e l e ga t i on of B r a z i l , 
because i t i s not a document o f the de l e ga t i on o f B r a z i l , Once a g a i n , there i s a 
danger tha t the v/hole s p i r i t of our i n f o r m a l d i s c u s s i o n s on quest ions o f su.bstance 
may be s p o i l t i f the document i s g i ven o f f i c i a l d i s t r i b u t i o n ; or we v/ould. i n tha t 
case have to reach an und.erstand.ing on t h i s document. 

M r . РЬОШККЕЕ (United S ta t es o f Amer i ca ) : Mr . Chairman, I s imp ly v/ish t o s t a t e 
t h a t , hav ing heard the i n t e r v e n t i o n o f the d is t ingT i ished r ep r e s en ta t i v e s o f B r a z i l 
and. the comments on i t made by the d i s t ingu i shed , r ep r e s en ta t i v e o f F rance , I agree 
thorough ly v/ith what the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep r esen ta t i v e o f France has sa id and. m a i n t a i n 
my v/ish to see t h i s paragraph drop]ped, I v/ould a l s o r e c a l l tha t there i s another 
paragraph, paragraph 42, v/hich poses the same problem. 

Mr . EPJ)EHDIIEG (Mongol ia) ( t r a n s l a t e d from R u s s i a n ) ; Mr . Chairman, i f we are 
t a k i n g t h i s d e c i s i o n i n the Committee on Disarmament — s ince i t i s the Committee 
v/hich v / i l l taire the d e c i s i o n — and i f tv/o r ep r e s en ta t i v e s o f a s i n g l e S ta te 

http://und.erstand.ing
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are seated at the Coimnittee t a b l e , hou are \те c o ing to s e t t l e t h i s matter i n such 
a s i t u a t i o n ? . I - f i r s t \7anted to aslc you th i s . , .Ifc. Chairman. -• 

The CHillPJIàlT; I t h i n l : t h a t , w i t h regard to the i n c l u s i o n o f t h i s paragraph 33, 
there i s с1еэ,г1у no consensus, so paragraph 33 ' i s dropped. U i t h regard to the 
ques t i on o f the c i r c u l a t i o n o f t h i s document as . . . P o i n t of order from Mongo l ia . 

Mr . EPBEIBILEG (Mongolia) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Pwussian); I asked you a quest ion — 
namely, ho\; are wc go ing bo s e t t l e t h i s matter i f one d e l e ga t i on i s occupying 
two p laces at the n e g o t i a t i n g t a b l e ? IIow w i l l MQ s e t t l e the ques t i on i n such 
a s i t u a t i o n ? I asked you t h i s ques t i on , but you have not answered. I should 
l i k e c l a r i f i c a t i o n on t h i s p o i n t . 

The CIIiVIPIbUTs I would l i k e to aslc our d i s t i n g u i s h e d co l l eague from 
Mongo l ia to c l a r i f y h i s i n t e r v e n t i o n , 

Ih?. E F L D E I E I I E G (Mongolia) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Piuss ian) ; ques t ion v a s 
s e t t l e d immediately a f t e r my second statement. Thanlc you . 

The С1ШШШТ; Thanlc you . I f that ques t i on i s s e t t l e d , then I g i ve the 
f l o o r -to оггг d i s t i n g u i s h e d co l l eague from D r a z i l . 

l b . de GOIJZil e GIlV/i ( B r a z i l ) s Mr . Chairman, I am s t i l l puzz led about t l i i s 
p roposa l because i n paragraph 33 '̂̂ e r e f e r to the 126th p l enary meeting on 21 A p r i l . 
I t was an o f f i c i a l meeting o f " the Committee. I t was a p u b l i c meeting o f the 
Committee v i t h verbat im r e c o r d s ; and how can we now hide t h i s from the 
Genera l Assembly and de l e t e any re ference to what was done i n that meeting? 
I th in l c . S i r , tha t no de l e ga t i on has the i n t e n t i o n o f do ing soj but the r e s u l t 
of the proposa l made by the de l ega t i ons o f the United Sta tes and Prance would 
amo\int to the same — to avoid g i v i n g i n f o rma t i on to the Genera l Assembly as to 
what a c t u a l l y happened i n t h i s Committee — and i t i s v e r y d i f f i c u l t f o r my 
de l e ga t i on to accept t h a t . S i r . 
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I'Ir, de l a GORCE (Prance) ( t r a n s l a t e d Ггош French ) ; Ihr. Chairman, I f u l l y 
agree w i t h our co l l e ague , the d i s t i n g u i s h e d Amhassador of B r a z i l , For us there 
i s no ques t i on o f h i d i n g something from the Genera l Assembly. The ques t i on i s 
whether e v e r y th ing which appears i n the verbat im records of p l ena ry meetings o f 
the Committee shou ld be put i n t o the r epo r t (and we would remind our co l league from 

. B r a z i l tha t the ve rba t im records ar-e i n f a c t annexed to the r e p o r t , and can 
there fo re be c onsu l t ed ) . I t would i n our view be inappropr i a t e to mention i n t h i s 
c onso l i da t ed document, which i s intended f o r the Assembly, a p u r e l y i n t e r n a l 
document to which vre vrould thereby be g i v i n g a' prominence and an o f f i c i a l 
c onsec ra t i on vrhich i t does not have. 

I'Ir. de SOUZA e SILVA ( B r a z i l ) : I am s o r r y to take the f l o o r a ga in , but t h i s 
d i s c u s s i o n and t h i s p roposa l reminds me o f a vrell-knovm book, 1984» vrhere h i s t o r y 
vras v r r i t t en and novr vre are r e - i - r r i t i n g i t . B u t , as I s a i d be fo re , we .are 
vrithdravring the endorsement o f t h i s paragTaph vrhich has been adopted tvrice i n oun 
i n f o rma l meet ings ; and I a l s o s t a t e tha t my de l e ga t i on does not f e e l committed to 
r e s t r i c t a document prepared by the s e c r e t a r i a t f o r i t s d i w i l g a t i o n vrhenever i t 
thinlcs f i t . ,. ' •- • -

The CHAIRI'IAI'I: As there i s no consensus vr i th r ega rd to the i n c l u s i o n o f t h i s 
paragraph, the C h a i r i s compelled to dec la re tha t t h i s paragraph i s dropped. 

Paragraph 33 was d e l e t e d . 

The CHAIRMAN; Paragraph 34. I do not see any d i f f i c u l t i e s w i t h 34. 

Paragraph 34 was adopted. 

The CHAIRI'IAN: Paragraph 35? No d i f f i c u l t i e s ? 

Paragraph 35 was adopted. 

The CHAIRI'IAN; Paragraph 36? No d i f f i c u l t i e s w i t h r ega rd to 36? 

Paragraph % vras adopted. 

The CHAIRI'IAN; Novr vre go to oin? o ther paper , the f i r s t page o f 
Working Paper No. 44/Add.l/Rev.3, and \ю s h a l l go through t h i s p a r t paragraph by 
paragraph. The f i r s t paragraph on the f i r s t page. Arc there any d i f f i c u l t i e s ? ' 
I f n o t , the paragraph i s adopted. 

I t was so dec ided . 

The CHAIRI'IAN; The second paragraph? No problems e i t h e r . The second 
paragraph i s adopted. 

I t was so dec ided . 

The CHillRI-IAN; Page 2, thc f i r s t paragraph on page 2 s t a r t i n g w i t h "A nvmiber 
of d e l e g a t i o n s " . Are there d i f f i c u l t i e s vrith tha t paragraph? I f none, i t i s 
adopted. 

I t vras so dec ided . 
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The СНА.1ШШТ; Second paragraph on page 2? No d i f f i c u l t i e s . The 
paragraph i s adopted. 

I t was so dec ided . 

The СЫАШШТ; The t h i r d paragraph on page 2. No d i f f i c u l t i e s ? The 
paragraph i s adopted. 

I t was so dec ided . 

The CHAIRI'ÎAN; The paragraph cont inues to page 3 and I hope t h a t , o f course , 
the r e s t o f the paragraph w i l l he acceptab le to the Committee t oo . 

The e n t i r e paragraph was adopted. 

The CHAIEI'IAN; Next paragraph on page 3? 

Mr. FLOWERRBE (Un i t ed Sta tes o f Amer i ca ) : Ih-. Chairman, I apo log ize f o r 
adding an e d i t o r i a l comment, but i t seems to us tha t t h i s paragraph tha t begins on 
the bottom o f page 2 and cont inues on to page 3 should be "brolcen a t the p o i n t i n 
the f i r s t l i n e on page 3 vrhere i t says : "The p roposa l of the Group o f 21 f o r the 
es tab l i shment o f an ad hoc work ing group . . . was put to the Committee on 
14 J u l y . " The e n t i r e sub jec t matter changes at tha t po in t and we would l i k e 
to malee tha t sugges t i on . I do not want to h o l d up our work any f u r t h e r , t o 
d i s cuss i t . 

The СНА1ШШТ: I have been informed by the Sec re ta ry tha t t h i s has a l r eady 
been taken care o f . Thanlc you very much. So the paragraph, now d i v i d e d i n t o 
two, has been adopted. 

I t vfas so dec ided . 

The CHAIRI-IAN: The next paragraph, s t a r t i n g w i t h the \rords "The t h i r d 
p a r t i c i p a n t " and ending w i t h the words "resume them immedia te ly " . Are there any 
d i f f i c u l t i e s w i th regard to tha t paragraph? There i s none. The paragraph i s 
adopted. 

I t was so d e c i d e d . ' 

The СНАШ^М: The next paragraph, beg inn ing w i t h the vrords "Some members", 
i s a one-sentence paragraph. No d i f f i c u l t i e s ? 

Tlie paragraph was adopted. 

The CHAIEIIAIT: Tiie l a s t paragraph on page 3. Are there problems v/ith tha t 
paragraph? Thei^e are none. 

The l a s t paragraph on page 3 was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN: \/e t u r n now to page 4, the f i r s t paragraph. Are there 
d i f f i c u l t i e s w i t h tha t paragraph? None. 

The f i r s t paragraph on page 4 v/as adopted. 
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The СНАГИШ'Т; The second paragraph on page 4, s t a r t i n g v/ith "The Group o f 21" 
and ending v ; i th " the p r o v i s i o n s o f r u l e 23". Any problems? There axe none. 

The second paragraph on page 4 v/as adopted. 

The CHAIRI''ÎAIT; The next paragraph beg inn ing v/ith "The sponsors o f the 
p r o p o s a l " and end ing v/ith " s e s s i o n by the Committee". Does tha t c reate 
d i f f i c u l t i e s ? None. 

The paragraph v/as adopted. 

' The C M I R M N : The next paragraph s t a r t i n g " A t the lAOth p l e n a r y mee t ing " , 
a one-sentence paragraph. Would tha t create d i f f i c u l t i e s ? None. 

Tlie paragraph v/as adopted. 

The СНА1ЮШГ; The next i s a l s o a one-sentence paragraph. Are there any 
d i f f i c u l t i e s ? None. 

The paragraph v/as adopted. 

The СНАШШ!; Tlie l a s t paragraph. Are there any d i f f i c u l t i e s ? None? 

Mr . FLOliffiRPJüE (Un i t ed S ta tes o f Amer i ca ) : Mr . Chairman, t h i s paragraph v/as 
d i s cussed a t g reat l eng th l a s t n i g h t , and our r ep r e s en ta t i v e gave a d e t a i l e d 
e x p l a n a t i o n o f v/hy i t caused my d e l e g a t i o n some d i f f i c u l t i e s . I n e i t h e r v/ish to 
talce up the Committee 's time t h i s a f te rnoon d i s c u s s i n g the d e t a i l s , nor to i n t e r f e r e 
v/ith the consensus on the adopt ion o f t h i s document. I v/ould there fo re apprec i a t e 
i t i f the Sec r e t a r y v/ould accept a foo t -note v/hich I v / i l l r ead ou t , to be p l a c e d 
r e l e v a n t to t h i s paragraph, e i t h e r by an a s t e r i s k or v/hatever the appropr i a t e means 
of i n d i c a t i n g a foo t -note may be . The foo t -note v/oiiLd read as fo l lov/s: 

"The de l e ga t i on of the Un i t ed S ta t es p o i n t e d out tha t i t v/as not i n a 
p o s i t i o n to s t a t e v/hat the u n i t e d S ta tes i n t e n t i o n s might be r e g a r d i n g 
t h i s i s sue a t the beg inn ing o f the Committee's next s e s s i o n , and there fo re 
i t r e se rved i t s - p o s i t i o n on paragraph . . . " v/hatever t h i s number i s . 

The s e c r e t a r i a t has copies o f t h i s foo t -note v/hich, i f anyone shou ld w ish 
to see i t , can be c i r c u l a t e d . 

M r . GARCIA ROEIES (Mexico) ( t r a n s l a t e d from S p a n i s h ) : On occasions.much 
more solemn than t h i s one, f o r example v/hen the F i n a l Document v/as adopted, a 
number o f de l ega t i ons had observat ions of t h i s k i n d to make, and thought i t 
s u f f i c i e n t f o r these observat ions to be noted i n the r e c o r d o f the meet ing . I 
v/ould venture to ask the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the Un i t ed S ta tes v/hether 
i t v/ould be s u f f i c i e n t f o r him i f t h i s p o s i t i o n v/ere noted i n the records because, 
i f we beg in to i n c l u d e foo t -notes i n oirr r e p o r t I am a f r a i d t h a t i t s v a l u e , which 
i s not ve ry g rea t as i t i s , v / i l l be s t i l l f u r t h e r d i m i n i s h e d . 

The CHAIRI-'IAN: Would the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep r e s en ta t i v e o f the U n i t e d S ta t es 
be ab le to accept the sugges t i on by our d i s t i n g u i s h e d co l l eague from Mexico? 
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Ш. FLOVffiREEE . (United Sta tes o f America) :, l i r . Chairman, I apprec ia te the 
comments tha t were jus t , made hy the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representa t i ve , o f I l ex ico , but I 
b e l i e v e t h a t , under the c ircumstances which p r e v a i l i n t h i s p a r t i c u l a r i n s t a n c e , 
i t i s appropr ia te f o r the Un i t ed Sta-tes to a s s e r t t h e i r p o s i t i o n , s ince othen/ise 
I t h i n k tha t those r ead ing the document might not f u l l y apprec ia te i t . 

I do not thinlc tha t the foo t -note would be a s i g n a l f o r many others to p lace 
f o o t -no t e s . I hope i t would not be , and I do be l i e v e -that the i n t e n t i o n here was 
to be as co-operat i ve as p o s s i b l e . Vie r e cogn i z e , o f course , tha t the preponderant 
views i n t h i s Committee are expressed i n tha t paragraph, and v/e are not p re judg ing 
one v/ay or the other v/hat the Un i t ed Sta tes p o s i t i o n might be in'-lÇSS* -There fo re , 
we thought tha t t h i s v/ould be the most s imple way o f c l a r i f y i n g f o r a l l those v/ho 
read t h i s document v/hat the a c t u a l s i t u a t i o n i s . 

The CHAira-IAM; I f there i s no o b j e c t i o n , I cons ider the paragraph v/ith a 
foo t -note adopted. , 

M r . А1ШАМ ( P a k i s t a n ) : l i r . Chairman, i f there i s no ob j e c t i on to t h i s mode 
o f a c t i o n , my de l e ga t i on v/ould, of course , not s tand i n the v/ay o f p u t t i n g a 
foot -note to the e f f e c t proposed by Ambassador Plov/erree, 

I would l i k e , however," a t t h i s ' s'tage to note tha t t h i s i s perhaps the f i r s t 
ins tance i n v/hich v/e have i n t e r p r e t e d the r u l e o f consensus i n a v/ay v/hich maíces i t 
p o s s i b l e f o r a d e l e ga t i on - t o make a r e s e r v a t i o n i n a f oo t -no t e ; ..and perhaps t h i s 
i s something tha t we a l l ought to note f o r futvire r e f e r ence . 

I-'b:. CARASALES (Argent ina ) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Span i sh ) : My de l e ga t i on v/ould l i k e 
to express an op in i on s i m i l a r to tha t presented by the de l ega t i on o f P a k i s t a n . 
V/ithout go ing i n t o the d e t a i l s of the mat te r , my de l e ga t i on be l i e v e s tha t a precedent 
i s be ing c r ea t ed , a precedent o f much g r ea t e r importance than v/e perhaps r e a l i z e . 
There i s a t r a d i t i o n o f not ment ion ing de l ega t i ons by name. In the d r a f t i n g o f 
t h i s r e p o r t , r e s o r t has been made to va r i ous dev ices — which some might almost 
descr ibe as r i d i c u l o u s — i n order to avo id naming de l e ga t i ons , and, i f we s t a r t 
the p r a c t i c e o f i n c l u d i n g r e s e r v a t i o n s o f p o s i t i o n i n the r e p o r t , I am genuine ly 
a f r a i d tha t we are embarking on a path tha t i s f u l l o f problems s ince other 
de legat ions w i l l i n e v i t a b l y be tempted, perhaps not t h i s year but i n the f u t u r e , to 
ask f o r t h e i r p o s i t i o n s to be du l y recorded i n f o o t -no t e s . 

I repeat tha t I do not ob jec t to the consensus i f t h i s i s the f e e l i n g of the 
Committee5 but I do b e l i e v e t h a t , apar t from the, . spec i f i c matter v/e are d e a l i n g 
v/ith, v/e should r e f l e c t more deeply on the s i g n i f i c a n c e of the precedent v/e are 
e s t a b l i s h i n g . ' 

M r . FLOV/EIfflEE (Un i t ed Sta tes of Amer i ca ) : 1-я:. Chairman, I v/as hoping not to 
create d i f f i c u l t i e s f o r the Committee by t h i s course o f a c t i o n . I have talcen note 
o f the comments tha t have been made by some o f our d i s t i n g u i s h e d co l l eagues , and 
can thinlc o f a l t e r n a t i v e v/ays o f s o l v i n g t h i s problem — one o f v/hich would be to 
accept the convent ion tha t v/e say: 

"One d e l e ga t i on po in t ed out tha t i t v/as not i n a p o s i t i o n to s t a t e v/hat i t s 
i n t e n t i o n might be r e ga rd ing the i s sue a t the beg inn ing o f the Committee's 
next s e s s i o n " and so f o r t h . 
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( l l r . F lowerree , Un i t ed S ta t es ) 

And put a p e r i od a f t e r tha t p o i n t , .That would Ъе one way o f s o l v i n g - t h e --
problem wi thout hav ing a foo t -note and v/ithout ment ioning a de l e ga t i on by name. 
I could, then , i n a l a t e r statement, malce my d e l e g a t i o n ' s p o s i t i o n c l e a r . 

Another s o l u t i o n to the problem would be to drop the paragraph, but I do not 
t h i n k tha t v/ould be acceptab le to the ma j o r i t y o f the Committee., and tha t i s v/hy v;e 
were l o o k i n g f o r a l t e r n a t i v e s o l u t i o n s to a problem which I. am a f r a i d i s one o f 
s e r i ous concern to my de l e ga t i on and to my Government. 

- The CHAIRMAI'I; I f I am not mistalcen, I have asked i f there are any ob j ec t i ons 
to the adopt ion o f t h i s paragraph v/ith the a d d i t i o n o f a foo t -note as proposed by 
our co l l eague from the Un i t ed S t a t e s . A t tha t t ime, I d i d not see any o b j e c t i o n ; 
but tv/o de l ega t i ons e xp l a ined t h e i r p o s i t i o n s i n reminding t h i s Committee o f the 
grave consequences o f the d e c i s i o n to accep t , as normal p r a c t i c e , the i n c l u s i o n o f 
f oo t -no tes to reserve our p o s i t i o n s " w i t h regard to c e r t a i n f a c t s i n our r e p o r t . 

I f t h i s i s c o r r e c t , may I talce i t tha t — talc ing note o f the remarks tha t 
have been made — the paragraph can be adopted v/ith the foo t -note as proposed by 
our co l l eague• f rom the Un i t ed S t a t e s ? 

Mr . CARASALBS (Argent ina ) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Span i sh ) : V/ithout w i s h i n g to 
p r o l o n g t h i s d i s c u s s i o n I v/ould say t h a t , as f a r as my de l e ga t i on i s concerned, i t 
v/ould p r e f e r the other a l t e r n a t i v e g i v en by the r ep r e s en ta t i v e of the • 
U n i t e d S t a t e s , — i . e . a statement tha t one de l e ga t i on had, p o in t ed out tha t i t was 
not i n a p o s i t i o n to say v/hat i t s Government's i n t e n t i o n might be , or something 
a l ong those l i n e s — r a t h e r than the i n t r o d u c t i o n o f a f oo t -no t e , v/hich I b e l i e v e 
v/ould s e t a much more impor tant .p recedent . That i s the viev/ of my d e l e g a t i o n . 

The CHAIEI'I&H; I see tha t A r g e n t i n a has proposed an a d d i t i o n a l paragraph 
r e f l e c t i n g h i s p o s i t i o n . S t a r t i n g v/ith "One d e l e g a t i o n . . . " V/ould tha t be more 
accep tab l e? 

Mr . BRPIAH ( N i g e r i a ) : Mr . Chairman, my de l e ga t i on v/ould l i k e to appeal to 
the U n i t e d Sta tes de legate tha t t h i s paragraph r e f l e c t s the r e l e v a n t . U n i t e d Nat ions 
Genera l Assembly r e s o l u t i o n d e c l a r i n g the ques t i on o f a n u c l e a r t e s t ban to be a 
matter o f h i gh p r i o r i t y . . My- d e l e ga t i on v/ould l i l ce the conc lud ing p a r t o f t h i s 
paragraph to remain as i t i s , v/ithout a f oo t -no t e . 

Mr . FLOVfBRREE (Un i t ed Sta tes of Amer i ca ) : Mr . Chairman, I am prepared to. 
accept the p roposa l o f the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep r e s en ta t i v e o f A r g e n t i n a . 

№..CARASALBS (Argent ina ) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Span i sh ) ; I apo log i ze f o r 
spealcing a t h i r d time-. My de l e ga t i on has not made any proposa l? i t - s t a t e d tha t 
i t regarded the a l t e r n a t i v e proposed by the r ep r e s en ta t i v e of the Un i t ed S ta tes as 
p r e f e r a b l e to the i n c l u s i o n of a f o o t -no t e . ,. I r e f e r r e d to the a l t e r n a t i v e proposed 
by the r ep r e s en ta t i v e o f thc Un i t ed S t a t e s ; i t v/as not a p roposa l by the 
Argent ine d e l e g a t i o n . 
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The СНАШШТ; 14ау I remind my colleaíjues aga in tha t I have put the ques t i on 
whether there i s any o b j e c t i o n to the acceptance o f t h i s paragraph w i t h the 
a d d i t i o n o f the foot -note proposed hy tho Un i t ed S t a t e s . I remember tha t there 
was no ob j e c t i on to t h i s . Remarks were made, but I had concluded a t tha t time 
tha t we had accepted the paragraph as no ob j ec t i ons were expressed . I t has 
there fore become a d e c i s i o n o f t h i s Committee and, i n the course o f d i s c u s s i o n , 
s e v e r a l o ther de l ega t i ons have requested the f l o o r . As u s u a l , i nbome cour tesy 
cannot deny them t h e i r r eques t . l lay I now take i t tha t the paragraph, w i t h the 
request by the Un i t ed Sta tes to add a foo t -note to i t , has been accepted by t h i s 
Committee? There v/ere r e s e r va t i ons and the remarks, s ince t h i s i s a p l enary 
meet ing, are r eco rded . 

The l a s t paragraph on page 4 o f Working Paper No. 44/Add.l/Rev.5« v/ith the 
a d d i t i o n o f the foot -note proposed by the Un i t ed S t a t e s , v/as adopted. 

The CHAIRI'IAN; We go back novr and r e t u r n to our f i r s t paper , Working Paper 
No. 44/Rev.l, to s t a r t vrith "Б. Cessa t i on o f the Nviclear Arms Race and Nuc lear 
Disarmament", paragraph 37. Are there any problems? I f none, may í cons ider 
t h a t the paragraph i s adopted? 

Paragraph 37 was adopted. 

Tlie CHAIRI'IAN; Paragraph 30 runs from page 20 to 21. Can t h i s paragraph 
be accepted by the Committee? 

Paragraph 38 v/as adopted. 

The CHAIRI'''IAN; Paragraph 39 — are there any problems w i t h t h i s paragraph? 
I f there are none, then the para^graph i s adopted. 

I t was so dec ided . 

The CHAIRI-IAN; Paragraph 40 — i f there are no d i f f i c u l t i e s v/ith regard to 
t h i s paragraph, i t i s adopted. 

I t was so dec ided . 

The CHAIRIIAN: Paragraph 41—are there any d i f f i o u l t i e s ? I f there are 
none, paragraph 41 i s adopted. 

I t was so dec ided . 

The CHAIRMAN; Paragraph 42 — are there any problems v/ith paragraph 42? 

Mr. FLOVJERREE (Un i t ed S ta tes o f Amer i ca ) ; Mr . Chairman, I c a l l e d a t t e n t i o n 
e a r l i e r to the f a c t t ha t t h i s paragraph v/as connected v/ith paragraph 33» vrhich we 
have dropped, and v/e suggest i t a l s o be dropped. 

The CHAIRI'IAN; I do not t h i n k t h a t v/e have to repeat the d i s c u s s i o n s v/hich 
were h e l d before v/ith r egard to the e a r l i e r paragraph. B u t , as there i s no 
consensus to keep t h i s paragraph i n our r e p o r t , I have to decide v/hether the 
paragraph should be dropped. The paragraph i s dropped. 

Paragraph 42 v/as d e l e t e d . 
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The СМШШТ; Paragraph 45 — does tha t paragraph have d i f f i c u l t i e s ? - None, 
Paragraph 45 i s adopted. - -

I t was s с decided,.-

The CHAIPd-M; • Para,graph 44 — are there any d i f f i c u l t i e s w i t h 44? I f there 
are none, i t i s adopted. 

I t was so dec ided . . ' 

The pHA.IRI-IA.N; Paragraph 45 • I f there are no problems w i t h paragraph 45, 
i t ' i s adopted. 

I t was so dec ided . 

The. .CHAIRI-ÜMI; May I i n v i t e my co l l eagues to t u r n aga in to V/orking Paper 
No. 44/Add.1/ReV.5? Page 5 — the f i r s t paragraph on page 5 s t a r t i n g " S e v e r a l 
d e l e g a t i o n s " and ending " the Committee as a who l e " . Does tha t paragraph pose 
d i f f i c u l t i e s ? I f none, i t i s adopted. 

I t was so dec ided . 

The CHAIRI'IAN; The next paragraph on page 5? V/ould tha t paragraph be 
acceptab le to the Committee? I see no o b j e c t i o n . I t i s adopted. 

I t was so dec ided . 

The CHAIRMAN; The next paragraph on page 5 s t a r t i n g "As t h i s p r o p o s a l " and 
ending "on n u c l e a r dj.sarm.ament", Are there any d i f f i c u l t i e s w i t h t h i s paragraph? 
I f none, the paragraph i s adopted. 

I t was so dec ided . • 

The CHAIRMAN; The next paragraph, a t the bottom o f page 5 and go ing on to 
page 6, s t a r t i n g v/ith " A t the i n f o rma l meet ings" and ending " the-non-use o f n u c l e a r 
vreapons". Are there any d i f f i c u l t i e s w i t h tha t paragraph? None. The paragraph 
i s adopted. - ^ - • 

I t v/as so dec ided . 

The CHAIRMAN; The next paragraph on page 6, s t a r t i n g w i t h " C e r t a i n n u c l e a r -
vreapon S t a t e s " and end ing . " on a g l o b a l s c a l e " . V/ould tha t paragraph l e a d to 
d i f f i c u l t i e s ? None. The paragraph i s adopted. 

I t was so dec ided . 

The СНАШ'ШГ; The next paragraph , beg inn ing w i t h "A nuclear-v/Bapon S t a t e " 
and end ing " f o r a l l t i m e " . Does tha t paragraph l e a d to d i f f i c u l t i e s ? None. 
The paragraph i s adopted, 

I t was so dec ided . 
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The CEAIEI'IAU'; And then there i s a one-sentence paragraph f o l l o w i n g t h a t . Does 
that paragraph have any d i f f i c u l t i e s ? None. The paragraph i s adopted. 

I t was so dec ided . 

The CHAIBMH; The next paragraph, s t a r t i n g at the bottom o f page б and continuing 
on to page s t a r t i n g " A t t e n t i o n caone" and ending "on nuc l ea r disarmament", Tha,t 
paragraph can be adopted. Thank you. Th is paragraph i s adopted. 

I t v/as so dec ided . 

The CH/iIEIIAN; The next paragraph on page 7, s t a r t i n g v/ith "The Group o f 21" and 
ending w i t h "nuclear-weapon S t a t e s " . That paragraph can be a l op t ed . Thank you very 
much. That paragraph i s adopted* 

I t W3.S so dec ided . 

The СНАТШШ; The next paragraph, s t a r t i n g w i t h " I n the o p i n i o n of the Group 
o f 21" and ending w i t h "appropr ia t e forum f o r t h i s purpose " . Would..that paragraph 
create d i f f i c u l t i e s ? There are none, and so the paragraph i s accepted. 

I t was so dec ided . 

The СНАШМ/Ш; We have a r r i v e d at the paragraph at the bottom of page 7 and 
go ing on to page 8 , s t a r t i n g v/ith "A group o f s o c i a l i s t S t a t e s " and ending...-- -.. 
" concern ing nuc l ea r disarmament". Is tha t paragraph acceptable to the Committee? 
I t i s adopted. 

I t wa.s so dec ided . 

The СТРИЖЕК; The la.st paragraph on page 8 , s t a r t i n g "The d e l e g a t i o n o f a 
nuclear-v/eapon S ta t e " and end ing "the r e d u c t i o n o f t h e i r own armaments" on page 9» 
Would tha t paragraph create d i f f i c u l t i e s ? None. The paragraph i s adopted. 

I t v/as so dec ided . 

The CU'i-IRMAN; We come to the next paragraph, s t a r t i n g v/ith "Other d e l e g a t i o n s " 
and ending w i t h "v/eapons i n o ther reg ions o f the v/or ld" . Does tha t paragraph create 
d i f f i c u l t i e s ? None. The paragraph i s adopted. 

I t was so dec ided . 

The CHillEM/iN; The next paragraph, s ta r t ing - v/ith "A group o f s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s " 
and ending- v/ith "by l i m i t i n g i t " . Any problems v/ith tha t paragraph? None. The 
parag-raph i s adopted. 

I t v/a,s so dec ided . 

The CHAIEM/i.N; A t the bottom of page 9> there i s a one-sentence paragraph. 
Can that paragraph be adopted? Thank you . That paragraph i s adopted. 

I t wa.s so dec ided . 



C D / P V д 49 

20 

The CHjlIPI'LiN; ¥e t u r n nov; to page '10, the f i r s t paragraph. Does tha t para^graph 
cree,te d i f f i c u l t i e s ? Ilone. The paragra.ph i s adopted. 

I t v/as so d e c i d ed . 

The СШ\1РЖ1Т; The next -paragraph on page 10, s t a r t i n g w i t h " I n making 'an 
assessment" and ending w i t h " f i e l d o f disa.rmame'nt"'. Would tha t create d i f f i c u l t i e s ? 
None. The paragraph i s adopted. 

I t wa.s so dec ided . 

The СШ'1.1Ш'''РЛ'Т; The next paragraph i s a one-sentence paragraph, s t a r t i n g w i t h 
"The s u b s t a n t i v e " . Would tha t create d i f f i c u l t i e s ? None. I t i s adopted. 

I t was so dec ided . 

. The CH/iIK№iN; The l a s t paragraph on page 10, s t a r t i n g w i t h "The Committee" and 
ending w i t h "work ing g roup " . No problems w i t h tha t paragraph? Th is paragraph i s 
adopted. 

I t was so dec ided . 

The СШ11ЕГ4£1Н; We t u r n now to page 11, the f i r s t paragraph. Any problems w i t h 
tha t paragraph? None. The paragraph i s adopted. 

I t wa.s so dec ided . 

The CBJVIPüyLVN; The next paragraph, s t a r t i n g w i t h "Some d e l e g a t i o n s " and end ing 
w i t h "nuclear-vreapon S t a t e s " . Any d i f f i c u l t y w i t h tha t paragraph? None. The 
paragraph i s a iop ' jed. 

I t vfas so d e c i d ed . 

The CHi'vIRMtlN; Nov/ we come to cons ide r the next para.gra.ph, s t a r t i n g w i t h 
"A t the request o f a group o f s o c i a l i s t S t a t e s " and end ing w i t h " a p p r o p r i a t e l y u s e d " , 

№. SIU^ERHAYES (United Kingdom-): Mr. Chairman, t h i s paragraph at the present 
time i s fol lovred by a paragraph v/hich proceeds to the ques t i on of n u c l e a r neutron 
weapons. I n o rder to get a, b e t t e r o r d e r i n g o f the sense o f these m a t e r i a J s , I b e l i e v e 
tha t i t would be r i g h t to take the para^graph which i s now the penul t imate one i n the 
s e c t i o n on n u c l e a r disarmament on pagB 13, and v/hich s t a r t s " I t was s t r essed by a l l 
members tha t a,cts o f aggress ion , expansion , , , " and to put, i t . more.-. s'uita:bly.-at the end 
o f the para^graph which we are deaJ ing v/ith, before pass ing on to the neu.-fcron wea.pon 
s e c t i o n to which i t does not r e l a t e , I a.m suggest ing a change 'mere ly i n the o rde r . 

The CH/Jffl-1\N; I thanlc the r ep resen ta t i v e o f the Un i t ed Kingdom. 'Would tha t 
suggest ion by our c p l l e a ^ e from the Un i t ed Kingdom be accepta.ble to the Committee? 
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Ш. AKR/iM ( P a k i s t a n ) : Mr. Chairraan, I must confess tha t we are qu i t e happy w i t h 
the p lace o f t h i s paragraph r e f e r r e d to hy the Amhe.ssador o f the u n i t e d ICingdom: hu t , 
i f there i s a sug-gestion to move i t , I would submit that we should perhaps move both 
o f the l a s t two paragraphs i n t h i s s e c t i o n to the new p l a c e , and then s t a r t w i t h the 
ques t i on o f the nuc l e a r neutron wea.pon. 

The CIIiilEI'tlH: I see a t l e a s t my d i s t i n g u i s h e d co l league from the Un i t ed Kingdom 
nodding at the proposa l by our d i s t i n g u i s h e d col league fi-om Palcistan.. Ifey I take i t 
tha t the Comimittee can go a long w i t h t h i s proposa l? 

I'Ir, ISSRi'iELYAIT (Union o f Sov ie t S o c i a l i s t Repub l i c s ) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Russian) ; 
Thanlc you Mr. Chairman, I have not a l t o g e the r understood the reason'vil.y i t i s 
necessary to move the t h i r d paragraph on page 11 o f the E n g l i s h t e x t to some o ther 
p l a c e ; and I vrould p r e f e r to leave i t i n the p lace proposed by the s e c r e t a r i a t . 

The СаИРЖН; I thank our d i s t i n g u i s h e d col league from the Sov i e t Union, but 
I thinlc the proposa l was to put the l a s t tvro para.g-raphs on page 15 o f the E n g l i s h 
t e x t a f t e r the paragraph which s t a r t s "A t the request o f a group o f s o c i a l i s t 
S t a t e s " — not t o move the paragraph which s t a r t e d "A t the request of, a group, o f 
s o c i a l i s t S t a t e s " , but to move up the two pa^ra.g'raphs on page 15 a,fter t h i s paragraph. 

Mr, ISSPiiELYAIJ (Union o f Sov ie t S o c i a l i s t Repub l i c s ) ( t r a n s l a t e d from R u s s i a n ) : 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. My neighbour ha.s ex-plained h i s proposa l more p r e c i s e l y , 
and I now ha.ve no o b j e c t i o n to i t . 

The CILilRMVN; So t h i s i s agreed? The paragraph i s adopted, and v/e move the 
l a s t tv/o paragraphs on page 15 o f the E n g l i s h t e x t to page 11 a f t e r the paragraph 
v/hich we have j u s t adopted. 

I t v/as so dec ided . 

The CH/^lRI'Lll'I: I'Ia,y I contin-ue v/ith the next paragra,ph s t a r t i n g v/ith "The ques t i on 
o f the nuc l ea r neutron weapon", v/hich i s at the bottom o f page 11 go ing on to page 12? 
Would tha t paragraph create d i f f i c u l t i e s ? I f none, the paragraph i s adopted. 

I t v/as so dec ided . 

The CHiVIRMUT; The next pa,ragraph on page 12, s t a r t i n g w i t h "Some de l e ga t i ons " 
and ending v/ith " n u c l e a r weapons". Wovild tha t be ag-reeable to t h i s Committee? The 
paragraph i s .adopted. 

I t v/a.s so dec ided . 

The СЫ'̂ ШШТ; Then a one-sentence paragraph s t a r t i n g w i t h "One d e l e g a t i o n " . 
Are there алу d i f f i c u l t i e s w i t h tha t paragraph? I f none, the paragraph i s adopted. 

I t was so decided.. 
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The CHjxIRiyL'iN; We cone to the next paragraph s t a r t i n g w i t h "Sone d e l e g a t i o n s " 
and ending " sub j e c t appeared u n j u s t i f i e d " . Would that paro.g'raph r a i s e any 
d i f f i c u l t i e s ? I f none, tha t paragraph i s adopted, t oo . 

I t was so dec ided . 

The СШДРЖН; The next para.g'raph s t a r t s w i t h "One d e l e g a t i o n " and ends_ w i t h 
" qua l i t a - t i v e t e r p s " . Would tha t paragraph be acceptable to the Conn i t t ee? Thanlc you. 
The paragraph i s adopted. 

I t wa.s so dec ided . 

The CILiIPIlVII; We ha.ve a r r i v e d a,t the paragraph at tho bo t t on o f page 12 runn ing 
on to pa^e 13. I s tha t paragraph acceptable to the Conni t t ee? The paragraph i s 
a-ccepted . 

I t wai,s so dec ided . 

The Clh'iIPiMN! The next para.g-raph, which s t a r t s "Sone d e l e g a t i o n s " and ends w i t h 
" p a r t i c u l a r n u c l e a r weapon". Can I take i t tha t we adopt the paragraph? Thank you . 
The paragraph i s adopted. 

I t v.'a.S-Su.decided.. 

The CH/a-IKMU-II; The next paragra.ph s ta r t ing " "A group o f s o c i a J . i s t c o u n t r i e s " . 
I t i s a one-santence paragraph. Are there any d i f f i c u l t i e s v/ith t h a t ? None. The 
paragraph i s adopted. 

I t v/as so d e c i d ed . 

The CHil i ra i lN; Then tho next paragraph, which i s a l so a one-sentence paragraph 
s t a r t i n £ i "A t the 148 t h plonojry nee t i n g " . Would tha t ore a to any p r o b l e m s ? None. 
The paragraph i s adopted. - -

I t v/as so d e c i d ed . 

The CILIIPILIN; We have dec ided to nove up the la .st t/o paragTa,phs on t h i s page, 
which has been proposed and agreed upon by tho Conn i t t e e . I t h i n k tha t those tv/o 
paragra-phs have been adopted adso. I tha,nlc you very nuch. 

Vfe nov/ go back to Working Paper No. 44/ROV.1, page 25, " C . E f f e c t i v e 
I n t e r n a t i o n a l -arrangenents to Assure Non-Nuclear-Weapon S ta tes Aga ins t tho Use o r 
Threat o f Use o f Nuclea.r Weapons". Paragra.ph 46 — \/ould tha t pa.ragraph create any 
d i f f i c u l t i e s ? 

Paragraph 46 v/as adopted. 

The CBillffl^LlN; Paragraph 47 — arc there any d i f f i c u l t i e s w i t h tha t paragraph? 
Nono. 

Pc'.ragraph 47 was adopted. 
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The CHAIRMAN; Paragraph 48 — no problems váth tha t paragraph, e i t h e r . 

Paragraph 48 \)as adopted. 

The CHAIRI1A.N; The l a s t paragraph on page 23, paragraph 49> a one-sentence 
paragraph. Is I t agreed? 

Paragraph 49 v.'as adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN; We t u r n no\J to page 24. Paragraph 50 — a one-sentence 
paragraph. No problems? 

Para,graph 50 was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN; Paragraph 51 — no problems, e i t h e r ? 

Paragraph 51 \)as adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN; Then paragraph 52, The i n s e r t w i l l f o l l o w , tha t i s , CD/215. 
Do \)e have d i f f i c u l t y u i t h tha t? That i s a \Jorld.ng group r epor t vjhich we have 
adopted a l r e ady , 

Mr. SUMt-ERHAYES (United Kingdom): Mr , Chairman, I j u s t wanted to make a 
suggest ion not about the work ing group r e p o r t i t s e l f which of course we have adopted 
but , i n u s i n g the r epor t l a s t y ea r , I — and I t h i n k o thers — found i t r a t h e r 
inconven ient to have the work ing group r epo r t s i n s e r t e d i n s e c t i ons i n the main 
repor t w i t h paragraphing vJhich d id not f o l l ow i n o rde r . I must say that ' we found 
i t much more l o g i c a l and convenient to have the work ing group r epor t s perhaps 
r e f e r r ed to a t t h i s po in t but a c t u a l l y p laced somewhere e l s e , so tha t the 'number ing 
sequence was not compl i ca ted , I wonder whether t h i s i iould not be an improvement 
i n the \jhole l ayout o f the r e p o r t . 

The CHAIRMAN: I f t h i s i s j u s t a sugges t i on , perhaps we coi i ld dea l w i t h i t 
a t our next s e s s i on because we do not want to reopen d i s c u s s i o n . I t h i n k that we 
should ha-ve a l ook a t i t f o r our next r epo r t and fo l lo\j novj the p r a c t i c e o f p rev ious 
r e p o r t s ? bïay I p lead w i t h our co l l eague from the Uni ted Kingdom a t t h i s stage? 

ЪЪ?. SUlüMERHAYES (United Kingdom): l i r . Chairman, i t was j u s t a proposa l which 
I do not i n s i s t upon. I v j i l l b r i n g i t up aga in next y e a r . 

The CH/s-IRMAN: May I cont inue w i t h "D . Chemical weapons"? Paragraph 53 — do 
i;e have problems? None, 

Paragraph 53 was adopted. 

The СШ -̂ШМАН: Paragraph 54 — have we problems w i th-paragraph 54? None, 

Paragraph 54 was adopted. 

file:///jhole
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The •СШ.1га''Ш\Г; Paragraph 55 — any d i f f i c u l t i e s vj i th paragraph 55? None. 

Paragraph 55 v.'as adopted. 

The CHá-HG-I/VN; Paragraph 56 — none. I t i s then adopted. 

I t vjas so dec ided . 

The CHAIPMN; Paragraph 57 — no problems? 

Paragraph 57 v.'as adopted. 

The CH/iIRM/LN; Paragraph 58 — no d i f f i c u l t i e s ? 

Paragraph 5З vjas adopted. 

The СШ.Ш'Ь'Ш; Paragraph 59 — no problems? 

Paragraph 59 v.'as adopted. 

Tlie СНАДШ/Ш; Paragraph 60? 

Paragraph 60 vJas adopted. 

The СМШШТ; Paragraph 6I? 

ParafiTa,ph 61 vas adopted. 

The CHAIEIIAN; V/e go nov) to " E . New types o f weapons o f mass d e s t r u c t i o n and 
nevj systems of such vjeapons ; r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons". Paragraph 62 — would tha t 
c rea te d i f f i c u l t i e s ? None. 

Paragraph 62 v;as adopted. 

The CK¿'i.IEI-b\N; Paragraph 63 — are there problems w i t h 63? None. 

Paragraph.63 was adopted. 

The CH/iIEI-'I/LN; Paragraph 64? 

Paragraph 64 vas adopted. 

The CH&IPMAN; Paragraph 65? 

Paragraph 65 v.'as adopted. 

The СНА1ЮШ1; Paragraph 66? 

Paragraph 66 \.'as adopted. 
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The СНАТЕИАЖ; Paragraph 67? 

Paragraph 67 was adopted. 

The CHAIRMH; Paragraph 68? 

Paragraph 68 was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAH: Paragraph 69? We have to l ook a t Working Paper No. 44/Add.l/Rev.j 
page 14. The f i r s t paragraph on page I4 — uould that create d i f f i c u l t i e s ? I f none, 
the paragraph i s adopted. 

I t \.'as so dec ided . 

The СШИЕМА-Н; The next paragraph s t a r t i n g va th "The a t t e n t i o n of the Committee" 
and ending vjith " i n these f i e l d s " . No problems vj ith t h i s paragraph? Th is paragraph 
i s adopted. 

I t vias so dec ided . 

The CHAIRI-Iá.N; The l a s t paragraph on page I4 , s t a r t i n g w i t h "The view \Jas" and 
ending "vmder c o n t i n u i n g r e v i ew " . V/ould tha t create d i f f i c u l t i e s ? None. Then the 
paragraph i s adopted. 

I t \jas so dec ided . 

The CHAIRllAN; Nov) we have a r r i v e d a t " P . Comprehensive Programme of 
Disarmament", paragraph 70 i n Working Paper Ho. 44/Rev.l. No problems? 

Paragraph 70 vas adopted. 

The CHAIRI'M; Paragraph 71 ~ no problems? 

Paraj^raph 71 was adopted. 

The CHAimiAN; Paragraph 72 — no d i f f i c u l t i e s ? 

Paragraph 72 was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN; Paragraph 75 — no problems, e i t h e r ? 

Paragraph 73 was adopted. 

The CHAIRM&H; Paragraph 74? 

Paragraph 74 ^Jas adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN; Paragraph 75? 

Paragraph 75 was adopted. 
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The СНАШШ'Т; Paragraph 7б? 

Paraí^raph 7^ v/as adopted. 

The СНЛ.1ШШТ; We have a r r i v e d a t page 29 — " G . Cons i d e r a t i on o f o the r areas 
d e a l i n g vj ith the c e s s a t i o n o f the arras race and disarmament and o ther r e l e van t 
measures" . Paragraph 77 — any problems? None. 

Para^graph 77 was adopted. 

The СНАШШТ; " H . I s r a e l i a i r a t t a c k o f 7 June 1981 on the Tammuz n u c l e a r 
r e sea r ch centre near Baghdad", paragraph 78; and the c onc lud ing paragraphs are on 
page 15 o f Working Paper No. 44/Add.l/Rev.5. Would the f i r s t paragraph on page 15 
he acceptab le? I t i s adopted. 

I t \)as so dec ided . 

The CHAIRM/IN; The next paragraph s t a r t i n g vj i th "The Group o f 21" and end ing 
" o the r members supported these v iev js" . Are there d i f f i c u l t i e s w i t h t h i s paragraph? 
None. The paragraph i s adopted. 

I t vjas so dec ided . 

The СНА1ШШ\[; The next paragraph s t a r t i n g w i t h "One member" and ending "has 
imposed on I r a n " . Does that paragraph create problems? None. I t i s adopted. 

I t \)as so dec ided . 

The CHAIRi-IAN; Let us tu rn to page 16, the f i r s t paragraph. Does that c rea te 
problems? None. The paragraph i s adopted. 

I t Mas so dec ided . 

The CH/1IRI''IAN; The next paragraph s t a r t i n g v i i th "Some members" and end ing w i t h 
"deve l op ing c o u n t r i e s " . No problems? The paragraph i s adopted. 

I t was so decided . 

The CHAIRIIAN; The f o l l o w i n g paragraph beg inn ing "A group o f s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s " 
and ending " to tha t i n s t r u m e n t " . Would tha t paragraph create d i f f i c u l t i e s ? No. The 
paragraph i s adopted. 

I t was so dec ided . 

The CH/IIRI-IAH; The paragraph at the bottom of page 16, s t a r t i n g " I n t lmt 
connec t i on " and ending " aga ins t m i l i t a r y a t t a c k s " . Would tha t create problems? 
None. I t i s adopted. 

I t vjas so dec ided . 

The CMIRI-IAN; We now go to page 17 — the l a s t paragraph o f t h i s s e c t i o n . 
Would tha t c reate problems? None. Then the paragraph i s adopted. ' 

I t was so dec ided . 
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The CMIfíM/VM; VJe пом go hack to our f i r s t paper, Working Paper No. 4 4 A e v . l . 
Paragraph 79 i s a one-sentence paragraph s t a r t i n g w i t h "At the 110th p l enary meet ing" . 
No problems w i t h that paragraph? 

Paragraph 79 was adopted. 

The CIH-IHIIAN; Paragraph 80, a t the bottom of page 29? 

Paragraph 80 vJas adopted. 

The CHAIEIIAN; Page JO, " J . Cons ide ra t i on and adopt ion o f the annual r epo r t and 
any o ther r epor t as appropr ia t e to the General Assembly o f the Uni ted N a t i o n s " , 
paragraph 8 1 , No problems? 

Paragraph 81 was adopted. 

The CHAIRTIAN; Paragraph 82 ~ no problems? 

Paragraph 32 v.'as adopted. 

The СНАШШ'Т; Paragraph 83 ~ no d i f f i c u l t i e s ? 

Paragraph 8 3 vjas adopted. 

The CblAIEI-IA-N; I have a request here from the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep resen ta t i v e o f 
B r a z i l to speak before the adopt ion o f our r e p o r t . 

Ш. de SOUZA e SILVA ( B r a z i l ) : Before g i v i n g the approva l o f my de l e ga t i on to 
t h i s ^ r e p o r t , I should l i k e to make the f o l l o w i n g statement f o r the r e c o r d : 

The de l e ga t i on o f B r a z i l deeply rCigrets the f a c t tha t three de l ega t i ons have 
objected to the i n c l u s i o n , i n the f i n a l r epo r t o f the Committee on Disarmament, o f the 
f a c t u a l re ference to the d e c i s i o n adopted by the Committee a t i t s 126th meeting on 
21 A p r i l I 98 I . Those ob j e c t i ons amount i n f a c t to an attempt to h i d e , from the 
membership of the Uni ted Na t i ons , a document to vjhich p u b l i c mention has been made i n 
t h i s Committee i n more than one r e s p e c t . I t would seem to us u t t e r l y p o i n t l e s s to 
t r y to r ewr i t e h i s t o r y by way o f impeding the ob j e c t i v e d e s c r i p t i o n o f a f a c t . The 
de l ega t i on o f B r a z i l sees no reason f o r denying the Uni ted Nat ions access to 
document CD/UN/SUMM/ 1 dated 29 May I 9 8 I . That document conta ins a syn thes i s prepared 
by the S e c r e t a r i a t of the d i s c u s s i o n s i n the Committee on Disarmament on agenda 
items 1 and 2 du r ing the i n f o rma l meetings devoted to both items and he ld on 
6 and 30 A p r i l and 23 and 30 l i a r ch , r e s p e c t i v e l y . V/e be l i e v e tha t both sub jec ts — 
namely, the c e s s a t i o n of nuclear-weapon t e s t s and the ques t i on of n u c l e a r 
disarmament — are o f v i t a l i n t e r e s t to a l l members o f i n t e r n a t i o n a l community and 
not f o r a handfu l o f S ta tes a l one . 

Ibc. ISSRAELYAN (Union o f Sov i e t S o c i a l i s t Repub l i c s ) ( t r a n s l a t e d from R u s s i a n ) ; 
I f r . Cliairman, I should merely l i k e to p o i n t out tha t the Russ i an t e x t o f the r epo r t 
conta ins many e r r o r s , omiss ions , i naccura t e numbering and i n some cases even 
subs tan t i v e m i s r ep r e s en ta t i ons . In approv ing the r e p o r t , we there fore reserve the 
r i g h t to in t roduce appropr ia t e changes i n the f i n a l v e r s i o n o f the r epor t i n 
R u s s i a n . 
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Mr. ВВЛУЬШ ( î l i g e r i a ) : As the 1981 s e s s i on draws to a c l o s e , l e t ше f i r s t o f a l l 
s t r e s s the admi ra t i on o f my d e l e g a t i o n to you, S i r , f o r the most " e f f i c i e n t way i n 
which you have conducted the work of ' t h i s Committee t h i s month. Your coràpetence, 
pat i ence and v/eoJth o f exper ience i n the f i e l d o f m u l t i l a t e r a l d ip lomacy, we are sure , 
would enable t h i s Committee to wind up i t s work s u c c e s s f u l l y . 

My b r i e f i n t e r v e n t i o n todeiy i s n e r e l y to cor¡ment on sene aspects o f the 
Committee 's work &s the annual s e s s i on i s about to end,* b u t , i n conmenting on sone 
o f these i s s u e s , l e t ne s t r e s s at the onset tha t ny d e l e g a t i o n i s not adopting- any 
"hig-h moral tone" nor indeed "p reach ing a.bout the e v i l s o f d e t e r r ence " . L ike o ther 
d e l e g a t i o n s , wo f o e l j u s t i f i e d i n p l a c i n g on record our p o s i t i o n on the ques t i on o f 
de t e r r ence . In the recent weeks, tho controversy over the development o f the neutron 
bonb ha,s reared i t s u g l y hea,d ag-ain. The recent d e c i s i o n o f a nuclear-weapon Sta,te 
to 'develop and s t o c k p i l e the neutron bonb or the so-ca. l led enhanced r a d i a t i o n 
weapon (ЕШ) has f u r t h e r demonstrated the i n e x p l i c a b l e e s c a l a t i o n o f the arms race 
and the dangers i t poses to the very ex i s tence o f mankind. The main j u s t i f i c a t i o n 
f o r such a nuc l ea r weapon, a.s we have been t o l d , v/as that the weapon vrould k i l l 
l i v i n g be ings by i t s enhanced r a d i a t i o n , but v f i l l spare ob j ec t s by i t s reduced heat 
and b l a s t , a,s v/ell as i t s de t e r r en t e f f e c t on the s u p e r i o r i t y o f one n i l i t a r y 
a l l i a n c e over the o ther i n conventiona.1 wectpons, p a r t i c u l a , r l y i n t anks . The 
immediate problem i s tha t by b l u r r i n g the th r e sho ld betv/een n u c l e a r and conven t i ona l 
weapons tec lmology , the th resho ld f o r the use o f nuc l e a r wea.pons i s dra.ma-tica,lly 
lov/ered, and nakes n u c l e a r v/ar the more conce i vab l e . F i i r the rnore , the o ther s ide v / i l l , 
I s t r e s s , b u i l d and dep loy i t s ov/n neutron bomb. 

As f a r back a.s the CCD's s p r i n g s e s s i on o f 1978, the Sov i e t d e l e g a t i o n quoted 
the fol lo\/ing' statement by Mr. Leonid Bres lmev, GencraJ Secreta.ry o f the C e n t r a l 
Committee o f the • Communist P a r t y o f the Sov i e t "union and P r e s i d en t o f the Presidium, 
o f the Supreme Sov i e t o f the "USSR: 

"The Sov i e t Union i s d e c i s i v e l y a.ga.inst the development o f a. neut ron 
bonb . . . but i f t h i s bomb i s developed i n the West — developed a.gainst u s , 
which no one even attempts to concea.l, then i t should be c l e a r l y understood 
tha t the USSR w i l l not stand by as a pass ive observer . We s h a l l be fa.ced v/ith 
the n e c e s s i t y o f meet ing t h i s chal lenge . . . " 

A l s o , as i n d i c a t e d i n the recent document CD/216 da.ted 17 August 1981> a statement 
by TASS notes t h a t : 

" I n l i g h t o f the steps talcen by the Un i t ed Sta tes of i imer i ca , the 
Sov ie t Union w i l l appro pr ia , te l y eva luate the s i t u a t i o n a.s i t evo lves and v / i l l 
take the necessary measures to safeguard i t s s e c u r i t y and tha t o f i t s f r i e n d s 
and a l l i e s . " 

My d e l e g a t i o n has had the oppo r tun i t y to s tate tha t the present l e v e l o f n u c l e a r 
armaments on both s ides i s more than s u f f i c i e n t to cope v/ith the unacceptable 
r e t a l i a . t i o n o f a f i r s t s t r i k e r . What needs to be s t r essed over and over a.<gain i s tha t 
bo th s ides ha.ve become cap t i ves to an uncontro l la .b le technplog ica . l advance i n v/ea,ponry, 
v/hereby a new system developed and deployed by one has to be na.tched by the o the r . 
Th i s s i t u a t i o n , to my d e l e g a t i o n , i s l i k e a compet i t i on f o r i t s ov/n salce; and t h i s 
i s v/hat: nakes the nuclea.r arms ra.ce p a r t i c u l a , r l y i r r a t i o n a l . Having been tra.pped i n 
the do c t r i n e o f deterrence v/hich i s ba.sed on the pe r cep t i on by each o f the n u c l e a r -
weapon S ta tes ( p a r t i c u l a r l y the superpox/ers) o f the c a p a b i l i t y o f the o the r , t h e i r 
a.ssessment o f p a r i t y o r ba.lance keeps on changing-. Ea.ch s ide cont inues to a.cquire 
v/eapons not on the ba,sis o f need but as a rea .c t ion to presumed s u p e r i o r i t y o f the 
o ther s i d e . Thus, s e c u r i t y f o r the nuclear-weapon States i s based on ever h i ghe r 
l e v e l s o f n u c l e a r a r sena l s v/ith the consequent u n c e r t a i n t y and danger . The s i t i x a t i o n 
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i s " f u r t h e r cóapoüñdeá Ъу the theory o f f l e x i b l e response, o f U n i t e d and surv i vab l e 
nuc l ea r л/аг. The f a l l a c y o f a U n i t e d nuc l e a r war i s even no re dangerous t h e n the . 
concept oP the ncintenance o f wor ld peace, s t a b i l i t y and balance through, the process 
o f de te r rence . 

We agree f u l l y w i t h the d e l e g a t i o n of I n d i a on the danger o f na t i ons bas ing t h e i r 
s e c u r i t y on d o c t r i n e s o f nuc l ea r de te r rence , because we a l so des i r e to s u r v i v e . My 
de l e ga t i on o f t en has s t a t e d , and w i l l continue to ho ld the v iew, tha t the d o c t r i n e s o f 
de te r rence , s t r a t e g i c balance and p a r i t y are a l l based on the narrow s e c u r i t y i n t e r e s t s 
o f the nuclear-we apon Sta.tes v/hich refuse to take i n t o cons ide r a t i o n the v i t a l s e c u r i t y 
i n t e r e s t s o f t h i r d S t a t e s . I t i s a f a c t t h a t , the g r ea t e r the q u a l i t y and q u a n t i t y o f 
nuclea.r wea.pons, the g r ea t e r the r i s k o f nuclea.r war e i t h e r - b y d e l i b e r a t e c a . l cu l a t i on 
or by a c c i d en t . I t i s i n t h i s respec t that ,ny d e l e g a t i o n r e fu tes the doc t r ine o f 
nuc l ea r de te r rence . 

As rega.rds the proposa.l by a group o f s o c i a l i s t count r i e s contained i n 
docunent CD/219 on the need f o r the urgent e s t a b l i s h n o n t o f an ad hoc working group on 
the p r o h i b i t i o n o f the p r oduc t i on , s t o c k p i l i n g , deploynent and use o f neutron v/eapons, 
ny d e l e g a t i o n connends the p r i n c i p l e behind t h i s concrete p roposa l but we be l i e v e tha,t 
any p r o h i b i t i o n should bo i n the context o f tlie, achievenent o f nuc l e a r d i sa rnanent , 
which r equ i r e s urgent negot ia . t ion o f a.gree.nents a t a.ppropriate sta-ges — i ^ a r t i c u l a r l y 
the c e s sa t i on o f the q u a l i t a t i v e inprovenent and developnent of nuc l e a r v/eapon sys t ens . 
My de l e ga t i on there fore sees the developnent o f the neutron woa,pon i n the context o f 
the nad race f o r a.n:-ia.nents — a. s i t u a t i o n v/hich unde r l i n e s once aga.in the urgency o f 
the need to set up an a.d hoc working group on the c e s sa t i on o f the nuclea.r a.rns race 
and nuc l ea r disarna.nent. We there fore sha.re the viev/s a l r eady expressed i n t h i s regard 
by the Ind i an , Pal-cistan and Ronanian de l ega t i ons a t the i n f e r n a l nee t i n g l a s t Wednesda.y 

In the Connit tee on Disa.3ma,vjent, the sole n u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i n g organ, an 
attempt nust be nade to d e - l i n l c nat iona. l s e c u r i t y f r on a,rnanents, e s p e c i a l l y n u c l e a r 
amanents , and to proceed tov/ards a f r eeze , r e d u c t i o n , and t o t a l e l i n i n a . t i o n o f these 
wea.pons. What needs to be borne i n n ind i s para.graph I3 o f the consensus P i n a l 
Document o f tho f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i on devoted to disarna,nent which s ta ted thats. • 

,, "Genuine and l a . s t i n g pea.ce can on l y be created through the e f f e c t i v e 
i n p l e n o n t a t i o n o f the s e c u r i t y sys ten prov ided f o r i n the Char te r o f the 
Un i t ed ITations .and the speedy and substantia-1 r e d u c t i o n o f a.rns and a,ined f o r c e s , 
by interna.t ionaJ. agreement aaid u u t u a l exa.nple, l e a d i n g u l t ima . t e l y to genera,l and 
conplete disa.rnanent under e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l c o n t r o l . " 

Before proceeding- to so.ne o ther i s s u e s , I .nerely v/ish to s ta te tha.t, v/liile ny 
country respec ts the preroga.tive o f every Sta.te to ensure i t s s e l f -de f ence , t h i s fa.ct 
talce s on a d i f f e r e n t c l i a , r a c t e r i s t i c v/hen miclea.r wea.pons are i n v o l v e d . Much has 
a.lrea.dy been sta.ted i n t h i s Connit tee a.bout the "ra.pid developnent o f f o r c e s " , 
e spec ia . l l y those arned w i t h the so-ca, l led t a . c t i c a l n u c l e a r v/arhea-ds. My Govemnont 
does not favour the p r Q l i f e r a . t i o n o f n i l i t o j r y a l l i a n c e s w i t h f o r e i g n Pov/ers, v/hich 
w i l l th rea t en the s t a b i l i t y o f our subreg ion and,/sJfrica as a v/hole. 

On the work done by the va.rious Working Groups, ny d e l e g a t i o n would l i k e to 
congratula.te the d i s t i n g u i s h e d Anbassa.dors L idgard o f Sweden, G a r c i a Robles of ïfexico, 
Kónives o f Hungary, as v/oll as M i n i s t e r C i a r r a p i c o o f I t a l y , f o r t h e i r t i r e l e s s e f f o r t s 
i n adva.ncing the work of the va r i ous Ad Hoc Working Groups, The modest a.chievement so 
f a r po in t s to thc g r ea t e r v/ork tha t s t i l l remains to bo done next s e s s i o n , i f the 
Connit tee i s to neet the anx i e t y o f tho i n t e r n a t i o n a l connuni ty i n conc lud ing concrete 
d isarnanent agreenents. The Ad Hoc Working Group on the Conprohonsive Progranne o f 
Disarmament, f o r example, has cont inued to nake sone progress by concen t ra t ing on the 
measures to be inc luded i n tho progranne. By so .doing, the Ad Hoc Working GTO.up ,ha.s 
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qu i t e r i g h t l y devoted i t s e l f to the nost important area o f i t s work. I-iuch vrork, 
however, retnaàns to he done, and the p o l i t i c a l v / i l l to compronise and negot ia te hy a l l 
S t a t e s , e s p e c i a l l y the nuclear-v/eapon S t a t e s , v / i l l he most o r u c i a l f o r the s u c c e s s f u l 
complet ion o f the e l a b o r a t i o n o f the progra.r.me. I'lany de l e ga t i ons have s t r e ssed the 
importance o f the nature o f the programme. I n t h i s connec t i on , D.y d e l e g a t i o n has had 
the oppo r tun i t y to s ta te i n document C D / C H ) / W P . 1 8 o f the Working Group on the 
Comprehensive Programme of Bisarmament t h a t the progra-nme must be more thaai j u s t e, 
framework f o r n e g o t i a t i o n s . I t should create f u l l conmitments f o r a J l Sta.,tes to 
implement the me assure s contatnod i n the programme. 

W i th regard to the M Ыдс Working Group on S e c u r i t y Assurances , to da te , the 
s e c u r i t y pe rcep t i ons o f c e r t a i n nuclear-v/eapon Sta tes have cont inued to cas t a shadov/ 
on the v/ork o f the Group. Never the l ess , subs tant i ve d i s c u s s i o n s were he ld on the 
ques t i on o f f i n d i n g a. "connon approach" o r " formula , " . In t r y i n g to arohiove a. 
"common f o rmu la " , the tendency to l ook f o r ye t another i n t e r i m measure to assure 
non-nuclear-v/ea,pon S ta tes tha t nuc l ea r weapons should not be threatened o r used aga ins t 
then pending n u c l e a r disa^maxient should be r e s i s t e d . 

I n tile sa.ne v e i n , the o ther tv/o Ad Hoc Working Groups, on chemicaJ weapons and 
r a d i o l o g i c a l v/oapons, r equ i r e f u r t h e r e f f o r t s on tho pa r t o f d e l e ga t i ons to harmonize 
t h o i r va^rious p o s i t i o n s to permit the c o n c l u s i o n o f agroenents before the second 
s p e c i a l s e s s i o n o f the Un i t ed Nat ions General Assembly devoted to disa-rmament. 

My d e l e g a t i o n , hov/ever, deeply r e g r e t s t h a t , con t ra ry to the hope o f the 
i n t e m a t i o n a . l connuni ty , the Conmittee on Disarmament has not been a.blo to e s t a .b l i sh 
a d d i t i o n a l subs id ia . ry bod ies i n i t s cur ren t s e s s i o n to i n i t i a t e subs tan t i v e 
n e g o t i a t i o n s on i t e n s 1 and 2 on i t s ag-enda, nane ly the h i gh p r i o r i t y i s s u e s o f a 
n u c l e a r t e s t ban , and the c e s s a t i o n o f the nuc l e a r arms race and n u c l e a r disarmament. 
The obvi&us reason i s that tv/o nuclea,r-v/ea.pon Sta tes have found i t p o l i t i c a l l y 
inexped ien t to j o i n the consensus e x i s t i n g a.mong the i -enaining 33 nenbers o f t h i s 
Conni t toe — a s i t u a t i o n v/hich would have enabled t h i s so le m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i n g 
organ to d ischarge i t s r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s . My d e l e g a t i o n recogn izes the tense 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l c l imate but docs not share tho viev/ t h a t d i sarnanent n e g o t i a t i o n s on a 
g l o b a l sca le should be naxle condit iona.1 on the "good or bad humour" o f the superpowers. 
I t i s the ho]?e o f ny d o l e g a t i o n tha t the recess v/ould a f f o rd o p p o r t u n i t i e s f o r SOnbiB 
r e f l e c t i o n s and "a , change o f h ea r t " tha t would b r i n g avbout the much-desired progress 
i n the 1982 s e s s i o n . 

I n c o n c l u s i o n , ny d e l e g a t i o n has always urged tha t disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s ought 
to be undertaken a t t h i s time o f i n t e m a t i o n a . l t ens i on as v/e f i m l y b e l i e v e tha t such 
negot ia, t ions can make an e f f e c t i v e c o n t r i b u t i o n to improving- the i n t e r n a t i o n a l c l i n a t o , 
and t h a t the Conni t tee on D isarnanent can pla.y'' c ruc i a . l r o l e i n t h i s r e s p e c t . V/hat 
i s r equ i r ed i s not o n l y the p o l i t i c a l w i l l but a l s o the need f o r members o f t h i s 
[Committee to i n t e r p r e t f l e x i b l y the C o n n i t t e e ' s r u l e s o f procedure i n o rder to ensure 
that n e g o t i a t i o n s on p r i o r i t y i t e n s are not u n n e c e s s a r i l y b l o cked . Progress i n 
i i s a m a n e n t n e g o t i a t i o n s i n the Committee should ena.ble t h i s so le m u l t i l a t e r a l 
acgot iat ing- body to r e t a i n i t s c r e d i b i l i t y , and should a i s o con t r i bu t e s i g n i f i c a n t l y 
to the l e s s e n i n g o f i n t o r n a t i o n a . l t e n s i o n . 

The CII/iira4/i'I; I thank our d i s t i n g u i s h e d co l league from N i g e r i a f o r h i s statement 
md f o r the k i n d re f e rences nade t o the C h a i r . 

I i n t e n d nov/ to adopt tho report . . May I take i t that the r e p o r t as a v/hole i s 
îdopted? 

The r epo r t a.s a whole v/a.s adopted. 
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Mr. 'ISSMËLYAH (ïïnion of Sov ie t S o c i a l i c t Repub l i c s ) ( tx-anslated from R u s s i a n ) ; 
M r . Chairman, the current s e s s i on o f the Comnittee on Disarmament i s how. dravring 
to a c l o s e . We have a l r eady reached the f i n i s h i n g l i n e ; and very s h o r t l y , w i t h 
a bang o f your g a v e l , you v r i l l dec lare that our vrork i s conc l i ided. A.ccording to 
the e s t a b l i s h e d t r a d i t i o n , de l ega t i ons are novr suiimiing up the r e s u l t s o f the 
nego t i a t i ons vrhich have taken p lace i n the Committee du r ing thc s e s s i on vrhich 
i s novr end ing . 

The r ep resen ta t i v e o f the Mongol ian P eop l e ' s R e p u b l i c , Ambassador Erdembi l eg , 
speaking on b e h a l f o f a group o f s o c i a l i s t c oun t r i e s i n c l u d i n g the Sov ie t Un ion , 
made a statement on t h i s ques t i on a t the Committee's l a s t meet ing . In' our b r i e f 
statement today, vre vrould l i k e merely to mention a fevr p o i n t s . 

What can one say, from a c lose-up vievr, concerning the n a t u r e , and r e s u l t s 
o f the I 9 8 I . s e s s i o n of the Committee on Disarmament? As i n the p a s t , the vrork 
of our Committee has proceeded i n circvmistances of c o n f l i c t between tvro l i n e s , 
tvro approaches to the problem of h a l t i n g the arms race and a c h i e v i n g disarmament. 
On the one hand, there i s the l i n e aimed a t s topp ing and r e v e r s i n g the race o f 
vrar l ike p r epara t i ons i n the vror ld , a race vrhich i s assiuning ever l a r g e r and 
more dangerous p r o p o r t i o n s ; and on the o ther hand, there i s the l i n e aimed — to 
speak f ranlc ly — at b l o c k i n g progress i n disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

The p o s i t i o n of the Sov ie t Union on the disarmament ques t i on i s c l e a r and 
unders tandab le . I t i s not subject to any cons ide ra t i ons or temporary'-
manoeuvrings r e l a t e d to p a r t i c u l a r p o l i t i c a l s i t u a t i o n s . I t i s determined by 
the dictuim of the founder of our S t a t e , V . I , Len in tha t ''Disarmament i s the i d e a l 
o f s o c i a l i s m ' ' . 

Th i s y e a r , tho p o l i t i c a l ^ r i l l o f the Sov ie t State f o r peace and f o r 
disarmament ha.s, as you Icnoir, once aga in been expressed a t the most a u t h o r i t a t i v e 
l e v e l , i n the h ighes t forum of our P a r t y , the Tvrenty-Sixth Congress o f the 
Communist P a r t y o f the Sov ie t Un i on . Me have i n mind a vrhole s e r i e s of nevr 
i n i t i a t i v e s and proposa ls i n the f i e l d o f disarmament conta ined i n the f o r e i g n . 
p o l i c y programme of the Congress put f on ra rd by the Head o f the Sov ie t S t a t e , 
Mr . L . I , Brezhnev. These proposa ls are Imovrn to p a r t i c i p a n t s i n the n e g o t i a t i o n s . 
As you l<novr, the m a t e r i a l r e l a t i n g there to has been c i r c u l a t e d as a Committee 
document. The i n t e r e s t d i sp l ayed i n the documentation of the Congress, vrhich 
sets f o r t h the long- term p o l i c y of the USSR on c a r d i n a l quest ions of disarmament, 
t e s t i f i e s to the urgency and cons t ruc t i v eness of the proposa ls conta ined t h e r e i n . 
We in tend to continue r e s o l u t e l y , p e r s i s t e n t l y and s y s t e m a t i c a l l y to advocate 
the implementat ion of those p r o p o s a l s . 

In order to achieve any r e a l progress i n the mattei ' of disarmiament, i t i s o f 
course e s s e n t i a l that a l l S ta tes should be i n t e r e s t e d i n t h i s . We have a say ing 
vrhich goes; ' 'You c a n ' t c lap vr i th one hand ' ' ; and t h i s i s r e a l l y s o . The 
r e s u l t s of the s e s s i on o f the Committee tha t i s novr coming to an end, vrhen vievred 
from the s tandpoint of ac tv ia l achievements, can h a r d l y g i ve grounds f o r s a t i s f a c t i o n . 
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(Mr. Issrael?/?.n, ÏÏSSR) 

Indeed, have ме r e a l l y crossed any new hoimdar ies i n s o l v i n g disarmament 
ques.tioi^s? U n f o r t u n a t e l y , no . . I t must be recogn ized tha t i n essence the 
Committee has-not succeeded i n malcing progress on any s i n g l e one o f the items 
on the s e s s i o n ' s f u l l agencia, be.: i t - a n u c l e a r t e s t ban, c e s sa t i on of the n u c l e a r 
a.rms race -a.nd nuclea.r disa.rmament o r the e l a b o r a t i o n of i n t e r n a t i o n a l convent ions 
on nevr types o f vreapons o f mass d e s t r u c t i o n and nevr systems o f such vreapons. 
Desp i t e the cons iderab le i n t e n s i t y o f the Committee 's vrork and the p a r t i c i p a t i o n 
o f a. l a r ge number of S ta tes and of h i g h l y q u a l i f i e d e xpe r t s , the Committee has 
not .even got dovm to a c t u a l n e g o t i a t i o n s on. the most urgent problems o f 
l i m i t i n g the arms race — the p r o h i b i t i o n o f n u c l e a r vreapons .and a n u c l e a r 
t e s t b a n . 

As regai-ds r a d i o l o g i c a l vreapons, i t seems to us thcit these could have been 
banned as long, ago as 197.9• A l a rge group of S ta tes vras ready, i n p r i n c i p l e , . 
to assume an o b l i g a t i o n to p r o h i b i t t h i s type of vreapon. Hovrever, agreement ¡ 
on t h i s ques t i on has been l ong delayed i n the.Committee — due ma in l y , i n our 
o p i n i o n , to the f a c t that some de l ega t i ons cons ider the s o l u t i o n o f t h i s ques t i on 
to be "premature" s ince r a d i o l o g i c a l vreapons do not y e t e x i s t . 

In t h i s connec t i on , the Sov ie t d e l e ga t i on v/ould l i l c e to po in t out that 
s i m i l a r sent iments e x i s t e d three years ago, v/hen a group o f s o c i a l i s t co-untries 
submit ted to the Committee a d r a f t convent ion on the p r o h i b i t i o n o f the 
p r o d u c t i o n , s toc lфi l ing, deployment and use of n u c l e a r neuti-on v/eapons. . (CCD/559)' 
A t that t ime , a l s o , there was t a l k of the s o l u t i o n of t h i s q u e s t i o n be ing 
"p r emature " . But nov/ the Government o f the Un i t ed S ta tes o f America has taken 
a d e c i s i o n to produce t h i s barbarous v/eapon. The Sov ie t d e l e g a t i o n , .lilce 
those o f many o ther covmtr ies , d e c i s i v e l y condemns t h i s step and cons iders that 
i t not on l y represents a s e r i ous threa t to the cause o f peace, but compl icates 
even f u r t h e r the s o l u t i o n of urgent disarmament c juest ions. 

Ch-/ing to the o p p o s i t i o n o f tho.se same Sta tes v/hich b locked the es tab l i shment 
o f v/orking groups on a n u c l e a r t e s t ban and the l i m i t a t i o n o f the n u c l e a r 
arms r a c e , the Committee d i d not succeed i n s t a r t i n g n e g o t i a t i o n s on the 
ques t i on o f banning nev/ types o f v/eapons o f mass d e s t r u c t i o n and a. nvimber of. -
othei" q u e s t i o n s . 

V/hat does a l l t h i s imply? I t i m p l i e s tha t the l a c k of r ead iness f o r 
s e r i ous disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s i n the c a p i t a l s of ,some S ta tes i s the .main reason 
v/hy vre have been unable to ma.ke any, concrete progress towards s o l v i n g the 
ques t ions on the Committee's agenda. 

The d i s c u s s i o n s i n the Committee have sho\rn c o n v i n c i n g l y tha.t there are 
no tvro op in i ons about the f a c t tha t the i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n has become 
more complex i n recent t imes , and tha t i t i s now-urgent ly necessary to make 
every e f f o r t to reduce the t e n s i o n vrhich has a r i s e n , and to g ive a. nevr impetus 
to the n e g o t i a t i o n s on t h e i r l i m i t a t i o n and c e s sa t i on o f the arms r a c e . The 
Sov ie t Union i s c o n s i s t e n t l y speaking ovit a ga ins t the p o l i c y of f o r e i g n 
i n t e r f e r e n c e i n i n t e r n a l a f f a i r s , aga ins t p l in ider and agg ress i on i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
r e l a t i o n s i n a l l i t s m a n i f e s t a t i o n s , and f o r the set t lement o f i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
c o n f l i c t s through n e g o t i a t i o n s . Our course has been and s t i l l i s the course o f 
c o -ope ra t i on and mutvoal a i d , and not the course of c o n f r o n t a t i o n . Our e n t i r e 
p e a c e - l o v i n g f o r e i g n p o l i c y i s aimed a t d e l i v e r i n g mankind from the th r ea t o f war, 
p a r t i c u l a r l y n u c l e a r vrar. Moreover, t h i s i s r e f l e c t e d i n our concrete a c t i o n s 
and i n our concrete i n i t i a t i v e s . 

http://tho.se
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(Mr. I s s r a e l y a n . USSR) 

In s p i t e o f the c o m p l i c a t i o n - o f • t h e • i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t n a t i o n y we-do n o t - i n any 
viay in t end to become p e s s i m i s t i c . \7e are deeply convinced that peace' and , 

" disarmament i n our time a re not j u s t f i n e words, but are the o b j e c t i v e ' a n d the so le 
cond i t i ons f o r the ex i s tence f o r mankind, c ond i t i ons f o r vrhich there i s ' h o 
a l t e r n a t i v e . And we b e l i e v e that mankind 's w i l l f o r peace v r i l l p r e v a i l . ' " 

W i th regard to the Committee, desp i t e the fa,ct that a great d ea l o f time has 
b e e n ' l o s t , v/e are convinced that i t i s s t i l i p o s s i b l e f o r i t to make up f o r l o s t 
ground and f u l f i l i t s prima.ry duty , v/hich i s to ca r ry out — i f on l y i n pa r t — 

. the measures connected v/ith the p r e p a r a t i o n o f the second s p e c i a l s e s s i on of the 
Un i t ed Nat ions General Assembly devoted to disarmament. 

l/e are nov/ l e a v i n g one another a f t e r i n t e n s i v e v/ork v/hich demanded cons iderab le 
e f f o r t s and energ;^ both from de l ega t i ons and from the s e c r e t a r i a t , to v/hich our 
delega.t ion v/ould l i k e to take t h i s oppor tun i t y of express ing i t s a p p r e c i a t i o n f o r 

, the commendable t e c h n i c a l s e r v i c i n g of our г/огк. But as v/e leave' Geneva, v/e 
.cannot, i f v/e have an honest a t t i t u d e to ovir t a s k , ban i sh from our thoughts a 
grov/'ing a.nxiety ' ' for the fa te o f the v/orld. 

The Sov ie t d e l e ga t i on i s not say ing t h i s because v/e over-estima.te the r o l e 
of the Committee on Disarmament. No. V/e have no i l l u s i o n s . V/e .liave a c l e a r 
idea of the nature 6f the p o l i t i c a l dec i s i on -mak ing machinery i n d i f f e r e n t co imt r i e s j 
and o f the comparat ive ly modest pa r t p l ayed i n t h i s machinery by the Committee 
on Disa„rmament. 

But i t would be an even g r ea t e r mistake to underest imate the Committee's 
r o l e and to over look the p o s s i b i l i t i e s v/hich e x i s t i n i t f o r curb ing the arms race 
and improv ing the i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n as a v/hole. The Sov ie t de l ega t i on 
cons iders tha t the Committee, on Disarmament, i n i t s present form and compos i t ion , i s 
the o f f s p r i n g of the detente o f the 1970s. I t s s t r u c t u r e and r u l e s o f procedure 
are aimed a t the e l a b o r a t i o n o f concrete agreements on l i m i t a t i o n , b i n d i n g on 
a l l S ta tes p a r t i e s . 

I t i s understandable tha t the viev/s o f individucгl delega.t ions on the e f f i c i e n c y 
and fu ture prospects of the Committee 's v/ork may d i f f e r . The Sov ie t d e l e ga t i on i s 
a l s o f a r from cons ide r ing that the Committee's machinery i s pe r f e c t and cannot be 
improved. As you Imov/, v/e have put forv/ard proposa l s on t h i s mat te r , v/hich have 
aroused a great dea l o f i n t e r e s t on the pa r t of d e l e g a t i o n s . 

Mr . Chairman, v/hat i s important i s not on l y v/hat v i e , the delega.t ions i n the 
Committee'on Disarmament, thinlc o f ou.rselves. Pa r more impor-tant are the hopes 
wh ich m i l l i o n s of people throughout the v/orld p lace i n the Committee's work. That 
i s c e r t a i n l y s o . By the beg inn ing o f Augus t , the s e c r e t a r i a t has r e g i s t e r e d more 
than 7>000 l e t t e r s from p r i v a t e i nd i v i dua . l s addressed to the Committee from va r i ous 
covmtries i n the v/orld, from a l l c o n t i n e n t s . Most o f the envelopes bore the 
ma.rk " E a r t h f o r L i f e " . 

These v/ords '— E a i t h f o r L i f e — are a d i r e c t appea l to the de legat ions , o f the 
c oun t r i e s represented i n the Committee to improve the e f f i c i e n c y o f i t s v/ork and to 
perform the duty en t rus ted to them. As f a r as the Sov ie t d e l e ga t i on i s concerned, 
v/e are ready, as ever , to talce a most a c t i v e par t i n the c o n s t r u c t i v e v/ork o f the 
Committee and to con t r i bu t e to the accomiplishment o f the tasks entrusted ' to i t by 
the wor ld community. 
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Иг. do l a GOPLCE (France) ( t r a n s l a t e d from F r ench ) ; I shou ld l i k e t o heg-in by 
extending to you our v;o,rm cong ra tu l a t i ons on the mas t e r l y way i n which you have 
d i r e c t e d the e xe r c i s e — which i s always d i f f i c u l t and seems t o be becoming more and 
more complex — of e s t a b l i s h i n g our r e p o r t . Vfe a.re most g r a t e f u l t o you f o r your 
e f f o r t s , your p a t i e n c e , your cour t esy and your a u t h o r i t y . 

The t ime has nov/ come to take s t o ck . The Committee has a l r e a d y heard assessments, 
expressed i n d i v i d u a l l y or c o l l e c t i v e l y , by the great m a j o r i t y o f d e l e g a t i o n s . B r o a d l y 
spealcing, they r e f l e c t a feelings o f d i sappo intment . 

To a l a r g e ex t en t , the French d e l e g a t i o n shares t h i s f e e l i n g . A t the sane t ime , 
i t would l i k e today t o p a r t i c i p a t e very b r i e f l y i n an a n a l y s i s o f the r e s u l t s v/hich 
may l e a d t o c e r t a i n conc lus i ons concern ing tho c o n d i t i o n s f o r progress and fu tu re 
p rospec t s , at l e a s t f o r the next s e s s i o n . 

Th i s s e s s i o n v/hich i s drawing to a c l o s e i s i n many r espec t s our f i r s t normal 
worlcing s e s s i o n s i n c e , f o r the f i r s t t ime , tho Committee has been ab le to devote the 
major pa r t o f i t s t ime to the c o n s i d e r a t i o n o f quest ions o f substance i n the Working 
Groups, 

Th i s was a favourable aspect , v/hich at the outse t gave us a f e e l i n g o f con f idence . 
At the same t ime , the approach of tho second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n o f the Genera l Assembly 
devoted t o disarmament encouraged us t o a s p i r e to achieve r e s u l t s s u f f i c i e n t l y 
s i g n i f i c a n t t o bear w i tness t o the e f f i c i e n c y and c r e d i b i l i t y o f the Committee a t next 
y eax ' s great debate on the s i t u a t i o n o f the disarmament endeavour as seen f our years 
a f t e r the new impetus i t r e c e i v ed i n 1973* 

Vfe have, hov/ever, encountered the negat ive e f f e c t s o f the present s t a t e o f 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s on the f e e l i n g s o f t r u s t and s e c u r i t y v/liich are e s s e n t i a l f o r 
progress i n the f i e l d of disarmament. That i s doubt less the reason why the 
cons ide rab l e e f f o r t s deployed i n the Committee have not l e d to the r e s u l t s f o r v/hich we 
had hoped. 

The Vforlcing Groups have accompl ished a cons ide rab l e amount of work, guided w i t h 
great method, competence and c o n v i c t i o n by t h e i r r e s p e c t i v e Chairmen. V7e extend to 
them our who le -hear ted c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s on the remarkable manner i n vrhich they have 
d i scharged t h e i r r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s . 

Wi th r ega rd t o negat i ve s e c u r i t y assurances , I'Ir. C i a r r a p i c o has p a t i e n t l y and 
s k i l f u l l y conducted a d e t a i l e d roviev? o f the elements o f e x i s t i n g d e c l a r a t i o n s , and o f 
the v a r i a n t s v/hich cou ld c o n t r i b u t e to progress tov/ards a common approach. These 
d i s c u s s i o n s have i l l u s t r a t e d once aga in the d i f f i c u l t y o f the endeavour, i n the l i g u t 
o f e x i s t i n g p o s i t i o n s . The French d e l e g a t i o n v / i l l cont inue t o p a r t i c i p a t e i n t h i s 
d i f f i c u l t s ea r ch . 

The Worlcing Group on Chemical Vfeapons has managed, on the b a s i s o f inadequate 
and indeed outdated terms o f r e f e r ence , to cont inue n e g o t i a t i o n s on the elements o f 
a fu ture convent ion prepared by i t s Chairman, Ambassador L i d g a r d , v/hose energy and 
e f f i c i e n c y deserve our a d m i r a t i o n . 

For the French d e l e g a t i o n , t l i i s i s one o f the b a s i c and p r i o r i t y t asks of the 
Committee. Our d e l e ga t i on i s g r a t i f i e d t o note tha t there i s agreement i n the 
Working Group on the p r i n c i p l e of a s u i t a b l e r e v i s i o n of i t s terms o f re fe rence at the 
beg inn ing of the next s e s s i o n . 
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(ib.-» áe l a Górce, France) 

V i r t u a l l y complete agreement l ias been e s t a b l i s h e d on the problem of d e f i n i t i o n s . 
Th i s i s not the case v ; i th the problems o f scope and v e r i f i c a t i o n . The ansvrers v/hich 
w i l l be g i ven to these tvro quest ions are mutua l l y in te rdependent . I t vrould there fo re 
be v/rong to wai t u n t i l agreement has been reached on the problem of scope before 
s t a r t i n g nego t i a t i ons on p r o v i s i o n s r e l a t i n g t o v e r i f i c a t i o n . 

The quest ion of r a d i o l o g i c a l vreapons i s not regarded as a p r i o r i t y i s sue by 
s e ve ra l members o f the Committee; but the Committee cannot renounce i t s n e g o t i a t i n g 
r o l e v/ith respect to such v/eapons. The French de l e ga t i on , l i k e o ther de l e ga t i ons , 
had hoped that a d ra f t convent ion c ou ld be adopted before the second s p e c i a l s e s s i on 
o f the Genera l Assembly devoted to . disarmament. 

Hov/ever, desp i te the praisev/orthy e f f o r t s of Amba-ssador Kóm-ives, Chairman of the 
Working Group on l l a d i o l o g i c a l Weapons, v/ho guided the Group most a u t h o r i t a t i v e l y and 
competently, progress v/as b locked by d i f f e r ences of o p i n i o n on the most important 
ques t i ons . 

We cons ider tha t the Group should adliere t o i t s p r e c i s e terms of r e f e r ence . Tlie 
nego t i a t i ons i n progress should not be used f o r the purpose o f p re judg ing the s o l u t i o n 
o f o ther problems — the use o f n u c l e a r v/eapons and nuc l ea r disarmament — or o f 
s o l v i n g problems which be long to a d i f f e r e n t area of i n t e r n a t i o n a l lav/, e ,g , the 
p r o l i i b i t i o n o f atta,cks on c i v i l i a n nuc l ea r i n s t a l l a t i o n s . 

The French de l e ga t i on ha.s no doubts as to the importance of these i s s u e s ; and i t 
hopes tha t the proposa ls which have been made f o r g e t t i n g out o f the deadlock v / i l l 
enable the Group t o malœ ra.pid progress tovTards a c o n c l u s i o n . 

The Vforking Group on the Comprehensive Programme o f Disarmament has t a c k l e d i t s 
d i f f i c u l t t ask under the guidance o f the d i s t i n g u i s h e d /unbassador o f î îexico, 
¥ír. G a r c i a Robles-, v/hose s k i l l and ex tens ive exper ience VT I I I c e r t a i n l y be r e qu i r ed to 
b r i n g the v/ork to a succe s s fu l c o n c l u s i o n . We a t t a c h i : ) a r t i cu lar importance to t h i s 
endeavour, i n view of the p lace i t i s t o occupy i n the v/ork .of the second s p e c i a l 
s e ss i on devoted to 6.isarmament. 

I should l i k e very b r i e f l y to s ta te aga in here c e r t a i n viev/s he fd by the French 
de l e ga t i on w i t h regard t o the comprohensive programme. 

I n our o p i n i o n , i t should e s s e n t i a l l y be based on a.greed t e x t s : the P i n a l Document 
the elements de f ined by the Disarm.ajnent Commission and the D e c l a r a t i o n on the 
Second Disarmament Decade, 

We a re , o f course , prepared to cons ide r other appropr ia te elements, as v/ell as 
more e labora te f o rmula t i ons f o r the elements a l r eady agreed upon; but f u r t h e r 
d i s c u s s i o n should be avoided on sub jec ts on which v/e know tha t agreement cannot be 
reached. 

With regard to the genera l aspects of the programme, i t s p r i n c i p l e s and ob jec t i ves ) 
the French de l e ga t i on has made Icnown i t s views i n a docmnent of w h i c h - i t i s one o f the 
sponsors (CD/198), V7e a t t a c h great importance t o these genera l a spec t s , and 
p a r t i c u l a r l y t o the p r i n c i p l e s , s ince i t i s the p r i n c i p l e s i n f a c t \7l1ich o r i e n t the 
whole endeavour and v/hich must u l t im ia t e l y determine to a l a r ge extent v/hat v/e are t o 
decide upon w i t h regard t o the content o f the programme i t s e l f and the o r g a n i z a t i o n of 
i t s s tages . 

file:///7l1ich
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(Mr. de l a Gorce, Prance) 

¥i th regard to the nature o f the programme, we cons ide r tha t i t must he a commitment 
of a p o l i t i c a l natujre. r e l a t i n g t o a s e r i e s o f n e g o t i a t i o n s each of which w i l l have a 
h e a r i n g upon the o the r . 

I t w i l l not he the t r e a t y on genera l and complete disarmament r e f e r r e d t o i n 
a r t i c l e 33 of the P i n a l DocuEient — a t r e a t y wh ich , acco rd ing t o tha t a r t i c l e , i s to be 
nego t i a t ed fo l lov/ ing the n e g o t i a t i o n s on p a r t i a l measures and more comprehensive 
measures. 

Wi th r egard to the ques t i on o f a time frame, we do not t l i i n k tha,t any Government 
vTOuld be ab le to guarantee observance of a p r e - e s t a b l i s h e d t ime tab l e 1 and bes i d e s , 
there i s no ob j e c t i v e c r i t e r i o n f o r e s t a b l i s h i n g such a t i m e t a b l e . The p o l i t i c a l 
v / i l l o f S ta tes can be expressed tlurough the adopt ion o f a comprehensive x^rogramme of 
disarmament; but an express i on of i n t e n t to observe t i m e - l i m i t s f o r implementat ion 
v/ould not have much c r e d i b i l i t y . 

F i n a l l y , v?ith regard t o the stages of the programme, v/e c ons ide r tha t these shou ld 
be de f ined and arrangred v/ith the necessary f l e x i b i l i t y , i n the l i g h t o f the va r y ing 
c o n d i t i o n s i n vrhich the n e g o t i a t i o n s a.re to be h e l d , which are d i f f i c u l t to f o resee . 

We s t e a d f a s t l y hope that the v/ork of the Group v / i l l r a p i d l y l e a d to the 
e l a b o r a t i o n of a ba.lanced t ex t tha t i s w e l l ad justed t o the c o n d i t i o n s of the disarmament 
endeavour, the most a iab i t ious but a l s o the most d i f f i c u l t o f a l l the endeavours t o be 
undertal-cen by the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community. 

Our a t t e n t i o n has a l s o focused on o ther major quest ions — those appear ing under 
agenda i tems 1 and 2 . On these mat ters v/e have had u s e f u l and s e r i ous d i s c u s s i o n s 
v/hich are r e f l e c t e d i n our r e p o r t . These d i s c u s s i o n s have i l l u s t r a t e d the complex i t y 
o f the problems and the d i v e r s i t y o f the p o s i t i o n s r e ga rd ing the prospec ts o f 
n e g o t i a t i o n , and a l s o r e ga rd ing the o r g a n i z a t i o n of the n e g o t i a t i o n s . The d i s c u s s i o n s 
should be cont inued on the substance o f the i s s u e s , i n order to exp lore the 
p o s s i b i l i t i e s o f p rog ress . The l^Vench de l e ga t i on hopes that the f o r thcoming s e s s i o n 
w i l l be a landmark i n tha t s ea rch . 

E l n a l l y , Mr . Chairman, I should l i k e once aga in t o express my c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s 
to you and a l s o to extend them to the Sec re ta ry of the Committee, Ambassador J a i p a l , 
and to the Deputy Secreta.ry, Mr. B e r a s a t e g u i , to a l l t h e i r c o l l a b o r a t o r s i n the 
s e c r e t a r i a t , t o the i n t e rp r e t e r ' s and t r a n s l a t o r s , a-nd t o a l l those v/ho have helloed us 
i n the pa ins ta l c ing and d i f f i c u l t v/ork v/hich-we have c a r r i e d out t h i s y ea r . A l s o , as 
v/e are now go ing our d i f f e r e n t ways, I should l i k e t o express to a l l my co l l eagues my 
k i n d regards and best v/ishes, and my hope tha.t they v / i l l be ab le to enjoy some r e s t . 

The CHAIRI-IAII; I thanlc the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep r e s en ta t i v e of Prance f o r the Icind 
words he addressed t o the C h a i r . 

Mr . GARCIA ROELES (Mexico) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Span i sh ) ; I n the pe r i od of b a r e l y 
s i x months f o r which our ô.eliberations have la.,sted, my d e l e g a t i o n has a l r eady had an 
oppo r tun i t y to express i t s views on a l l the i tems on our agenda; and v/e b e l i e v e i t • 
v/ould be super f luous t o t r y t o r e c a p i t u l a t e today, even i n summary form, the content 
o f our s tatements . The sys temat ic index v/hich i s f o r t u n a t e l y i n c l u d e d i n the 
Committee 's r epor t v / i l l malce f o r easy consu l ta . t i on o f the r eco rds by d e l e ga t i ons , e i t h e r 
i n Geneva or l-Iev/ York, v?liich might be i n t e r e s t e d i n the content o f these s tatements . 



CD/PV.149 
37 

( l ' l r . G a r c i a Rob les , Mexico) 

I would merely l i k e t o say tha t the p r i n c i p a l elements i n the j ) o s i t i on o f our 
de l e ga t i on on tho t?ro i tems vdi ich, apart from the e l a b o r a t i o n o f a comprehensive' 
programme of disarmament, concerning v/hich I had occas ion t o spealc yes terday v/hen I 
in t r oduced the r epor t o f the Worlcing Group over v/hich I have the honour t o pres ide — 
I repeat , the p r i n c i p a l elements i n our p o s i t i o n on the other two i t ems , apart from 
tha t i t em, to v/liich my de l e ga t i on a t taches the greates t importance and the h ighes t 
p r i o r i t y , i . e . a nuc l ea r t e s t ban and the c e s s a t i o n of the nuc l ea r arms race and nuc l ea r 
disarmament are suimaarised p r i n c i p a l l y i n tv/o r eco rds , the r eco rd o f the Committee's 
134'fch meet ing v/hich took p lace on 2 J u l y and the r e co rd of the 147th meet ing, v/hich 
v/as h e l d on 18 August . 

Rather than repeat what I liave a l r e a d y s a i d , I would l i k e , i n conc lud ing the 
subs tan t i v e par t o f my i n t e r v e n t i o n at t h i s l a t e hour , t o quote tv/o statements from 
the P i n a l Document of the 1978 Assembly, v/Mch I venture t o r e c a l l on t h i s o c cas i on . 
The f i r s t i s taken from paragraph 13j and i t i s the one i n v/hich the Assembly t o l d us — 
and by consensus, as v/e a l l knov/ — tha t s 

"Endur ing i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c u r i t y cannot be b u i l t on the accumulat ion 
of T/eaponry by m i l i t a r y a l l i a n c e s nor be sus ta ined by a p r e ca r i ous balance 
of deterrence or doc t r i n e s of s t r a t e g i c s u p e r i o r i t y " . 

The second statement, a l s o talcen from the P i n a l Document, i s tha t i n which the Assembly 
t o l d us i n paragraph 18 that : "Removing the th r ea t o f a v/orld v/ar — a nuc l ea r war — 
i s the most acute э-nd urgent task o f the present day" and immediate ly afterv/ards 
concluded tha t : 

"Manlcind i s confronted w i t h a c h o i c e ; we must h a l t the arms race and proceed 
to disarmament or face a n n i h i l a t i o n . " 

V/e are nov/ v/ i th in a few minutes o f p a r t i n g company, a f t e r t h i s la^st v/eek i n v/hich 
you, Mr, Chairman, have guided our work vyith p a r t i c u l a r s l c i l l . I n consequence you 
may f i n d i t appropr ia te f o r u s , a l b e i t v/ith the b r e v i t y of which you have g i ven us so 
many examples du r ing the l a s t few days, yet nev e r the l e s s , w i t h the very g rea tes t 
s i n c e r i t y , to o f f e r you our v/armest c ong ra tu l a t i ons and thanlcs. I would a l s o l i k e t o 
thank the d i s t i n g u i s h e d Sec re ta ry o f the Committee and Pe rsona l Representat ive o f the 
Sec re ta ry -Genera l , Ambassador J a i p a l , and h i s a l t e r n a t e , Mr . B e r a s a t e g u i , the Deputy 
Sec re ta ry ; and, as i s the custom on such occas i ons , I v/ould l i k e to thank a l l the 
members of S e c r e t a r i a t , bo th v i s i b l e and i n v i s i b l e , f o r t h e i i - i n v a l u a b l e c o l l a b o r a t i o n 
f o r the more e f f e c t i v e performance o f our ta.sks. 

The СНАШ'ЬШ; I thanlc the d i s t i n g u i s h e d Ambassador o f I lex ico f o r h i s statement 
and f o r the very k i n d words he has addressed to me. 



C D / P V . 1 4 9 

I'Ir. DESfflOlE (United Sta tes o f Amer ica ) : The Uni ted States de l e ga t i on has 
been p leased to be ab le to p a r t i c i p a t e i n fche consensus adopt ion o f the Committee's 
r epo r t o f i t s 1901 a c t i v i t i e s . However, the p a r t i c u l a r p o s i t i o n i n which my 
de l e ga t i on has found i ' t g e l f d u r i n g t h i s s e s s i on aakes i t necessary f o r us to make 
a comment concern ing those e lements-of the r epo r t d e a l i n g w i t h the f u t u r e . 

In t h i s respect, , we. note tha t the f i n a l r epo r t o f the Committee, which i n c l u d e s ' 
the r epo r t s o f the var ious V/orking Groups, makes recommendations and comments about 
the fu ture a c t i v i t i e s o f the Committee. As we be l i e v e i s g ene ra l l y reCognized, the 
ques t ions o f hov; the Committee w i l l o rganize i t s e l f and vjhat i t s programme o f work 
w i l l be i n 1 9 8 2 can be decided on ly a t the beg inn ing o f the 1982 s e s s i o n . 
De l ega t i ons w i l l r e c a l l tha t the United Sta tes Government i s r e v i ew ing i t s arms 
c o n t r o l p o l i c i e s , many o f which touch d i r e c t l y on the. v-Jork o f t h i s Committee. F o r 
tha t r eason . Un i t ed States p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n the consensus adopt ion o f the r epo r t 
should not be i n t e r p r e t e d as a commitment r ega rd ing s p e c i f i c aspects o f the 
Committee 's fu ture a c t i v i t i e s . 

I n , s p i t e o f the many d i f f i c u l t i e s we have encountered d u r i n g t h i s s e s s i o n , the 
Committee has managed to, a c comp l i sh u s e f u l work through the Working Groups, i n 
which the Uni ted Sta tes d e l e ga t i on has been pleased to p a r t i c i p a t e . Th i s record 
does g ive us some cause f o r s a t i s f a c t i o n and some hope f o r fche f u t u r e , and vje 
congra tu la t e the Chairmen of the V/orking Groups who have rendered such yeomen 
s e r v i c e to a l l o f us d u r i n g the I 9 8 I s e s s i o n : Ambassador L idgard f o r chemical weapons, 
Ambassador G a r c i a Robles f o r -fche comprehensive programme of disarmament, 
Ambassador Komives f o r r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons and M i n i s t e r C i a r r a p i c o f o r negat ive 
s e c u r i t y a ssurances . 

V/e have a l s o been b lessed vj ith a s e r i e s o f ou t s t and ing Committee Chairmen d u r i n g 
t h i s s e s s i o n ; and you, Mr . Chairman, have showed y o u r s e l f to be c a s t i n the same 
mould as .your predecessors , e s p e c i a l l y i n these extremely d i f f i c x i l t days — and, Œ 
might add, evenings — devoted to w r i t i n g our f i n a l r e p o r t . Without your hard 
d r i v i n g but f a i r l e a d e r s h i p , and the s k i l l and hard work d i sp l ayed by our Sec r e t a r y , 
Ambassador J a i p a l , and h i s deputy, Mr . Eerasateg-ai, we might not have managed to 
f i n i s h the s e s s i o n by our t a r ge t da t e . 

On beha l f o f my d e l e g a t i o n , may I extend our thanlcs to the members o f the • 
S e c r e t a r i a t s t a f f f o r t h e i r a s s i s t a n c e and many Icindnesses to us tha t v/ent beyond 
the c a l l of du ty . And f i n a l l y , may I express our g r a t i t u d e to those v/ith whom v/e 
r a r e l y have contac t — except as disembodied vo ices t rav-e l l ing" over the wires i n 
t h i s room — the i n t e r p r e t e r s s i t t i n g i n t h e i r g l a s s compartments who somehow manage 
to make our most r ou t i n e i n t e r v e n t i o n s sound both f r e s h and pro found. 

The СНАШаН: I thank our d i s t i n g u i s h e d co l l eague from the Uni ted S ta tes 
for h i s statement and f o r the k ind re ferences he made to the C h a i r . 

Mr . ERDEMBILEG (Mongo l i a ) ( t r ans l a t ed from R u s s i a n ) : On beha l f o f the d e l e g a t i o n 
3f the Mongol ian Peop l e ' s Repub l i c I shovild l i k e to make some remarks on the r epo r t 
that has j u s t been adopted on the I 9 8 I s e s s i o n o f the Committee on Disarmajnent. 

F i r s t o f a l l , I should l i k e to note w i t h s a t i s f a c t i o n the major c o n t r i b u t i o n 
•jhich you, Mr . Chairman, have made to the p r e p a r a t i o n o f the Committee's present 
report . Under your .able guidance, the Committee has done a great dea l o f work i n 
Dhe c o n c l u d i n g stage o f the s e s s i o n . 
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(l-Ir. Erdembi l eg , Mongol ia ) 

I should l i k e to p o i n t out t h a t , i n the d r a f t i n g group es tab l i shed•by d e c i s i o n 
o f the Committee, p a i n s t a k i n g work was undertaken i n o rder to achieve agreement on 
important s ec t i ons o f the r epo r t r e l a t i n g to i tems 1 and 2 on the Committee's agenda. 

In our op in i on , ' the present r epo r t o f the Committee to the United Nat ions 
General Assembly b a s i c a l l y r e f l e c t s the essence of the nego t i a t i ons i n the Committee. 
Th i s does not теад,. however, tha t the Mongol ian de l e ga t i on shares the views 
contained i n c e r t a i n pa r t s o r paragraphs o f p a r t i c u l a r s ec t i ons o f the r epo r t , o r 
that i t agrees vj i th the p o s i t i o n s o f i n d i v i d u a l de l ega t i ons as r e f l e c t e d i n those 
paragraphs. Th is comment a p p l i e s , f o r example, to a number o f paragraphs o f the 
r epo r t r e l a t i n g to the ques t i on o f n u c l e a r neutron weapons. In t h i s connect ion , 
I should l i k e to s ta t e pnce-,again tha t my de l e ga t i on g r e a t l y r e g r e t s the f a c t t ha t 
the s o c i a l i s t c o m t r i e s ' pro|)osal f o r the urgent es tab l i shment o f ah ad hoc working 
group f o r the p r epa ra t i on o f an i n t e r n a t i o n a l convent ion on the p r o l i i b i t i o n - o f the 
p r o d u c t i o n , s t o c k p i l i n g , deployment and use o f neut ron weapons was not approved i n 
the Committee because o f the p o s i t i o n taken by the de l ega t i ons o f c e r t a i n States 
members o f the Committee. 

A l s o , we were a b s o l u t e l y as ton ished when, yes terday evening i n t h i s room d u r i n g 
the i n f o r m a l meet ing o f tho Committee, we heard the r ep r e s en ta t i v e o f one country:, .wha" 
was spealdng a u t h o r i t a t i v e l y on beha l f o f h i s Government — we liave no se r i ous doubts 
about t h i s — but who a r b i t r a r i l y s ta ted t l i a t he could not ac-cept even the i n c l u s i o n , 
i n t h i s r epo r t o f the Committee o f a s e c t i o n on n u c l e a r neutron weapons. 

The f a c t i s t l i a t the Committee has adopted by consensus the e n t i r e r epor t 
i n c l u d i n g tha t p a r t , i n s p i t e o f the o p p o s i t i o n o f those who would have l i k e d to 
create an undes i rab l e s i t u a t i o n i n t h i s body and impose t h e i r w i l l on i t . 

Another comment. A t y e s t e r d a y ' s i n f o rma l meeting the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep resen ta t i v e 
o f Za i r e expressed the o p i n i o n that the s o c i a l i s t c oun t r i e s had no t , he s a i d , 
supported the i n i t i a t i v e o f the Group o f 21 f o r the es tab l is l iment o f an ad hoc 
worl-cing group on agenda items 1 and 2. I would f r a n k l y l i k e to ask the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
r ep resen ta t i v e o f Za i r e to l ook once a ga in , and i n g r ea t e r d e t a i l , a t the statements 
by de l ega t i ons o f s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s , i n c l u d i n g Mongo l ia , and a l so a t 
documents CD/195, CD/224 and o t h e r s . 

The de l e ga t i on o f the Mongol ian Peop l e ' s Repub l i c vùshes once aga in to,„express 
i t s read iness to cont inue , by i t s cons t ruc t i v e , p a r t i c i p a t i o n , to f u r the r the work 
of the Committee v/ith a v iev ; to a c h i e v i n g p r a c t i c a l r e s u l t s i n our a c t i v i t i e s . 

F i n a l l y , on be l ia l f o f a group of s o c i a l i s t c oun t r i e s I should l i k e to convey 
our s ince re thanks to you, Mr. Chairman, and a l s o to the Chairmen of the Ad Hoc . 
VJorking Groups, Ambassador G a r c i a Robles o f Mexico, Ambassador C. L idgard o f Sweden, 
Ambassador Komives o f Hungary and M i n i s t e r C i a r r a p i c o o f I t a l y . I viould a l s o l i k e 
to express, our thaAkS.-to the Persona l Representa t i ve o f the Secretary-r-General 
o f the i i h i t e d Nat ions , and Secre ta ry o f .our Committee, Ambassador J a i p a l ; to the 
Deputy Secre.taiy', Mr., V. .Berasat.egui, and to a l l the o f f i c i a l s o f the s e c r e t a r i a t , 
the i n t e r p r e t e r s and transl.a,tors and the s e r v i c i n g s t a f f , f o r t h e i r consc i en t i ous 
e f f o r t s i n our common cause. ' • 

The CHAIRMAN; I thank the r ep resen ta t i v e o f Mongo l ia f o r h i s statement and f o r 
the k ind re ferences he made to the C h a i r . 
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lïr. V/AGEroiAI{BRS (Ne ther lands ) : The Nether lands d e l e ga t i on cannot agree w i t h the 
statement made e a r l i e r t h i s evening, before the adopt ion o f the I98I r epor t o f the 
Committee tha t c e r t a i n f a c t s r ega rd ing our d i s c u s s i o n s on agenda i tem 1 (Nuclear 
t e s t ban) and agenda i tem '2 (Cessa t i on o f the n u c l e a r arms race and n u c l e a r 
disarmament) are go ing to be concealed from the world community. 

Our o b j e c t i o n to ment ion ing the syn thes i s document i n the r e p o r t o f the 
Committee i s one of p r i n c i p l e . 

Le t me b r i e f l y resume the backgroimd. 

On 19 March I98I the Committee on Disarmament decided t l iat , we would have 
i n f o r m a l meetings on agenda items 1 and 2 so as to f a c i l i t a t e a frank.exchange 
o f v i ews . 

Only after\'Jards, on 21 A p r i l 1981, a month l a t e r , a t the request o f c e r t a i n 
d e l e ga t i ons , the Committee decided to request the s e c r e t a r i a t to prepare the s a i d 
u n o f f i c i a l document c o n t a i n i n g the s yn thes i s under r e f e r ence . 

But i t was agreed by a l l members tha t t h i s vja.s to be a c o n f i d e n t i a l document, 
drawn up f o r a s s i s t ance o f the members o f thé Committee on Disarmaùent o n l y . I n 
f a c t t h i s re ference i s c l e a r l y p r i n t e d on the document i t s e l f , ' • 

I f now, by a sudden re t rograde d e c i s i o n , we were to decide to change the 
cha rac t e r o f tha t c o n f i d e n t i a l document, we would r i s k t c prejudge i n a nega t i ve v.'ay 
any i n f o rma l exchanges we may have i n the fu ture on these two p r i o r i t y i tems on the 
Committee.'s .agenda. I t i s the unders tand ing .of ray d e l e g a t i o n tha t i t i s on l y a 
matter o f f a i r p l a y that a d e l e ga t i on should know i n advance' vjhether a p a r t i c u l a r 
statement i t malees w i l l be .put on record o r n o t . 

I f i n 1982 a request would be made to d i vu l ge the i n f o rma l t r a n s a c t i o n s o f the 
Committee on agenda items 1 and 2, w e l l , v)e may decide to do s o . However, such a 
d e c i s i o n should be taken i n advance, so that a l l members o f the Committee are w e l l 
aware o f the nature o f these p a r t i c u l a r i n f o rma l meet ings . 

Tu rn ing now to paragraph 68 o f the Committee's r epo r t d e a l i n g w i t h the r e p o r t 
o f the Ad Hoc Working Group on R a d i o l o g i c a l Vieapons (CD/218 ) , i n p a r t i c u l a r 
paragraph 11 o f the l a t t e r r e p o r t , I w ish to put on record the r e g r e t o f the 
Nether lands d e l e ga t i on tha t the Committee could not agree as ye t to empovjer you , 
l i r . Chairman, to send a l e t t e r to the D i r e c t o r - G e n e r a l o f üiEA i n v i t i n g him to 
p rov ide c e r t a i n i n f o r m a t i o n which might be r e l e van t f o r the e l a b o r a t i o n o f the 
fu ture convent ion on r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. 

Yes terday , a t the Committee 's 148th meet ing, I s ta ted the reasons why the 
Nether lands t h i n k tha t a s k i n g such in f o rma t i on from the D i r e c t o r - G e n e r a l o f IAEA 
vjould be u s e f u l , I s h a l l not ta3c the endurance o f the Committee on Disarmament 
a t t h i s l a t e hour w i t h a f u l l exposé o f our r eason ing , V.'e o u t l i n e d our approach i n 
our .statement a t the 137th p l enary meeting o f the Committee on Disarmaraent on 
14 J u l y 1931, 
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(Mr. VJagenmalcers, Nether lands ) 

A t t h i s junc ture I s imply want to p lace on record our regret--at the 
i n a b i l i t y o f the Committee on Disarmament to agree as ye t o n ' a moda l i ty f o r 
p r o v i d i n g c e r t a i n f a c t u a l i n f o rma t i on which we deem to be o f h i g h p o t e n t i a l 
re levance to the fu ture convent ion on the p r o h i b i t i o n , development, p r o d u c t i o n , . . 
s t o c l t p i l i n g ana' use of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons, 

Mr . Chairman, how could I wind up my -statement othen-.dse than by s t a t i n g the 
p l easure my de l e ga t i on has f e l t i n see ing you, the r ep r esen ta t i v e o f • Indones ia , 
vdth vjhich my country i s l i n k e d through c lose b r o t h e r l y t i e s , p res ide over our 
meetings i n the ^month o f August 1981'. Th i s p leasure o f ours was increased by 
the lea:'dership you d i sp layed i n the d ischarge of your f u n c t i o n s . In f a c t , 
Mr, Chairman, weowe i t to your s k i l l and dynamism t l i a t we were ab le to' f i n i s h t h i s 
s e s s i o n a t the agreed date and t ime . A l l ow me, Mr , Chairman, -to express the • 
thanlts 'and a p p r e c i a t i o n o f my de l e ga t i on to the Pe r sona l Representat ive o f the 
Secre ta ry -Genera l o f the Un i t ed Nat ions and head o f thé S e c r e t a r i a t of the 
Committee, Ambassador J a i p a l , to h i s deputy, Mr . Be rasa t e gu i , and to a l l the o ther 
members o f the S e c r e t a r i a t , Our thanks a l s o goes to the i n t e r p r e t e r s . F i n a l l y 
I want to thank a l l my co l l eagues f o r the f r i e n d s h i p they showed t h i s year 
and f o r the way i n which we were ab le to do our b u s i n e s s . 

The CblAIRI-'IAN;' I thank the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r ep r e s en ta t i v e of the Nether lands 
f o r h i s statement and f o r the very k ind re ference he made to the C h a i r . 

AKBMl ( P a k i s t a n ) : Mr . Chairman, my de l e ga t i on r eg re t s the fact , that the 
s e r e n i t y and so lemni ty o f t h i s f i n a l meeting o f our Committee d u r i n g 1981 has 
been d i s tu rbed because o f a r a t h e r provoca t i ve statement which v-ias made by the 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d Ambassador o f Mongo l i a . The d i s t i n g u i s h e d Ambassador o f Mongol ia 
has taken i t upon h imse l f to r e f e r , i n an extremely p a r t i a l way, to a r a t h e r 
heated debate which-occurred a t the in f o rma l meeting o f the Committee l a s t 
n i g h t vjhen v/e were- i n the process o f c o n s i d e r i n g our r e p o r t . I am not a ga ins t 
a r e f l e c t i o n of -anything that happens i n the i n f o rma l Committee because 
there i s n o t h i n g that my de l e ga t i on vdshes to h i d e ; but I thinlc t h a t , whenever 
something of tha t nature i s s t a t e d , perhaps the vjhole t r u t h should be exposed and 
that i s my purpose i n t a k i n g the f l o o r , 

B u r i n g the d i s c u s s i o n we had l a s t n i g h t on the paragraphs r e l a t i n g to the 
s e c t i o n on nuc l ea r disarmament i n our r e p o r t , one d e l e g a t i o n — the de l e ga t i on 
of a nuclear-weapon State — opposed the i n c l u s i o n o f a pa,ragraph i n the r epor t 
r e ga rd ing the need to end f o r e i g n occupat ion and i n t e r v e n t i o n as.,a means, to . 
promote disarmament. I t was i n response to t h i s a r b i t r a r y - pos i t i on which r e l a t e d 
to a paragraph that had been agreed upon i n the i n f o rma l c o n s u l t a t i o n s which you 
h e l d , tha t my de l e ga t i on s ta ted that the procedures of the Committee are based on 
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g i ve -and- take and tha t , i f c e r t a i n de l ega t i ons would r e j e c t the i n c l u s i o n o f 
paragraphs o f i n t e r e s t to my de l e ga t i on — and n a t u r a l l y a paragraph r e l a t i n g 
to the e l i m i n a t i o n o f f o r e i g n occupat ion and i n t e r v e n t i o n , you w i l l unders tand, 
Mr¿ Cliairman, i s o f i n t e r e s t to my de l e ga t i on p a r t i c u l a r l y — i f c e r t a i n de l ega t i ons 
vjould oppose the i n c l u s i o n o f t h i s paragraph, my d e l e g a t i o n too could under the r u l e s 
o f procedure prevent the adopt ion o f o ther paragraphs i n the r epo r t which were 
o f i n t e r e s t to o the r d e l e ga t i ons , such as the paragraph r e l a t i n g to the nuc l e a r 
neutron weapons. 

We had a heated exchange a f t e r that and I do not v/ish to go i n t o tha t a g a i n ; 
hut I vJould l i k e to note , Mr . Chairman, that we have no d i f f i c u l t y i n substance 
w i t h the s e c t i o n on n u c l e a r neutron weapons and we have made our p o s i t i o n c l e a r 
on t h a t . I am g l a d , Mr . Chairman, that the r epo r t has by consensus inc luded 
a s e c t i o n on the n u c l e a r neutron weapons; and I am even more g l a d . Шт. Chairman, 
tha t the r epo r t we have adopted i n c l u d e s a paragraph v/hich reads as f o l l o w s : 

"I-t v/as s t r essed by a l l members tha t a c t s o f agg ress i on , expansion, 
f o r e i g n occupat ion and o ther v i o l a t i o n s o f the Char t e r o f the Uni ted Nat ions 
have an adverse impact on n e g o t i a t i o n s on disarmament, i n c l u d i n g n u c l e a r 
disarmament. In the context o f promot ing the goals o f disarmament, the 
n e c e s s i t y o f e l i m i n a t i n g such man i f e s ta t i ons and o f r e s o l v i n g e x i s t i n g , 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l d i sputes through nego t i a t i ons was vmde r l i n ed " . ' ' 

Th i s t e x t has been i n c l u d e d ; and I would l i k e to express my g r a t i t u d e to a l l 
concerned, i n c l u d i n g the d i s t i n g u i s h e d Ambassador o f Mongol ia v/ho apparen t l y 
had some d i f f i c u l t i e s , f o r a c c ep t i ng the i n c l u s i o n o f t h i s t e x t . 

F i n a l l y , Mr . Chairman, may I express to you, S i r , my deep a p p r e c i a t i o n o f 
the maxmex i n which you have conducted the very l o n g and arduous n e g o t i a t i o n s 
tha t we have had a t i n f o r m a l meetings and i n t h i s Committee d u r i n g t h i s month,* and 
a l s o may I take t h i s oppo r tun i t y to thank Ambassador J a i p a l , Mr . Berasa tegu i and 
the r e s t o f the very ab le s t a f f o f the S e c r e t a r i a t f o r the e x c e l l e n t viiork they 
have done and which has made i t p o s s i b l e f o r the Committee to adopt i t s r epo r t 
on schedu le . 

The CHAIRMAN: I thank our d i s t i n g u i s h e d co l l eague from P a k i s t a n f o r h i s 
statement and the k i n d re ferences he made to the C h a i r . 

Ih?. EKDEIffilLEG (Mongolia) ( t r a n s l a t e d from R u s s i a n ) : I s h a l l be very b r i e f , 
î îr. Cl ia irman. I am the r ep r e s en ta t i v e of Mongo l i a . As you know, t h i s i s 
a b e a u t i f u l country v/hich i n c l u d e s i n the southern p a r t o f i t s t e r r i t o r y the 
vast Gobi d e s e r t . And among my people there i s a very wise say ing , v/hich i s • 
shared by a l l peoples o f the E a s t : "Come what may, the caravan must move forv/ard". 
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Mr. I'TZENCTEYA ( Za i r e ) ( t r a n s l a t e d from F rench ) ; Before r e p l y i n g b r i e f l y to the 
observa t ion by the representa, t ive of Mongo l ia , may I , on beha l f of my de l e ga t i on , 
warmly congra tu la te the Chairman of our ConmrLttee du r ing t h i s conc lud ing month of our 
work'. 

Allovr me- a l s o to express my s ince r e thanlcs to the Secre tary o f our Committee, 
Anbassador J a i p a l , and to a l l l i i s s t a f f f o r t h e i r va luab l e a s s i s t a n c e , f o r the q u a l i t y 
of the docuTùents, and a l s o f o r t h e i r t o t a l d e d i c a t i o n to the success of our work. 

Ш-. Chairman, when my de l e ga t i on spoke at y e s t e r d a y ' s i n f o rma l meet ing on the 
pro"posal submitted by the group of s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s , our conoern was pu r e l y one of 
p r i n c i p l e . The p r i n c i p a l ob j e c t i v e of the Group of 21 i s to comply w i t h the mandate 
en t rus ted to the Committee on Disarmanent — nane ly , to t r y to promote the 
achievemient of genera l and complete disarmaiaent under e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l c o n t r o l . 
The Group of 21 i s l a r g e l y — I would say almost e n t i r e l y — composed of non -nuc l ea r -
weapon S t a t e s . Consequently, i t i s above the wrang l ing o f the nuc l ea r Powers, 
whether of the East or the West. 

The Group of 21 proposed, i n documents CD/180 and CD/181 , the s e t t i n g up o f an 
ad hoc worlcing group to cons ider the agenda i t em concern ing a nuc l e a r t e s t ban, the 
c essa t i on of the nuc l ea r arms race and nuc l e a r disaxTûament. ¥hen those p roposa l s 
were submit ted , the nuc l ea r Powers s i t u a t e d , l e t us say, to the East d i d not support 
the es tab l ishment o f such a group; and, i n my d e l e g a t i o n ' s v iew, the Group of 21 
cou ld no t , on account of a d e c i s i o n by a nuclear-weapon State to manufacture and 
s toc lcp i l e neutron weapons, agree to a s soc i a t e i t s e l f w i t h a p a r t i c u l a r . a c t i o n 
i n i t i a t e d by a group of c oun t r i e s i n connect ion w i t h a p a r t i c u l a r s i t u a t i o n . 

Tlius, my de l ega t i on was anxious not to see the Group of 21 be ing i n f l u e n c e d by 
the group of s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s . Moreover, i t s p o s i t i o n was understood by the 
Group of 21 as a whole, as i s c l e a r from the paragraph vihich may be read i n the r epo r t 
j u s t adopted — i n Working Paper No. 44/Add.l/Rev.3, page 12 — and which r eads ; 

"Some de l ega t i ons s ta t ed tha t the exchange o f views on the proposa l i n 
document CD/219 had r e i n f o r c e d t h e i r view of the n e c e s s i t y o f e s t a b l i s h i n g an 
ad hoc working group to nego t i a t e on the c e s s a t i o n of the nuclear- arms race and 
nuc l ea r disarmament, as proposed by the Group of 21 (CD/116 and C D / I 8 I ) , i n the 
f i r s t i n s t ance on measures to h a l t and reverse the q u a l i t a t i v e and q u a n t i t a t i v e 
development of nuc l ea r weapons". 

There i s no mention here o f neutron weapons; no mention vrhatsoever i s made o f 
neutron weapons, and such was my d e l e g a t i o n ' s p r o p o s a l . We d i d not want the proposa ls 
concerning neutron weapons to embrace i n any way the proposa l o f the C-roup o f 21 f o r 
the establ ishment of an ad hoc worlcing group on item. 2 — naniely, the c e s sa t i on o f the 
nuc l e a r arms race and nuc l e a r disarmament as a whole — s ince we cons ider tha t neutron 
weapons c o n s t i t u t e one type of nuc l ea r weapon. 

In \dew of the comprehension d i sp l a y ed towards my de l e ga t i on by the Group o f 21 
as a whole — which e:cplains why i n the l a t e hours of yes terday evening we v;ere 
h a p p i l y ab le to reach agreement, and why t h i s r e p o r t , which was submitted to us a l l , 
has been adopted by consensus — I b e l i e v e t h a t my a t t i t u d e was . fu l l y imderstood by 
the Group of 21 and my de l e ga t i on i s s a t i s f i e d tha t i t s concern has been talcen i n t o 
c ons i d e ra t i on by the Group o f 21. I f my d i s t i n g u i s h e d co l l e a fue from. Mongol ia t h i n k s 
tha t my view was no t , perhaps, shared by h i s d e l e ga t i on , I r espec t l i i s . op in i on and 
would a.sk him t o respec t mine as w e l l . 
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Tlie CHAIRMMT; I thanlc our d i s t i n g u i s h e d Col league ' from Za i r e f o r h i ' s ' 'statement 
and f o r h i s k i n d re f e rence to the C h a i r . 

Mr . ERDEÎ-IBILEC- (Mongol ia ) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Russ ian ) : I should l i k e to express 
ray s i n c e r e thai iks to my d i s t i n g u i s h e d colleag'^ae from Za i r e f o r h i s e x p l a n a t i o n . I do 
not v i s h to engage i n po lemics i / i th the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r e p r e s e n t a t i v e o f Z a i r e . ¥e are 
pro found ly convinced tha t vre s h a l l f i n d a coimaon language i n the course o f our fu ture 
work. ¥e should l i k e our " ca ravan " — and I have i n mind the Committee on 
Disarmament — alvrays to move forvrard r ega rd l e ss of any d i f f i c u l t i e s . 

и KGV/E (Burma): Mr. Chairman, may I he the l a s t spealcer on your l i s t to 
conclude the sess i on of t h i s Commiittee on a. happy no te . Mc. Chairman, on heha l f of 
the members o f the Group o f 21, on b e h a l f of the l eade r o f the d e l e g a t i o n o f Burma vrho 
vras o b l i g e d to l eave t h i s Co imc i l Chamber f o r an urgent c a l l o f duty , and i n the name 
of the de l e ga t i on o f Burma, I vrculd l i k e to express to you, our deep a p p r e c i a t i o n and 
thanks f o r b r i n g i n g the extremely complex and d e l i c a i e vrork o f t l i i s Comjiittee, i n i t s 
l a s t s tage , to a succe s s fu l c o n c l u s i o n . ¥e f e e l p a r t i c u l a r l y proud o f the vray you 
handled oiu' d i f f i c u l t v/ork vrith such e f f i c i e n c y , p l i a n c y and cour t esy , as vre l l as vrith 
f i rmness , and g i i dance vrhere necessary , and vrith a v/isdom vrhich i s so e v iden t . I 
cons ider tha t a b i g . t r i b u t e not only to the de l e ga t i on of Indones ia but a l s o to the 
Group o f 21 , to vrhich you be long . 

I vrould a l s o l i l c e to express o-ur thanks to the fouc Cliairmen o f the Ad Hoc 
¥orlcing Groups, Anbassador Garc fa Robles of Mexico, Ambassador L i dga rd o f Sweden, 
Arabassador Komives o f Hungary and M i n i s t e r C i a r r a p i c o of I t a l y , f o r t h e i r e x c e l l e n t 
c o n t r i b u t i o n s and guidance . I vrould be amiss . S i r , i f I d i d not express our deep 
thanlcs and a p p r e c i a t i o n a l s o to Aioassador J a i p a l , Pe rsona l Representa t i ve of the 
Sec re ta ry -Genera l and Secre ta ry o f our Conmittee, and to the members o f the S e c r e t a r i a t 
f o r t h e i r e x c e l l e n t vrorlc. I vrould l i l c e a l s o to express oirc thanlcs to those vrho are 
l e s s v i s i b l e . In p a r t i c u l a r I vrould l i k e to pay s p e c i a l t r i b u t e to the i n t e r p r e t e r s 
vrhose pa t i ence and unders tand ing malees our vrorlc easy and e f f i c i e n t . 

The C1IAIRMAI''T; I thanlc our d i s t i n g u i s h e d co l l eague from Burma f o r h i s statement 
and f o r the very k i n d re fe rence he has made to the Chai i " . 

Mr . AGUI LAR (Venezuela) ( t r a n s l a t e d from. Spanish) : I vrould l i l c e to s t a t e tha t 
my de l e ga t i on has l i s t e n e d vrith i n t e r e s t to the statement by the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
Anbassador of the Sov i e t U i i o n , and vrould not l i k e i t s s i l e n c e to be i n t e r p r e t e d as 
acceptance o f vrhat has been s a i d . At the next s e s s i o n , my de l e ga t i on v r i l l g i ve a 
s u i t a b l e response to h i s i n t e r v e n t i o n . 

Mr. J Í ' L E P A L (Secre tary of the Comipittee and. Pe rsona l Representa t i ve of the 
S e c r e t a r y - G e n e r a l ) : Mr . Chairman, to bcrrovr the language o f the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
Arabassador o f Mongo l ia vrho has h a p p i l y desc r ibed the Committee on Disarmament as the 
caravan of disarmament — i f the caravan i s to move on, may 'the camel spealc? 

The S e c r e t a r i a t has prepared and c i r c u l a t e d today a d r a f t o f the index o f the 
statem.ents made by the m.ember S t a t e s . The index i s c h r o n o l o g i c a l and t e n t a t i v e a t the 
moment. Tlie S e c r e t a r i a t would l i k e de l ega t i ons to k i n d l y check the index and send us 
t h e i r c o r r e c t i o n s as e a r l y as ¥ednesday, 26 August, at 12 p.m. Therea f t e r , the index 
w i l l be r e c a s t i n the form i n vrhich i t v r i l l appear e v en tua l l y as an appendix, to the 
r e p o r t . 
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(l ' ir. J a i p a l , Secre tary o f the Conimittee and Persona l 
Representa t i ve of the Secre tary -Genera l ) 

¥e have a l s o c i r c u l a t e d today a сот.рагаИлге sta.tement showing the numher o f 
meetings h e l d dur ing the l a s t f i v e y e a r s . Memhors v r i l l have observed tha t t h i s year 
we had IO5 meetings more thaxi v c had i n 1979? vvithout any increa.se i n s t a f f . As a 
consequence, the s t r a i n has been qvute considera^ble, on the i n t e r p r e t e r s , the 
t r a n s l a t o r s , the stenogi 'aphers and t y p i s t s , not to spealc o f the p r o f e s s i o n a l and 
genera l s t a f f vrho had to perform more thai'i t h e i r normal share of vrork, I vrould 
expect t h a t , vrith i n c r e a s i n g exper ience , t h i s " ca rava i i " of disarm.ament i s l i k e l y to 
be used v.dth greater conf idei ice and frequency as a n e g o t i a t i n g and a p r e - n e g o t i a t i n g 
bod^", I f e e l sux-e that the quantvim of v.'orlc and the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y g iven to the 
S e c r e t a r i a t shovrs tha t i t i s somevrhat ijind-erstaffcd. I i n t e n d there fo re to request 
the appropr ia t e a u t h o r i t i e s of the Un i t ed Nat ions S e c r e t a r i a t i n Nevr York to examine 
our vrorkload and to anply e s t a b l i s h e d norms and standards for- p r o v i d i n g adequate 
sta.ff to s e r v i c e t h i s Committee. • 

- The CHAIRIIAIT: D i s t i n g u i s h e d co l l eagues , now tha t the 1981 sess i on of the 
Committee i s dravring to an end, allovr me to s^'' a fevr v/ords before c l o s i n g oux-
meet ing . 

Th is y e a r ' s s e s s i on o f the Conmiittee was h e l d under an i n t e r n a t i o n a l c l ima t e 
m.arlced by t ens ions and an e s c a l a t i n g arms race , the m i c l e a r arm.s race i n p a r t i c u l a r , 
a s i t u a t i o n vrhich i s not conducive to the achievement of t ang i b l e progress i n 
n u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s . With regard to nuc l ea r disarmament, a c t u a l 
n e g o t i a t i o n s have no t .ev'en been s t a r t e d , i n s p i t e o f the f a c t tha,t the P i n a l Document 
of the f i r s t s p e c i a l s e ss i on devoted to d isarnanent accorded the h i ghes t p r i o r i t y to 
t h i s q u e s t i o n . In our e f f o r t s to d r a f t i n t e r n a t i o n a l arrangements to assure 
non-nuclear-weapon Sta tes aga ins t the use or t h r ea t o f use of nuc l ea r v/eapons, the 
Comnittee has not gone beyond the p r e - n e g o t i a t i n g s tage . In the f i e l d o f chemical 
vreapons, .although s i g n i f i c a n t progress has been made, the Committee has not y e t 
entered the stage of a c t u a l l y d r a f t i n g a. l e g a l l y b i n d i n g i n t e r n a t i o n a l ins t rument on 
t l ie t o t a l e l i n i n a t i o n and p r o h i b i t i o n o f such vreapons, vrliicli were cons idered by the 
P i n a l Document as be long ing to the categorjr of weapons o f m.ass d.estruct ion and vrere 
supposed to be t r ea t ed as a matter of h i gh p r i o r i t y , 

W i x l e progress has a l s o been made i n the d r a f t i n g of a t e x t o f a convent ion 
p r o h i b i t i n g r a d i o l o g i c a l vreapons, i n t e n s i v e n e g o t i a t i o n s cont inue to be r e q u i r e d to 
narrovr dovni d i f f e r ences on the important elements o f a f i i tu ro convent ion . Despi te 
the t ime l ess e f f o r t s exer ted by the members o f the Coimrdttee, the d r a f t i n g o f a 
comprehensive programme o f d isarmament" is s t i l l f a r from i t s c o n c l u s i o n . I t i s 
there fore to be hoped that the contemplated resumed sess i on o f the r e l e van t Ad Hoc 
Working Group ea r l y next yeax' v r i l l y i e l d f n a i t f u l r e s i o l t s , thereby enab l ing the 
Committee to present i t s f i n a l r epo r t on t h i s item» to the second s p e c i a l s e s s i on cn 
d i sa rnanent . 

The very mea-gx-e achievements, not to say the f a i l u i - e , of our: Ccnmittee i n the 
d ischarge of the task en t rus ted to i t by t l ie P i n a l Docunent as the so l e m u l t i l a t e r a l 
n e g o t i a t i n g Ропяа i n the f i e l d o f disarmament do not respond to the expec ta t ions of 
the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community vrhich had h i g h hopes of t h i s body. M i l l e r e c o g n i z i n g 
tha t in-pi-ovements i n the o r g a n i z a t i o n a l and p rocedura l a^spects vrould c on t r i bu t e to a 
more e f f e c t i v e f u n c t i o n i n g o f the Committee, I cont inue to h o l d the vievr tha t a 
genuine v r i l l to nego t ia t e and a r r i v e at an agreenent remains the key to i t s success fu l 
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perfогпалсе. -Tlie Coramittee f i n d s i t s e l f - i n the -unenv iab le p o s i t i o n tha t i t has to go 
to the t h i r t y - s i x t h s e s s i on o f the General Assenbly and l a t e r to the seoond s p e c i a l 
s e s s i on devoted to d isarnanent w i t h on ly such neagre r e s u l t s to show f o r i t s 
three years o f work. 

In the absence o f concrete ach ievenents , the i n t e r n a t i o n a l corxiunity nay ques t i on 
the e f f e c t i v eness of the Conni t tee as a m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i n g macii inery i n the 
f i e l d o f disarmament. The Conni t tee nus t make the utmost o f the r ema in ing time u n t i l 
the convening o f the second spe c i a l ' s e s s i on devoted to disarmament to e^chieve some 
concrete i - e s u l t s . I t i s ny hope there fo re tha.t, du r ing the r e c e s s , i t may be p o s s i b l e 
f o r the members o f the Committee to r eassess s e r i o u s l y t h e i r r e s p e c t i v e p o s i t i o n s and 
tha t vre vrould meet aga in next year w i t h a s t rong deterLiination to achieve concrete 
r e s vu t s on one or more o f the p r i o r i t y i t e n s . I thinlc tha t sone s e r i ous i n t r o s p e c t i o n 
i s bad ly needed, to s c r u t i n i z e ourse l ves i n the f i r s t p lace and to see whether our own 
p o l i c i e s and a c t i o n s are not p r e ven t ing the Commttee from a c h i e v i n g tho r e s u l t s 
expected of i t . Hope fu l l y , a brealcthrougli v / i l l be for thcoming be fore the c o n c l u s i o n 
o f the s p r i n g s e s s i on o f the Committee next yea,r, so tha t the Comn.ittee v / i l l bo ab l e 
to r epo r t some success to the second s p e c i a l s e s s i on devoted to d i s a r n a n e n t . ' " • 

At the beg inn ing o f the assumption of ny duty as Gnairnan o f the Coimnittee, I 
s t a t ed tha t I v/as bound to nalce n i s t a k e s v/ith r egard to procedure as v/ell as 
substance, and tha t I v/ould r e l y very much upon the indu lgence , the co -ope ra t i on and 
counse l of a l l my c c l l e a g u c s . I am nov/ most happy to s t a t e tha t d u r i n g the p e r i o d o f 
my Qia i rmanship , I have been granted what I asked f o r by a l l tho members of the 
Conmittee v/ithout except ion and by ny o l d f r i e n d imbassador J a i p a l , Pe rsona l 
Representa t i ve o f the Secretary-GeneraJ and Secre tary o f the Committee,- and by h i s 
deputy. Шт. B e ra sa t e gu i . I should a l s o l i l c e , on beha l f of a l l the members o f the 
Committee, on b e h a l f of the non-members p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n the v/ork of the Conni t tee 
t h i s year and on my ov.n beha l f , to express our deepest g r a t i t u d e to the Secre ta ry and-
h i s ded ica ted s t a f f , to the i n t e r p r e t e r s and t r a n s l a t o r s , and to a l l others,- knovm 
01" unlcnov/n,. v i s i b l e or i n v i s i b l e , v/hose a s s i s t a n c e , pa t i ence and cour tesy have enabled 
the Coniûittee to complete i t s v/ork as o r i g i n a l l y s chedu led . I v/ish "Bon voyage" to 
those co l l eagues v/ho v / i l l r e t u r n to t h e i r r e s p e c t i v e c a p i t a l s or p o s t s , or j o i n t h e i r 
f a m i l i e s f o r a we l l - ea rned h o l i d a y , and to a l l "Au r e v o i r " . 

Thanlc you . 

The meet ing rose at 9.10 p . n . 
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