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Chronological

Alphabetical

PV

Country/Speaker

Country/Speaker

PV

101

102

103

104

105

107

I. Organization and Procedures

1. General and Organizational Work

France (the Chairman)

The Secretary of the Committee on
behalf of the Secretary-General

Mexico

Sveden

Italy

India

German Democratic Republic
Australia

Czechoslovakia

Germany, Federal Republic of

Japan
Romania
Canada
USSR
Yugoslavia
Nigeria

France (the Chairman)
Belgium

Canads,

Pakistan

India

Mexico

Bulgaria
Hungary

Brazil

China

Poland

Belgium

Cuba,

France (the Chairman)
Mexico

United Kingdom
United States

France (the Chairman)
Sir Lanka

Egypt

Algeria

Pakistan

Ethiopia

Nigeria
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Alphabetical

I3y

Country/Speaker Country/Speaker

=

108

109

110

111

112

113

114

I. Organization and Procedures

1. General and Organizational Uork (continued)

Yugoslavia

United Kingdom

India

Iran

Canada

Indonesia

German Democratic Republic
Venezuela

Peru

Burma
Nigeria
France (the Chairman)

Mongolia

Venezuela

India

Indonesia

Romania

Egypt

USSR

Australia

Netherlands

Hungary

India

German Democratic Republic
(the Chairman)

Hungary
Cuba

Kenya
Czechoslovakia
USSR
Yugoslavia
India
Pakistan
Brazil

Italy

China

Pakistan

Venezuela

Norvay (non-member State)

Bulgaria
The Secretary of the Committee
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PV Gountry/Speaker Country/Speaker P
I. Organization and Procedures
1. General and Organizational Work (oontinued)
116 German Democratic Republic
(the Chairman)
H
i Venezuela
!  United Kingdom
USSR
Yugoslavia
United States
Pakistan
France
Nigeria
117 Denmark {(non-member State
Finland (non-member State
France
1181 USSR
119 USSR
i Pakistan
German Democratic Republic
(the Chairman)
120 Germany, Federal Republic of
(the Chairman)
Netherlands
121 { Venezuela
Nigeria
United States
125 Canada
Argentina
Algeria (on behalf of Group of 21)
Gerreny, Federal Nopunlic of
(the Choirmen)
126 | Algeria (on behalf of Group of 21)
India
127 USSR
Pakistan
Germany, Federal Rcjublic of
((the Chairman)
128 Hungary (the Chairman)
Mexico
India
Canada
Pakistan
China
129 ! Hungary (the Chairman)
|
i
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PV Country/Speaker Country/Speaker PV

I. Organization and Procedures

1. General and Organizational Work (continued)

130 Brazil
Argenting
Morocco
Romania
USSR
Canada,

131 Cuba

Algeria
Brazil
Poland

132 German Democratic Republic
Australia

Indonesia

Sri Lanka

Morocco

India

Pakistan

133 Ethiopia

Argentina

India

Hungary (the Chairman)

134 India (the Chairman)
Venezuela

Brazil

German Democratic Republic
Indonesia

USSR

Mexico

Pakistan

Canada

135 Bulgaria
Romania
Yugoslavia

136 ! Belgium

Sweden

Hungary

German Democratic Republic

Brazil (on behalf of Group of 21)
Nigeria

Mongolia 1
Pakistan i
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Alphabetical

Py

Country/Speaker

Country/Speaker

PV

138

139

140

141

142

143

I. Organization and Procedures

1. General and Organizational Work (continued)

Czechoslovakia
Romania

USSR

Morocco

India (the Chairman)
United Kingdom
France

United States

USSR

Mexico

Canada
Bulgaria

Bulgaria (on behalf of a group of
socialist States)

Peru

Burma

India (the Chairman)
Bulgaria

Brazil

German Democratic Republic
Morocco

Czechoslovakia

Australia
Indonesia
Mexico
Sveden
China
Yugoslavia
Argentina
Brazil

China

Egypt

Netherlands
Bulgaria

Venezuela

Poland

Romania

India

Pakistan

Noruvay (non-member State)
Brazil

India (the Chairman)

Indonesia (the Chairman)
Mexico
USSR

Nigeria
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Alphabetical

PV -

Country/Speaker

Country/Speaker

Py

144

145

146

147

148

}
i

I. Organization and Procedures

1. General and Organizational Work (gontinuéd),

Japan

German Democratic Republic
Zaire
Mongolia

Egypt

Bulgaria

Sweden (Chairman of Scientific
Expert Group on Seismic Events)

Italy (Chairman, Ad Hoc Working
Group on Security Assurances)
Hungary (Chairman, Ad Hoc Working
Group on Radiological Weapons)

Cuba

Pakistan

Romania

Mexico

Japan

Mongolia, (on behalf of a group of
socialist States)

USSR

Hungary

Czechoslovakia

Ttaly

Indonesia (the Chairman)

Mexico (Chairman, Working Group on
Comprehensive Programme of
Disarmament)

Sweden (Chairman, Working Group on
Chemical Weapons)

Belgium

Brazil

Mongolia (on behalf of a group of
socialist States)

China

Poland

Ethiopia

Burma (on behalf of Group of 21)

Cuba

Indonesia (the Chairman)

United States

United Kingdom

France

USSR

Mongolia

Pakistan

Indonesia (the Chairman)




CD /228

Apvendix III/Vol.I

page 8
Chronological Alphabetical
B Country /Speaker Country/Speaker Y
I. Organization and Procedures
2, PBarticination of non-member States
104 | France (the Chairman)
Pakistan
Mongolia
German Democratic Republic
USSR
Bulgaria
China
Cuba
Ethiopia
Canada
Yugoslavia
India
Hungary
Mexico
108 France (the Chairman)
109 France (the Chairman)
110 France (the Chairman)
112 Spain (non-member State)
113 German Democratic Republic
(the Chairman)
129 Hungary (the Chairman)
133 Hungary (the Chairman)

142

China
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i3

Country/Speaker

Country/Speaker PV

101

102

103

105

106

107

108

109

II. MNuclean

Test Ban

Mexico
Sweden
Italy
India

German Democratic Republic
Lustralia
Czechoslovakia

Japan
Romania
Canada
USSR
Nigeria

Bulgaria
Hungary
Brazil
China
Poland
Belgium

i

Sweden (Chairman, Ad Hoc Group of
Scientific Experts on
seismic events)

Sweden

Lustralia

Japan

United Kingdom

France (the Chairman)

Sri Lanka
Llgeria
Pakistan
Bthiopia
Nigeria

Yugoslavia

United Kingdom

India

Canada

Indonesia

German Democratic Republic
Mexico

Venezuela

Peru

Japan
Kenya
Netherlands
Burma
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PV

Country/Speaker ,

Country/Speaker

PV

110

111

112

113

114
116

117
119
120

121
124
125

126

127

IT. Nuclear Tesi Ban (contd)

Moagolisa
USSR
Mexico

Brazil

Hungary

Cuba

Nigeria

Kenya

Czechoslovakia

Spain (non-member State)
Pakistan

@R the Chairman)

China

Pakistan

Venezuela

Norway (non.member State)

Bulgaria

GDR (the Chairman)
Venezucla

Unibed Kingdom

USSR

Yugoslavia

USH

Pakistan

Nigeria

Dermark (non-member State)
GDR (the Chairman)

FRG (the Chairman)
Poland

LIS
Cuba

Canada
Lrgentina
Cuba

ilgeria (on behalf of Group of 21)
India

Sweden ,

australia ;

Algeria (on behalf of Group of 21)

Mexico ’

Hungary (on behalf of a group of
socialist States) ‘

Brazil

Indonesis,

Konya

FRG {the Chairman)
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II. IHuclear Test Ban (conta)

128 Mexico
India
Canada
Pakigtan

130 Brazil
Lrgenting
USBR

131 Cuba
Llgeria
Brazil
Poland

132 German Democratic Republic
fustralia

Indonesia

Sri Lanka

Morocco

India

Pakistan

133 Bthiopia
Hungary (the Chairman)

134 Venezuela
German Democratic Republic
Mexico

135 Bulgaria
Romania
Yugoslavia

136 Sweden

Hungaxry

German Pemocratic Republic
Brazil (on behalf of Group of 21)
Nigeria

Mongolia

137 Czechoslovakia

USSR

India (the Chairman)
United States

United Kingdom

Mexico
138 Canada
Bulgaria
139 Bulgaria (on behalf of a grouplof
socialist States)
Peru

Burma
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C&untry/Speaker

Country/Sveaker

140

142

143

144
145
146

147

148

{

IT. ﬁuolear Test'Ban (contd)

India (the Chairman)
Bulgaria

Brazil

German Democratic Republic

China
Norway (non-member State)

Tndonesia (the Chairman)
Mexico
Nigeria

Japan

Zaire

Egypt

Sweden

Sweden (Chairman of Scientific
Expert Group on Seismic Events)

Cuba '

Pakistan

hustralia

Jaﬁan

Italy

In'onesia (the Chairman)

Belgium ,

Mongolia (on behalf of a group of
. socialist States)

China

Ethiopia

Burma (on behall of Group of 21)
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'
PR

PV

_"Cpuptry[Speaqu _ ;

Country/Speaker

PV

101

102

105

107

110

"ITI. CGessation of the Nucléar Arms Race
and Nuclear Disarmament

'
]

The Secretary of the Committece on ,
behalf of the E
Secretary-General i
exico :
Sweden
Ttaly
India

Sveden

German Democratic Republic
Australia

Czechoslovakia

Germany, Federal Republic of

Japan
Romania
USSR
Nigeria

Bulgaria
Hungary
Brazil
China
Poland
Belgium
Cuba

Sri Lanka
Egypnt

Algeria
Pakistan
Ethiopia
Nigeria
United Kingdom
Iran
Venezuela
Peru

Kenya

Burma

Nigeria

France (the Chairman)

Mongolia

German Democratic Republic
United Kingdom

Venezuela

India

Indonesia

Romania ‘
Egypt

USSR ;

Mexico
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. III. Cessabtion of the Nuclear Arms Race
; C TN Nucless Disarmament (contd)

111 : Yugoslavia

i Brazil

| Hungary

| Cuba

1 USSR
| Mexico
112 | Poland
Nigeria
Kenya
Czechoslovakia
USSR
Yugoslavia
Spain (non-member State)
India
Pakistan
Brazil

113 | Italy

China

Pakistan

Norway (non-member State)

114 | Belgium
Bulgaria
Germany, Federal Republic of

116 | Brazil

Nigeria

Finland (non-member State)
GDR (the Chairman)
Venezuela

USSR

Yugoslavia

USA

Pakistan

France

Wigeria

117 | India

118 | USSR

119 | Mongolia
Czechoslovakia
DR (the Chairman)

120 | FRG (the Chairman)
Pakistan
France
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Chronological

Alphabetical

PV

Country/Speaker

Country/Speaker :

122

125

126

127

128

132

ITI, Cessation of the Nuclear:Arms Race

and Nuclear Disarmament (contd) ‘

USA
Romania
Brazil
Indonesia

India
USSR
Mongolia

Cuba
Netherlands
USSR

India

Sweden

Canada

Argentina

Algeria (on behalf of Group of 21)
Cuba

Algeria (on behalf of Group of 21)
India

Mexico

Hungary (on behalf of a group of
socialist States)

Brazil

Indonesia

Kenya

FRG (the Chairman)

Hungary (the Chairman)
India

Canada

Pakistan

Brazil
Argentina
Romania
USSR

Algeria
Brazil
Poland

Mexico

German Democratic Republic
Indonesia

Sri Lanka

Morocco

India
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PV Country/Speaker i Couﬁtiy/Speakef- ey

133

134

135

137

138

139

140

142

IIT. Cessation.of“thé Nﬁéiéar}Afms Rabe

"7 and Nuclear Disarmamént (contd)

i Bthiopia
¢ Argentina

India

Venezuela

Brazil

German Democratic Republic
Indonesia

USSR

Pakistan

Canada

Bulgaria
Romenia
Yugoslavia

Sweden

Hungary

German Democratic Republic
Wigeria

Mongolia

Pakistan

Czechoslovakia
India (the Chairman)
United Kingdon
France

United States

Canada
Bulgaria

Peru
USSR
India
Burna

India (the Chairman)
Bulgaria

Brazil

German Democratic Republic
Finland (non-member State)
Czechoslovakia

China

Egypt

Norway (non-member State)
Brazil

Indonesia (the Chairman)
German Democratic Republic
Mongolia

Mexico

Nigeria

China
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PV Country/Speaker - Coﬁhtr&/éééakééu

= . ~- -IT1. Cessation of the Nuclear Arms Race
.and Muclear Disarmament (contd)--

Germany, Federal Republic of ,
Japan {
Delgium
i India

German Democratic Republic
Zaire
longalia

Egypt

United States
Bulgaria
USSR

France

147 | Cuba

Pakistan

Australia

Romanisg,

United Kingdom

Mexico

Mongolia (on behalf of a group of
socialist States)

'_)
~
i

USSR

Hungary
Czechoslovaltia
India

Canada,

United States

148 | Belgium

Brazil

1ongolia (on behalf of a group of
socialist States)

China

Poland

Bthiopia

Burme. (on behalf of Group of 21)
Cuba

Indonesia (the Chairman)
United States

United Kingdom

France

USSR

longolia

China

Pakistan
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IV, Effective international” arrangements to assure
non-nuclear-weapvon States against the use or
threat of use of nuclear weapons
101 Mexico
102 Australia
Czechoslovakia
Germany, Federal Republic of
103 Romania
USSR
105 Bulgaria
Hungary
Brazil
China
Poland
Belgium
107 Algeria
Pakistan
108 Bulgaria
110 Mongolia
Egypt
111 Hungary
112 Spain (non-member State)
113 Norway (non-member State)
115 Bulgaria
Pakistan
116 Yugoslavia
Romania
Brazil
Nigeria
USSR
United Kingdom
Egypt
Finland (non-member State)
Switzerland (non-member State)
117 China
India
Pakigtan
119 Mongolia
121 Hungary
122 Indonesia
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BV 77 Country/Speaker R Country/Speaker PV

124

125

126
127

128
130

131
132

133
134
135
136
139
140

| Mexico

T IV, EBffective iﬁférﬁational arrangements to assure

- non=nuclear-weapon States-againgt thé use or

threat of-use of nuclearvedpons (&Eontinded)

Cuba
Netherlands
USSR

India

Sweden
Canada
Argentina

India

Australia

Hungary (on behalf of a group of
Socialist States)

USSR

Pakistan

Kenya

Italy
Bulgaria

India
Pakistan

Brazil
USSR

Cuba

German Democratic Republic
Australia

Indonesia

Sri Lanka

Morocco

Ethiopia
USSR
Romania
Sweden
Burma

Finland (non-member State)
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Chrbnological

___Alphabetical

PV

‘Country/Speaker .

_ Country/Spealer

142

143

144
145
146
147

148

IV, Effective international arrénééments»to assure

nog~nuclear-weancn States against. the -use or

threat of use. of nuclear-weapons (continued)
7

China

Egypt

Netherlands

Bulgaria

Poland

Romania

India

Pakistan

Austria (non-member State)
Norway (non-member State)

Brazil

i German Democratic Republic
- Mongolia

- USSR

" China

Japan

. Zaire
}Egypt
lItaly (Chairman, Ad Hoc Working

Group on Security Assurances)

.Cuba

Pakistan
United Kingdom

‘Belgium
Mongolia (on behalf of a group vf B

socialist States)
China
Ethiopia
Burma (on behalf of Group of 21)
Indonesia (the Chairman)

i
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Alphabetical

PV

Country/Speaker

PV

101

102

103

105

107

108
109
110

118

Country/Sneaker

V., Chemical Weapons

Mexico
Sweden
Italy
India

Australia
Czechoslovakia
Germany, Federal Republic of

Japan
Romania
USSR

Bulgaria

Hungary
Brazil
China
Poland
Belgium

Algeria
Pakistan

United Kingdom
Netherlands

Mongolia
Australia
USSR
Netherlands
Hungary
India

Brazil
Spain (non-member State)
Norway (non-member State)

Sweden

Indonesia

Denmark gnon—member State)
Finland (non-member State)

Germany, Federal Republic of
Canada
China
Brazil
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_ Alphabetical

PV ..

;-MA__,_,_Country/Speaker -

Country/Speaker

119

120

121

122

123
124
125

126
127

128

130

131

132

V. Chemical Weapons (continued)

'Mongolia

" USSR

Pakistan
Czechoslovakia

Australia
Poland
Netherlands
Yugoslavia
' France
Belgium
-Hungary
Venezuela
United Kingdom
Canada
Nigeria

Romania
Brazil

Japan
Cuba

Canada
Argentina

India

Australia

Mexico

Hungary (on behalf of a group of
socialist States)

Pakistan

Kenya

" Sweden

Mexico
* India
Canada
Pakistan

- Brazil
Argentina

Cuba
. Poland

German Democratic Republic
Indonesia
" Sri Lanka

Morocco
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Chronological ..

Alphabetical

PV

“Country/Speaker

Country/Speaker -~ 1= BV

140

141

142
143
145
146

147

148

V. Chemical Weapons {continued) --

Bthiopia
Hungary (the Chairmén) °

Sweden

Switzerland (non-member State)
India (the Chairman)

Japan

Yugoslavia

United Kingdom

Germany, Federal Republic of
United States

Poland

Finland (non-member State)

USSR
Romania
Canada
Argentina
Burma

Finland (non-member State)
Morocco

Czechoslovakia

German Democratic Republic

Australia
Indonesia
Mexico
Sweden
China
Yugoslavia
Argentina

India
Netherlands

Zaire

Egypt

United States
Cuba
Pakistan
Australia
United States

Sweden (Chairman, Working Group
on Chemical Weapons)

Belgium

China

Ethiopia

Burma (on behalf of Group of 21)

Indonesia (the Chairman)
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VI. New tyves of weapons of mass destruction and new
systems of such weapong; radiological weapons
101 Mexico
India
102 German Democratic Republic
Australia
Czechoslovakia
Germany, Federal Republic of
103 Romania
USSR
105 Bulgaria
Hungary
Brazil
Poland
Belgium
107 Pakistan
108 United Kingdom
110 Mongolia
111 USSR
Spain (non-memnbex State)
117 Denmark (non-member State)
119 Czechoslovakia
122 Hungary
Yugoslavia
Romania
Brazil
Sweden
123 Italy
India
USSR
Mongolia
124 Cuba
Poland
Nigeria
125 Canada
| Argentina
Cuba
126 India
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“Alphabetical

Coﬁh%n&/Speaker

Countr§/8peéker

v

127

128

130

131

132

133

134
136

137

139
140
141
143

VI, New types of weanons of mass destruction and new systens

of such weapons;- radiological weapons (continued)

Australia

Mexico

Hungary (on behalf of a group of
socialist States)

Paltigtan

Kenya

Hungary (the Chairman)
India
Pakistan

Brazil
Argentina
Morocco
USSR

Cuba

Algeria

Poland

Cerman Democratic Republic
Australia

Indonesia

Sri Lanka

Morocco

Bthiopia

Hungary (the Chairman)

Venezuela

Belgium

. Sweden

Hungary
German Democratic Republic
Nigeria

Czechoslovakia

‘Romania

USSR
Netherlands
Morocco
Indonesia

Burma
Finland (non-member State)
Mexico

USSR
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§
BV Country/Speaker Count:y/Speaker PV {
VI. New tyves of veanons of mass destruction and new systems
of such weavons; radiological weapons (continued)
146 Egypt
147 Hungary (Chairman, Ad Hoc Working
Group on Radiological Weapons)
Cuba
148 Belgium

Mongolia (on behalf of a group of
socialist States)

Chine

Ethiopia

Burma (on behalf of Group of 21)

Netherlands

Indonesia (the Chairman)
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Alphabetical

¥
Chronological . i
1
l

Country/Speaker

Country/Spéaker

PV

101

N

VII. Consideration of other arecas dealing with the -

Cessation of the Arms Race and Disarmament

and Other Relevant Measures

1. Annual Report of the Secretary-General

The Secretary of the Committee,
on behalf of the
Secretary-General
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Chronological i Alphabetical

BV

PV . Country/Speaker | Country/Speaker
1
1

Consideration of other areas dealing with the
Cegsation of the Arms Race and Disarmament
and Other Relevant Measures
|
2. United Nations role in Disarmament

1 111 USSR
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Alphabetical

PV

Country/Speaker

Country/Speaker

PV

101

102

103

105

107
110

113
127
128

130

131

132

133

VII. Consideration of other areas dealing with the

Cegsation of the Arms Race and Disarmament

and Other Relevant Measures

' !

1
3, Special Session of the General Assembly on disarmament

The Secretary of the Committee
on behalf of the
Secretary-General

Mexico

Italy

Czechoslovakia
Germany, Federal Republic of

Romania

Yugoslavia

Nigeria

China

Belgium

Ethiopia

Director, United Nations
Institute for Disarmament

Research
Brazil

Norway (non-member State)
The Secretary of the Committee

Mexico
India
Canada
Pakistan

Brazil
Argentina

Cuba

Algeria
Poland

German Democratic Republic
Sri Lanka

Morocco

India

Ethiopia

e P F o e e o ta

it v
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. Chronological i Alphabetical
— f F i ]
pv | Country/Speaker f Country/Speaker - Vv
, { 1 i
) ' !
i i
\ VII. Consideration of other areas dealing with the -
i Cessation of the Arms Race and Disarmament |
g and Other Relevant Measures i
i . - :
gB. Special Session of the General assembly on disarmament (continued) ;
1 134 | 1India (the Chairman) | ;
' Venezuela '
. Brazil
German Democratic Republic
Indonesia
Pakistan
136 Nigeria
140 Czechoslovakia
143 Indonesia (the Chairman)
144 India
146 Egypt
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Chronological | Alphabetical |
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PV , Country/Speaker ; Country/Speaker

VII. Consideration of other arecas dealing with the
Cessation of the Arms Race and Disarmament
and Qther Relevant Measures

'
i

4. Nuclear—weapon-free Zones

101 Mexico

107 Egypt

109 Kenya

110 Egypt

116 Finland (non-member State)

127 Kenya

128 India
Pakistan
Japan
China

130 Argentina
Morocco
Romania
USSR
France
Italy

Argentina (on behalf of
Group of 21)

Iran

United States

Japan

Canada

German Democratic Republic (on
behalf of group of socialist
States)

131 Cuba
Algeria
Poland

132 German Democratic Republic
Indonesia
Sri Lanka

133 Ethiopia

134 Venezuela
German Democratic Republic
Pakistan

136 Mongolia
Pakistan
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|
Chronological i Alphabetical
PV Country/Speaker “ Country/Speaker PV
| -
! VII. Consideration of other areas dealing with the
Cessation of the Arms Race and Disarmament
and Other Relevant Measures
l
4. Nuclear-weapon-free Zones (continued)
i
|
140 Finland (non-member State)
142 Egypt
Bulgaria
Norway (non-member State)
Brazil
143 German Democratic Republic
USSR
China
145 Zaire
146 Bulgaria
147 Pakistan
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Ttaly

i
- Chronological Alphabetical
Y Country/Speaker Country/Speaker PV
' VII. Congsideration of other areas dealing with the
Cessation. of the Arms Race and Disarmament
and Other Relevant Measures
L
5. Non-Prolifcration of Nuclear Weapons
101 Mexico
Sweden
102 Czechoslovakia
103 Japan
Nigeria
105 Hungary
107 Lgypt
Pakistan
Nigeria
108 United Kingdom
Iran
110 Indonesia
Egypt
Australia
Germany, Federal Republic of
Mexico
India
Netherlands
Hungary
United States
112 Kenya
113 Norway (non-member State)
116 Yugoslavia
Romania
Nigeria
Finland (non-member State)
Switzerland (non-member State)
117 Pakistan
122 Indonesia
125 Canada
128 Pakistan
129 Egypt
130 Brazil
Argentina
Morocco
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I Chronological - ‘ Alphabetical - |
f 9 :
By Country/Speaker i Country/Speaker PV
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The CHAIRFAN (translated from Prench): Thehonour of presiding over the
inauvguration of our:work thic yecar fall:s to the representative of Ifrance.

I therefore declarc open the third secsion of the Committee on Disarmament
and its one hundred and first plenary meeting.

I am sure I
up again today ti
I should like to say to my colleagues how happy I am personally tc be with thenm
again and to be able to continuz vith them a co-~operation which has always been
courteous and friendly.

cen speak for all of us in expressing our satisfaction at taking
1e taslk thot has been entrusted to us in the service of disarmament.

Heedless to say, I am at the disposal of all delepgations vo do vhatever may
help forvard the accomplishment of the Committze's mission. I shall need your
assistance in the carrying out of my tasks as Chairman, and I should like %o thank
you in advance for it.

On behalf of the Committce I wish to thanl: our distinguished collecague from
Ethiopia, Ambassador Tadesse Terrcfe, who conducted our worlk with great competence
and authority during the month of Lugust last and who has continued to discharge the
responsibilities of Chairman up to today.

T should like to welcome among us today Mrs. Thorsson, Under-Sccretary of State
of the lMinistry of TForeign Affairs of Sweden, and Mr. Jperanza, Under-Secretary of
State of the Miniotry of Foreign Affairs of Italy. Ve are grateful to them for
their participation in our opening meceting and for the interesi their Governments
have thus chown in our work. Mrs. Thorsson is, of course, as head of the Swedich
delegation in the Committee, a member of our "family".

- I should also like to welcome our new colleagues, Ambassador Bl Reedy, the
representative of Lgypt, Ambassador Ahmad, the representative of Pakictan,
Ambassador Malita, the representative of Romania and Ambassador Nzengeya, the
representative of Zaire. :

We are also happy to see here at the opening of our session lir. lartenson,
Director of thc United Hations Centre for Disarmament.

Lastly, it ic a pleasure to have anong us here Mr. Bota and ilr. Huntzinger,
Director and Assistant Director, respectively, of the United Hations Institute for
Disarmament Research, the ectablishment of which was recently welcomed by the
General Assembly.

I should like now to make a few rcmarks about our work for this year.

The Committee's last nession, in 1980, took place against the background of
a difficult international situation. A& number of us at that time expressed our
concern at the increase in tensions and the threats to confidence and security.
The prospects for disarmament were thoreby affected, for they cannot be dissociated
from the political situation in general.
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(The Chairman)

e ncvertheless all recognized that the very risks inherent in that situation
should prompt us to seek ways of rcstoring confidence and security, and convequentTJ
to pursue, wherever possible, the goal of disarmament.

The Committee thus, albeit tardily, began last year to tackls its basic tasks,
Certain results, mo.vut but nct negligible, were achicved by the vorking groups
wve set up. :

The political climete in which we are opening our third scscion is carce‘v
different from the one »nrevailing at. the samc time last year. There are even now
causes for concern. lIleverthe less, ac in 1980, we should not allow the difficulties
of the present situation 1o deter us from making efforts o achieve dicarmament.

The success of the e efforts wvll, { course, depend to a very large extent
on.a return to better condltlops in international relations.

The tack before us this year is of particular importance for the disarmament
effort under the aegis of the United Natvions. What we must do, in fact, is, by
making real progress, to help maintain the impetus given by the GeneralAAss mbly
at its first special session devoted %o disarmament, and in that way to create .thc
conditions for the success of its second special session. That success will depend
for the most part on the results achieved by the Committee on Disarmament, which
is the negotiating body and consequently the keystone of the system established in 1978,

The outcome of all this for uu is clear, it seems to me. Ue should devote
oursclves to our real task without delay and to that end fas shion the necessary.
worhlng tools as quickly as p0331b1e. The spirit of co-operation that should guide.
all of us and the cxperlencc we have. already acquired should help us this year. .
to achieve better results. We shall then be able tc make the contribution which
the community of nations expects from us in the search for progress towards a world
system of security more acceptable to all. :

Ambassador Jaipal, personal representative of the Secretary—anerul and Secretary
of the Committee, will now read out the message sent to us by the Secrctary-General.
I give him the f oor.

lir. JAIPAL (Secretary of the Committee and Personal Renresentative of the
Secretary~General): The following is the message from the Secretary-General to the
Committee on Disarmament at the opening of ito 1981 session:

"The Committee on Disarmament is resumlng 1ts vork at a time of strain
and uncertainty in international relations, In my message to the Committee
last year, I noted dicturbing trends in the international situation and
expressed the hope that they would not affect ongoing negotiations on arms
limitation and disarmement. I am glad that despite these trends, the
Committee was able to make some progress. through its subs 1dlary bodies on
important substantive questions on its agenda.
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(Mr. Jaipal.Secretary oi the Committee and .
Personal uCprO? ntative of thec Scoretary-General)

3,

"But it also has to be acknowledged that the goal of disarmament romains
as elusive as ever. Vhile discussions and negotiations continue in various
fora, armament expenditures ar: increacing 2% an alarming rate and have now
risen to D00 billion dollars pexr year. Never bofore has so much money been
spent oh military pursuits. . ‘

"The tcnse situation that prevails in the world is reflected in and indeed

contributes-to the accelerating spiral of militarsy expenditurce. Vhat we need

now are co-oncrative endeavours by all nationz, and in particular the major
military povers, to entcr into seriocus nepgotiations bassd upon concrete
proposals in ordnr to reach genuine disarmement agreements.

"In receont months, the deliberative process relating to disarmament has
been strengthencd by two events: the decision to convene a second special
session of the General Asscmbly devoted %o disarmamént and the declaration
of the 1980s as the Second Disarmament Decade. It is -my sincere hope that
the detailed plogramme for this decade, which contains goals, principles and’
activities, will be specdily implemented.

MImportant as thess steps are in the deliberative sphere, they cannot
but highlight the expectation for results in the negotiating preccecss.’ '
Parallel progress at the deliberative and negotiating levzls is essential to
avoid a gap wihich would otherwise adversely affect the functioning of the
machinery established at the first special sesgion.

"There is one specific area, namely, nuclear icsues, which deserves
priority attention, as has becen underlined by the adoption of many
resolutions on this subject by the thirty-I{ifth session of the Geheral Assembly.
Two measurcs, already recognized as essential in the inal Document of the first
special session, are of paramcunt importance: a nuclear test ban and nuclear
disarmament. With all the nuclcar powers represcnted in the Committee on
Disarmament, the world now looks to this forum to chart the course towards
substantive negotiations on th hese complex 1ssues. ‘

"It has often been stressed that in a nuclear war there can be no winners,
but only losers. -As wc now enter the Second Disarmament Decade, there is real
need to prove that we are seriously addressing ourselves to the most pressing
problems on the disarmament agenda. While the long history of disarmament
negotiations has been uneven and sporadic, the arms race has been rapid and
incessant, Rather than being discouraged by this development, it should compel
us to break the vicious circle of JncrL acing tension and intensification of
the nuolegr arms race.,

T

"T extend to the ommlttec ‘my best wishes for a successful 1981 session.”
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The CHATRMAN (translated from French): I thank Ambassador Jaipal for the text
he has just read.out 16 us and I should be grateful if he would kindly convey to the
Secretary-General our warm gratltude for the important message he kindly addressed
to the Commluuee. ,

Mr. GARCIA ROBIEu (Mexico) (translated. from Spanish): My delegafion considers
it fortunate both for the Committee on Disarmament and for all its members
that through the rotation of the office in accordance with the rules of procedure,
it fell to France to assume the Chairmanship of the Committee during thls month of
February that has Just begun.

This means that, during the initial phasc of our so-called "spring session',
which is always a most difficult and complex one, we have someonc like yourself to
guide our work -- a person who can rightly pride himself on being one of the pioneecrs
who have contributed most to the tasks already accomplished by the Committee, such
as the drafting of its rules of procedure, the formulation of the so-called '"decalogue"
and. of the agendas of the last two years, - and. the establishment, in March 1980, of
four ad hoc working groups. .

Ve must also say that in you, Ambassador de la Gorce, we find not only the
professional competence and expericnce you have already so often demonstrated, but
also many other qualities that are rarely found together in the same person, such as
intelligence, sense of humour, receptivity towards the views of others, modesty and
affability. S

Since all these qualities, like the two which I first mentioned, are invaluable
for the work of directing and guiding the discussions of a negotiating body like
this one, it will be readily understood why we consider ourselves fortunate in seeing
you in the post which from today onwards you will occupy during the entire first -
month of the third session of the Committce on Disarmament, and why it is a source
of particular pleasure to us to offer you unreservedly the co- operatlon of the ‘
delegation of Mex1co in the discharge of your important functlons.

Before concluding this brief introduction I should like to cxpress my
delegation's gratitude and congratulations to the distinguished representative of
Bthiopia, Ambassador Terrefe, for his able and at the same time discreet exercise
of the Chairmanship of the Committec during his period of office.

lestly, Mr. Chairman; my delegation wishes to echo the words of welcome you
addresscd both to the distinguished representatives who have just joined the Committee
and. to the eminent members of the United Nations Scecretariat who are with us today.

Mr, Chairman, the year which is now beginning is the first since the unanimous
approval by the Gencral Assembly, in Deccmber last, of the resolution declaring the
1980s "as” the Second Disarmament Decade. It is also the third year of work of the
Committee on Disarmament since this "single multilateral disarmament ncgotiating forum"
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was constituted at the special session of the General Assembly in 1978. Both facts,
it seems to us, should act as a poworful incentive to us to cnsurc that our
deliberations in 1931 do not rescemble thosc of the two previcus years, during which —-
we have to admit -- the progress achieved with regard to the substantive aspects of
the items on our agenda has bcen insignificent.

- VWe also believe that it would be desirsble to kcep well in mind the conclusions
to6 be drawn from the following three events which have occurred during the period
since last year's session was concluded on 9 August 1980 and which may usefully be
rcecalled here:d.

1. Tho Second Review Conference of the Partics to the Treaty on the Non-
Proliferation of Muclear Weapons, which was held in this vexry city of Geneva from
11 August to 7 September 1980, As my delegation pointed out at the closing meeting,
the failure of that Conference held clear.lessons which should be pondered by the
muclear Powers 1f they arc concerned with the fate of the Treaty and wish to . help
strengthen it and enable it one day to securc universal adherence.  Among those
lessons the very first is the obvious need to adopt concrete and effective measures
to bring about without delay the "cessation of the nuclear arms race at an early
date", as stated in arfticle VI of the Treaty. The States members of the Group of 77
which tock part in the Review Conference pointed this out in an irrefutable manner,
declaring in the working paper they submitted on 26 August 1980:

"Instead of cessation there has been an intensification of the nuclear
arms race., Thus between 1970 and 1980 the total of muclear warheads in the
strategic arsenals of the Unitcd States and the Soviet Union has almost tripled,
jumping from 5,800 to 16,000. Iikewise, world military expenditure during the
same period has increased from 180 thousand million dollars to 500 thousand
million dollars. New technological developments have occurred in the military
field., New generations of nuclear weapons have been developed and deployed at
a faster rate. Increasing deployment of new nuclcar weapons in the territories
of non-nuclear weapon States and in the oceans has taken placc.

"An alarming trend has also dcveloped lately favouring a so-called 'ew
strategy' for the use of nuclear weapons, based on the theory of a limited
nuclear war which could be won by one of the partics in conflict. Such a
theory is doubtless illusory, but it does involve the very real danger of making
"thinkable' and bringing closer the hypothesis of a nuclear world war, which
according to the General Assembly may well mean the end of the human species.”

2. The publication, in October 1980, of a report by the Jrmed Services
Committee of the United States Senatc which provided the most conclusive proof of
how relative and uncertain is man's control over nuclear weapons and the carricrs of
these terrible instrumerts of mass destruction. This report in fact, with the
unimpeachable authority léent it by its source, states that in a pericd of 18 months
the North American Air Defensc Command recorded 147 nuclecar false alarms which were
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sufficiently serious to require an evaluation as to whether or not they represented

a potential attack, in addition to four other alarms vwhich had been much more serious
and had. resulted in orders being given to B-52 bomber crews and intercontinental
ballistic missile units to be ready to go into action.

3. The adoption by the United Nations Genoral Assembly,at 1ts¢h1r¢y~f1fth:se831on,
of no -fewer than 42 resolutions relating toidisarmament questions. It
would be inappropriate to atiempt %o analyse today the content of so many resolutlons.
We should risk being unable to sce the wood for the treces. I shall therefore confine
nyself to a rapid review of some of them, beginning with the six which I shall
enumerate, whose provisions, although intended, with one cxception, for implementation
outside the framework of thc Committce on Disarmement could perhaps serve, as it were,
as a backdrop and in some respects as an inspiration for the deliberations of this

negotiating body.

The most important of these rbsolutlons is, without doubt, resolution 55/156 K
on the SAIT negotiations which was adopted by consensus and whosc significance it
would, I think, be difficult to exaggerate. In this resolution the Gencral Assenbly
recalled or reaffirmed previous resolutions on the subject; wurged the two signatory
States of the SAIT IT Treaty not to delay any further the implementation of the
procedure provided for in article XIX of the Treaty for its entry into force, taklng'
particularly into account that '"not only their national interc csts but also the vital-
interests of all the peoples are at stakc in this question'; expressed its confidence
that, pending the entry into forcc of the Treaty, the signatory States, in conformity
with the provisions of the Vienna Convention on the Iaw of Treaties, "will refrain
from any act which would defeat the object and purpose of the Treaty";. - reiterated
its satisfaction at the agrecment rcached in the joint statement of prineiples and
basic guidelines, signed. the same day as the Treaty, 18 June 1979, to the cffect that
both parties would continue "in accordance with the principle of equality and equal
security", to pursue negotiations on measures for the further limitation and . -
reduction in the number of strategic arms, as well as for their further qualitative
llmltatlon, invited, the Governments of the United States of America and the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republiecs to "kecp the Gencral Asscribly appropriately
informed of the results of their negotiations, in conformity with the provisions of
paragrephs 27 and 114 of the Final Document" of the first special session devoted :to
disarmement, and decided to include in the provisional agenda of its thlrty_51xthse331on
the item entitled "Strategic arms limitation %alks".

In second place I w1sh to mention resolution )5/143, which was adopted by 130 votes
to none, both because the Government of Mexico has the privilege of acting as
depositary of the Treaty of Tlatelolco, Additional Protocol I of which forms the
subject of the resolution, and also because of the importance the Committee on
Disarmament has always attached to everything relating to the only nuclear-free zone
existing which eovers densely populated territorics, as is the case with the
latin hmerican zone. In this resolution, the General Assembly, after rocalling with
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satisfaction that the United Kingdom and the Kingdom of the Netherlands had become
parties to Additional Protocol I in 1969 and 1971 respectively, expressed.  regret
that the signature of the Protocol by the United States and by France, which the
General Assembly had duly noted with satisfaction and which had taken place on

26 May 1977 and 2 March 1579 respcetively, had "ot yot been followed. by the
corresponding ratifications, notwithstanding the time alrcady elapscd and the
1nv1tatlons that tho Zssembly has addressed to them", invitations which were reiterated
"with special urgency" in the resolution from which I am quoting, whose
implementation in practice by those for whom it was intended is %o be examined by

the General Assembly at its next session. .

Another resolution on a similar theme is rosolution 35/147, on the cstablishment
of a nuclear-weapon-frce zone in the rcgion of the Middle East, the adoption of
which offered the encouraging novelty that, for the first time in the succession of
years during which the subject has been under consideration, it took place by
consensus. The content of the resolution is almost identical with that of the
resolutions adopted at the thirty-third and thirty-fourth sessions, and in it the
Gencral .Assembly, inter alia, urged all parties directly concerned "seriously to
consider taking the practical and urgent steps required for the implementation of
the proposal to establish" the zone in gquestion, and rcaffirmed again its
recommendation to the nuclear-weapon States "to refrain from any action contrary to
the spirit and purpose' of the resolution.

Undoubtedly, resclution 55/47 also dcserves to appear on this short list;
in it the General Assembly unanimously decided to establish a preparatory committee
for its second- special session devoted to disarmament which, in accordance with what
was decided in December 1978, will be held in the spring of 1982; defined the
functions of the Committee and took the opportunity to reaffirm the 'validity of
the Final Document" of its first special session deveted to disarmament and its
"conviction that disarmament remains one of the esscntial objectives of the
United Nations"; expressed its concern over "the continuation of the arms race,
which aggravates international peace and sccurity and also diverts vast resources
urgently needed for economic and social development', and reiterated its "conviction-
that peace can be securcd through the implementation of disarmament measurcs,
particularly of nuclecar disarmament, conducive to the realization of the final
objective, namecly, general and complecte disarmament under effective international
control.

Resolution 35/152 I, which was adopted by 132 votes fto none, is another which

in spite of its apparcnt modesty, has more than sufficient merits to quality for
inclusion in this list, however strict the criterion of sclection applicd. The
object of this resolutlon is in fact to contribute to the inplenentation of that very
important fask which was described in the Final Document as the mobilization of . :
world public opinion on bchalf of disarmament. To that end the General lssembly
requested the Secretary-Genecral of the United Nations, with the assistance of a small
group of experts, o carry out a study on the "organization and financing of a world
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disarmament campaign under the auspices of the United Nations",; a study wh¢ch is to
be examined by the General Asse mbly at its thirty-sixth session.

Lastly, resolution-35/156‘F which th~ Assembly adopted by 126 votes fo nono,
also incontrovertibly merits inclusion amdong those falling within the catcgory I-
nentioned earlier. It may be reccalled that this resolution rcefers to the report:
of the Secretary-General, prepared and unanimously approved by a group of 12 experts,
21l of differing nationalitiecs, which contains a "comprchensive study on nuclear
weapons". In the resolution, the General Asscmbly declarcd that. the report was
"a highly significant statcment on present nuclear arsenals, the trends in their
technological development and the effects of their use, as well as on the various
doctrines of detcrrence .and the security implications of the continucd guantitative
and qualitative development of nuclear—we pon systems™

Llthough the requests and recommendations of the General Assembly in this
resolution are aimed principally at ensuring the widest possible dissemination of
the report in as many languages as possible, for which purpose it seeks the’
co-operation of the Secretary-General, all governments, the specialized agencies
and. national and international non-govermmental organizations, nevertheless there is
one paragraph in it which is specifically addressed to the Cormittee on Disarmament
in which.it is récormended to "take the report and its conclusions into account in
its efforts +towards general and complete disarmament under effective international
control, in particular in the field of nuclear disarmament'.

The paragraph I have just quoted and to which I referred earlier, is the only
one in the six resolutions that I have very briefly reviewed in which there is a
reference to the Committee on Disarmament, since, as I also noted earlier, these
resolutions were intended for implementation outside the framework of the Committees

If we now turn to consider the resclutions which -- in the words used each year
by the Secretary-CGeneral —- "entrust spécific responsibilities to the Committee on
Disarmanent"”, it seems to mc desirable to divide them into two categeries, the first
consisting of thoeo which refer to the four items on the Comittee's agenda-which -
were dealt with in 1980 by the four ad hoc working groups, and the second ‘consisting
of those referring toc the two other items on the Committee's agenda in respect of
which repeated efforts to set up two further working groups proved fruitless.

With regard to the resolutions in the first category, which include both the
resolution on the Second Disarmament Decade, which refers to all the items mentioned,
and. a nurmber of specific resolutions, it is sufficient, I think, to say that not
only is there nothing in any of them which might bec 1ntorpr0ued as being incompatible
with the conclusions contained in the reports of the four ad _hoc working groups,
all of which were approved by the Committce in accordance with the consensus rule,
but, rather on the contrary, they contain provisions whose effect camnot be other
than to reinforce those conclusions.


http://which.it

CD/PV.101
15

(M. Garcia Robles, Mexico)

_There is thus reason to affirm, without fear of contradiction, that the
aforesaid conclusions should serve as a guide for the decisions which the
Committee ought speedily to adopt. This means that, as is set out in the reports
- of the working groups, which form an integral part of the Committee's report
for 1980°

1. As regards the Ad Hoc Working Group en the Comprehensive Programme of
Disarmament, which was given not an annual mandate but one which covers also at
least the year 1981, it is "essentisl", as is stated in its report for 1980, that
it should be enabled "to resume its work immediately" upon the commencement of the
present session, which we are inaugfurating today..

2. With regard to the two ad hoc working groups which were concerned with
chemical and radiological weapons respectively, both were established by the
Committee "for the duration of its 1980 session". What must be done without delay,
therefore, in accordance with the conclusions which were approved by consensus, is
to establish in both cases new working groups with the mandates that the Committee
" may deem appropriate.

3. Lastly, as regards the ad hoc working group on the suogeot usually

referred to as "nepatlve guaranteed', which, like the two working groups I have just
mentioned, was established by the Committee ''for the duration of its 1980 session",
it may be said that although the Group's final recommendations do not include any
which would expressly require the establishment of a new working group in 1981, it
would seem that the recommendation it made tc the Committee "$o continue to negotiate
at the begimning of its 1981 seassion with a view to reaching agreement on effective
international arrangements" in that connection, should be interpreted as meaning
that the Group was in favour of such a line of action, which is, moreover, in
harmony with the tenor of the two resolutions recently acdopted on the subject by
the Geheral Assembly —-- resolutions 35/154 and 3)/159 —— which explicitly mention
the report of the Working Group. If this interpretation is accepted as valid, the
Committee should proceed in this case in the same way as with the two groups I
mentioned earlier. o

The situation is different in the case of the second category of resclutions
to which I referred a moment ago; namely, those that deal with the cessation of
all nuclear weapons testing and those that deal with nuclear disarmament in general,
gince it has not so far been possible to set up ad hoc working groups for those
subjects. Consequently, and in order to deal with twe questions to which the
General Assembly has accorded as a matter of principle the highest priority, I shall
examine at greater length the relevant resolutions of the thirty-fifth seésion,
including also a brief survey of the main background of these matters in the
Committee on Disarmament. ’

In December last the General Assembly adopted two resolutions on the first
of the two subjects which I have just mentioned, that of the cessation of all test
explosions of nuclear weapons. Whatever may be the differences en some points
between these two resolutions —- 55/14) A and 35/145 B -~ they entirely coincide
as regards the need for the Committce on Disarmament %o proceed to the immediate
estahlisiment of an ad hoc working group which should begin without delay, as a
questlon of the highest pr: priority, the multilateral negotiation of a -treaty to
achieve this objective.
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The first resolution, after reaffirming the Assembly's conviction that such
a treaty "is a matter of the highest priority and constitutes a vital eclement for
the success of efforts to prevent both vertical and horizontal proliferation of -
nuclear weapons and a contribution to nuclear disarmament", in its paragraph 4
urges "all States members of the Committee on Disarmament" to "support the creation
by the Committee, upon initiation qf its session to be held in 1981, of an
ad_hoc working group which should begin the multilaterszl negotiation of a treaty fer
the prohibition of all nuclear-weapon tests",

The second resolution, in its paragrapk 5, rcquests "the Committee on
Disarmament to take the necessary steps, including the establishment of a
working group, to initiate substantive negotiations on a comprehensive test ban

treaty as a matter of the highest priority at the beginning of its session to be
held in 1981%, :

The United Nations General Assembly thus supported in an ummistakable manner
the proposal which, as early as February 1980, was submitted formally by the
Group of 21 of the Committee on Disarmament in its working document CD/64, and
which it subsequently reiterated and amplified in working documents CD/72 of
4 March 1980 and CIV134_of 6 August 1980, in the second of which there appears the
follewing paragraph which is basically identical with the decisions of the
" General Assembly that I have just quoted: "

"The Group .of 21 expresses the hope that a working group on the
complete cessation of nuclear weapen testing in all environments will be
set up without any further delay and undertake substantive negotiations
at the beginning of the Committee's 1981 spring session'.

Bearing in mind what I have just recalled, together with the fact that, as’
they reiterated expressly in working paper,CIV155 of 7 August 1980, the group of
soclalist States "supported the proposal of the Group of 21 for the creation of an
ad hoc working group of the Committee on Disarmament to discuss questions of the
complete and general prohibition of nuclear~weapon testsg", as well as the fact
that more than one of the States in the group known as the Western group and other
States have also in the past expressed their sympathy for such a move, it would
appear that there are good reasons for being confident that finally, during this
first phasc of the 1981 segsion, the Committee on Digarmament will decide to lend
an ear to what can truly be described as a universal cry of impatience. )

To give you a general idea of the many reasons which make this step so
necessary, and in order that you may well understand how long ago such a decision
should have been taken, I shall simply recall here the main provisions of the
preamble to resolution 35/145 A, the draft of which I myself had the honour of
presenting to the First Committee of the General Asscmbly on behalf of its
co-sponsors, the delegations of Kenya, Pakistan,. Sri Lanka, Swcden, Veneguela,
Yugoslavia and Mexico.

In that resolution, the General Assembly began by emphasizing three things:
that the complete cessation of nuclear-weapon tests is a question that has been
under consideration fer more than a quarter of a century-and over 40 resolutiens
have been adopted on the subject; that the cessation of tests is a basic objective
of the United Nations in the sphere of disarmament, the attaimment of which it
has repeatedly requested should be given the highest priocrity, and that on
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seven different occasions the General Asscmbly has condemned such tests in the
strongest terms, having since 1974 stated its conviction that "the continuance of
nuclear~weapon  testing will intensify the arms race, thus increasing the danger
of nuclear war".

- It then reiterated the catlegoric assertion made in scveral previous
resclutions that "whatever may be the diffeérences on the question of verification,
there is no valid reason for delaying the conclusion of an agreenment on a
comprehensive test=ban'.

It then recalled that since 1972 the Secretary—Géneral of the United Nations
has declared that "all the technical and scientific aspects of the problem have
been so fully explored that only a political decision is now necesssry in order
to achieve final agreament"; that *when the existing means of verification are
taken into account, it is difficult to understand further delay in achieving
agreement on an underground test ban'", and that "the potential risks of continuing
underground nuclear-weapon tests would far outweigh any possible risks from ending
such tests".. :

Lest anyone should think that the Secretary-Gencral might have changed his
mind in the time that had elapsed since he first-expressed those views, the
General Assembly took good care to recall also that the Secrctary-General himself,
in his foreword to the United Nations report on a comprehensive nuclear test ban
(which was distributed to the Committee on Disarmament in document CD/86 on
24 March 1980) had reiterated with special emphasis the opinion he expressed
nine years ago and, after specifically referring to it, had added, "I still hold

that belief., The problem can and should be solved now".

‘Following up the reference to that report, the General Assembly pointed out
that it had been prepared in compliance with an express decision by itself and
that the experts who had drafted it had emphasized that "non-nuclear-weapon States
in general have come 1o regard the achievement of a comprehensive test ban as a '
litmus test of the determination of the nuclear-weapon States to halt the arms
race, adding that verification of compliance no longer scems to be an obstacle to
reaching agreement". ‘

The last paragraph of the preamble of resolution 35/145 A, vhich I have been
quoting, draws particular attention to a fact that there is a tendency at times o
forget, the fact that the three nuclear-weapon States which act as depositaries
of the Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests in the Atmosphere, in Outer. Space
and Under Water, undertook in that Treaty, almost 20 years ago, to seek.the
achievement of "the discontinuance of all test cxplosions of nuclear weapons for
2ll time" and that such an undertaking was explicitly reitcrated in 1968 in the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons.

These, briefly, are some of the main reasons why it is impcrative that an
ad hoc working group of the Committee on Disarmament should be set up at once to
begin the multilateral negotiation of a treaty for the prohibition of all nuclear-—
weapon tests.
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The arguments in favour of setting up another ad hoc working group to deal 3
with the subject which in the Committee's agendas for 1979 and 1980 was entitled
"cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmement" are equally cledr
and convincing. :

Suffice it to recall in this connection that the first of all, the resolutions
adopted by the General Assembly, resolution 1 (1), which was adopted unanimously
on 24 January 1946 by the 51 Members making up the General Assembly at that time,
concerned the establishment of a commission one of whose prihcipal tasks it should
be to make specific proposals "for the elimination from national armaments of
atomic weapons", and that 32 years later, at its first special session devoted to
disarmament, that samec General Assembly, after solemnly declaring that "effective
measures of nuclear disarmament and the prevention of nuclear war have the highest
priority", made this unequivocal statement: ' :

"Nuclear weapons posec the greatest danger to mankind and to the survival
‘of civilization. It is essential to halt and reversc the nuclear arms
race in all its aspects in order to avert the denger of war involving
nuclear weapons. The ultimate goal in this context is the complete
elimination of nuclear weapons," ‘ '

Nearly two years ago, on 19 April 1979,4at the Committee's twenty-eighth meeting,
ny delegation gave the reasons why it seemed to it "unthinkable" that an attempt
might be made to prevent the Committee on Disarmament from "fulfilling its duty
concerning what has been said and repeated over and over again, that the disarmament

41

which should have top priority is nuclear disarmament".

Last year, on two separate occasions -~ at the 80th meeting, held on 22 April,
and at the 87th meeting, held on 26 June —- I explained and amplified the reasons
vhy it seemed to us -- and it still seems to us -- that "it would be difficult to
find a body moré suited to deal with a matter which, as has becn stressed in so
many international documents, is of 'vital intercest' to all pcoples", than this
Committee which, as~you well know, was declared by the United Wations to be the
"single multilateral disarmament negotiating forum'. C '

At the second of the two meetings I mentioned, the one held on 26 June 1980,
after recalling that the Group of 21 had stated on 27 TFcbruary that it supported
in principle the establishment of working groups on the items on the Committee's
annual agenda, my delegation gave clear expréssion to its views on this subject
in the following words:

"It is greatly to be hoped that that positive statcement may be given
practical application before the end of the Committect!s current session, in
the matter of negotiations on the cessation of the uncontrolled nuclear
arms race and nuclear disarmament, on which —- we should alweys remember —-
nothing less than the fate of mankind depends." -
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As we all know, it did not prove possible for these hepes to be fulfilled
during our last session, despite the fact that the Group of 21, in its working
paper CD/116 of 9 July 1980, formally proposecd the setting up of an ad_hoc
working group to begin negotiations immediately on this subject, in the course of
which it should take up various issues, including, in the first instance, the
followings :

"The ¢laboration and clarification of the stages of nuclear
- disarmament envisaged in paragraph 50 of the Final Document, including
identification of the responsibilitics of tho nuclear-weapon States and
the role of the non-nuclear-weapon States in the vrocess of achieving
nuclear disarmament,

As in the case of the question of the cessation of nuclear wezpon tests, the
General Assembly has fully supported the initiatives to which T have just referred,
and it has done so, again, not in one resolution but in two different resolutions —-
35/152 C, which was based on a draft sponsored by 13 countries of the Group of 21,
anong them Mexico, and 35/152 D, the draft text of which was submitted by the
socialist countries. These two resolutions, in spite of their differences, are
identical in seeking the establishment of an ad hoc working group on this question
too, although the first of them does so in stronger terms than the sccomd, for in
its paragraph 1 the General. Assembly "urges the Committec on Disarmament” ‘o
establish the aforesaid ad hoc working group "upon initiation of its session to
be held in 1981", : R

We therefore hope that the Committee may be able in respect of this matter
also to respond to the evident yearnings of mankind, and that two new ad hoc
working groups will be set up at the very beginning of the present session.

Clearly, although we are at one with the Group of 21 in believing that
ad hoc working groups are "the best available machinery for the conduct of concrete
negotiations within the Committee on Disarmament’, we neverthelcss do not believe
that such groups have magical powers. In order to attain the results the peoples
of the world hope for from the Committeec, there will be a need for that rare .
element that it is customary to call "political will" and in particular the political
will of the nuclear Powers. It will be necessary to convert into substantial
realities the powerful exhortations that fill the Final Document of the ‘
first special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmanent, following
the advice contained in the Document itself that the pressing need now is to
translate its provisions into practical terms and. '"to proceed along the road of
binding and effective international agreements in the ficld of disarmament'.
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This course of action is becoming more and more imperative every day
because, in the words used by the General Assembly at its special session;
"the existence of nuclear weapons and-the continuing arms race' pose suchra
threat to the "very survival of mankind" that mankind is confronted with'a
choice: "we must halt the amms race and proceed to disarmament or face
annihilaticn".

We ought therefore to bear constantly in mind that, as Mr. José Lopéz Portillo,
the President of Mexico, sald last week in one of the speeches he made during
his recent visit to India:

"During the last quarter of a century the arms race has reached a
level without historical precedent both as regards the quentity and
a3 regards the degreec. of sophistication of the instruments of war in use,
in reserve, in production and under development, ’

"The fabulous cost of this arms race is consuming resources essential
for subsistence and development. This squandering of resources on warlike
purposes generates new tensions and exacerbates those alrcady existing,
‘closing the vicious circle between inequelity and poverty and the arms race
and war. : :

"All peoples who are for peace and law must endeavour to reduce the
tensions and reject the pressures which are impelling us towards a new
cold war." -

Clearly, no one has fuller information or a better basis fcr judgement
than the heads of State of the nuclear Powers. It is all the more to be
regretted, therefore, that these men should generally have refrained from the -
public expression of some of their most important views until the moment at which
they lay down or were on the point of laying down their nigh office. Thus, for
exanple, few opinions have been more authoritative than the oft-quoted advice that
President Eisenhower gave to his fellow countrymen in his farewell speech when
he warned them against the "acquisition of unwarranted influence, whether sought
“or unsought, by the military industrial complex", and of the "danger that public
policy could itself become the captive of a scilentific-technclogical elite'.

Something similar, we believe, will happen in the case of the following
enalysis, made barely three weeks ago in ancther farewell address, that of
President Carter, who was the thirty-ninth head of State of the United States.
After recalling that 35 years had passed since the first atomic bomb fell on
Hiroshima and that since then the nuclear shadew had hung constantly over the
world, he said:

"Our minds have adjusted to it, as after a time our eyes adjust to
the dark,

"Yet the risk of a nuclear conflagration has not lessened. It has
not happened yet, but that can give us 1little comfort —-- for it only has
to happen once., '
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"Phe danger is becoming greater. As the arsenals of the superpowers grow
in size and sophistication and as other governments acquire these weapons,
it may only be a matter of time before medness, desperation, greed or :
miscalculation lets loose this terrible foxce".

We believe that the Committee on Disarmament should not delay in adoptirg
effective measures to initiate negotiations on nuclear disarmement that would bring
about the cessation of all nuclear weapon tests and the gradual attainment of the
specific goals set forth in paragraph 50 of the Final Document.

Lt one point in this statement, I spoke of what I called a "universal cry of
impatience”. If we continue indefinitely postponing the accomplishment of the
priority tasks for which the Committee was set up, this cry will become a
"universal cry of indignation" since what is at steke —- I will repeat it for
the nth time -~ are the vital interests of all peoples and the very fate of
mankind. As the General Assembly expressly recommended us to do in one of its
resolutions to which I havé reférred today, we ought this year very much to bear
in mind the conclusions of the comprehensive study on nuclear weapons of which,
to close this statement, I should like to quote the three following:

"In order to claim that it is possible to continue, forever, to live
with nuclear wezpons, the balance must be maintained at 211 times
irrespective of any technological challenges that may present themselves
as a result of the amms race., In addition, there must be 1o accidents
of o human or technical nature, which is an impossible requirement as
shown by the various incidents of false alarms and computer malfunctioning
that are reported from time to time. Sooner cor later one of these »
incidents may give rise to a real accident with untold consequences., For
these and other reasons it is not possible to offer s hlanket guarantee of
eternal stability of the deterrence balance and no one should be pexmitted
to issue calming declarations to this effect... :

"Even if the balance of deterrence was an entirely stable phenomenon,
there are stirong moral and political arguments against a continued wveliance
on this balance. It is inadmissible that the prospect of the ammihilation
of human civilization is used by some States to promote their security. The
future of menkind is then made hostage to the perceived security of a few
nuclear-weapon States and most notably that of the two super-Powers, It is
furthermore not acceptable to establish, for the indefinite future, a world
system of nuclear-weapon States and non-nuclear-weapon States. This very
system carries within it the seed of nuclear-weapon proliferation. In the
long Tun, therefore, it is a system that contains the orvigins of its own
destruction.,.

"So long as reliance continues to be placed upon the concept of the
balance of nuclear deterrence as a method for meintaining peace, the .
prospects for the future will always vemain dark, menacing and as uncertain
as the fragile assumptions upon which they ave based. Fortunately +his is
not the only alternative that is available to mankind... The Charter of the
United Nations and nuclear weapons date their existence from the same time.
The future road should point to a full weliance on the Charter and to the
elimination of all nuclear wezpons."
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* The PHAIRMSJ (translated from French): I thank Ambassador Garcia Robles
for his statement and I should alsc like to thank him for the very kind - indeed too
kind ~ words he addressed to the Chair.

\

Mrg. THORSSON (Sweden): When today we siart the 1981 session of the Committee
on Disarmament, we have {0 Look back on two congecutive years —— the first two yeers
of the Committee's existence — of failure to achieve real resulis in our work. And
we ought therefore to tell oursclves in all eincerity that our main task now,
two and a half years affer the General Assembly's first special session devoted
disarmament, and only one and a hali years befocre the convening of the second
special session on disarmament, must be to analyse the reasons behind these failures
and to try to find new approa chcs in order to achieve genuine progress in our efforts.

4.

48]

True, last year the CD managed to establish working groups in four arcas of our
activities. - Sweden is participesting -- and will continue to do so actively in the
year to come -~ in the endecavours of these working groups. But it is essential to
the true purpose of these endeavours to be realistic in the assessment of what can be
achieved in relation to the request for negotiations, with particular emphasis on
two high-priority areas, that is, a CTBT and a CW convention, directed to us by the
United Nations General Asscmbly.

I shall not now try to make such an asscssment. A more appropriate time for
that will come later. My point in this early part of my statement is really that
these two high-vpriority areas must be, and remain, the centre of our attention and
our efforts in the time remeining to us up to the General issembly's second
special session devoted to disarmament. They will also be the subject of the main
part of my statement today.

Mr. Chairman, I should like, before continuing, to congratulate you on your
assumption of the Chairmanship of the Committec during the first vart of this very
important session. The ccmpetence you have demonstrated in the Committee during the
past two years bears witness to the wealilh of experience you have had in the spher
of international relations as the representative of a great nation. I am surc that
your skill as Chairmen will help make our negotiations fruitful.

Allow me, now, for a while to continue with some general observations on our
work before I turn to my main subjects

The agenda of the CD during its 1981 session looks 1ike being a very full one.
There is even a risk that it will become overloaded. It is my opinion that for this
session and also for later ones we nust set strict priorities and elaborate a
workable, perhaps pluriannual, prograrme of work, lest we get bogged down in too
many issues in too many working groups at one and the sane time. This would not
help us to achieve results, so urgently, so desperately neesded., We reclize of
course the interest which various delegations attach to various disarmament items but
we feel nevertheless, and quite strongly, that the Committee must concentrate on its
negotiating role on a strictly selected number of .items, namely, the ones given the
highest priority by the United Nations General Assembly when it referred these items
to us for negotiations -- a CTBT and a chemical weapons convention, as well as' a
comprehens1Ve programme of disarmament, the elaboration of which the CD has been asked
to complete before the second special session of the Genercl Assenbly devoted to
disarmament, We fear that otherwise the Committee's reputation will suffer and that
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it and its members will be the object of harsh criticism, not least at the 1982
special session on disarmament. Mr, Chairman, I emphasized the word negotiations,
as the CD is the multilateral negotiating body, and as the two superpowers have
participated in the decision to create the CD for that purpose. I shell return to
this issue towards the end of my statement.

Continuing developuents in the nuclear field underline the need urgently to
conclude a CTIBT, which the world has been promised for so long. We 2ll know the
argument, and we have repeated 1t watil we are almost sick of it, that this is a2
necessity in order to prevent or, at least render more difficult, the acquisition of
nuclear explosive capability or the further improvement cf already existing
capabilities. In spite of that; the superpowers challenge their own legally binding
commitment to a CTBT, in an almost demonstrative way. This will not do any nore.

The difficulties, to use a mild word, of the Second Review Conference of the
Parties to the NPT -- of specific significance to the work of the CD although not

formally a matter for its consideration -- demonstrated what I would call a ryopic
and dangerous disability -- or perhaps a lack of will -~ to come to grips with the
problen of the proliferation of nuclear amms. The non-proliferation régime has

become bogged down in contradictory policies within and between States and groups of
States. Whereas the NPT, with all its shortcomings in letter and inplenentation,
will hopefully continue to receive the strong backing of its some 115 Parties, it
seems obvious that the real challenge to the non-proliferation régime outside, and
perhaps also within the Treaty, become more acute with every day. Obviously, if
these threats are not checked much more forcefully and consistently, the relevance
cf the Treaty risks to suffer. Its lifetinme, without prolongation, is 25 years, so
by that standard, it has already reached maturity. It ig, therefore, probably none
too soon to start considering the future. Rather than attempting to elaborate new
treaties, however, we should try to build on what exists in order to find a new
consensus, both in relation to the peaceful uses of nuclear energy and in relation
to the reduction and abolition of nuclear wezpons.

It is probable that the considerable technclogical, envirommental, safety and
economic problems encountered by nuclear energy could take some of the heat out of
the controversies surrounding nuclear co-operation among States. Further practicel
efforts to this effect are also under way in the I4BE4A and in the preparations for
the 1983 Nuclear Energy Conference to be held in Belgrade. Such multilateral work,
combined with certain bilateral agreements, could go some way towards defusing the
peaceful co-operation aspect of the problem, at least for the majority of States,
through the establishment of a workable balance between non-proliferation endeavours
and co~operation commitments.

There seen to be cases, however, where the allure of nuclear weapons takes
precedence over any intercst in peaceful nuclear co-operation, where, indeed, the
interest in developing a peaceful nuclear industry seems sccondary to the interest
in achieving a nuclear explosive capacity. In such cases all efforts must be made
to discourage States from choosing the dead-end road of acquiring nuclear weapons.

It must be demonstrated that the nuclear weapons rystique, the notion that a
nuclear weapon can in eny way increase the national security of any State, is a
fraud -- what I have earlier called "the greztest fallacy of our time" which, far
from increasing aﬁybody's security, is certain to reduce it for all.
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Here, of course, the nuclear Powers are requested to recognize their particular
responsibility to set an example. There is, regrettably, little sign that such a
recognition ig ferthconing. It would nieed be more accurnte to term the
performance of the superpowsrs in this respect a study in irresponsibility.

Let me take two examples.

Drametic revelatlonc have been made recently concerning the alarm and nuclear
weapons safeguards gystem of one superpower. » '

According to a United States Congressional renort in October 1980 there were,
in an 18-month period, 147 false alarms that were serious enough to require an
evaluation of whether they represented a potential nuclear wespon attack.

Four other alarms, including two that had not been disclosed previously, were
congidered even more serious and resulted in orders that increased the state of alert
of B-52 bomber crews and intercontinental ballistic missile units.

Finally, there were also 3,703 lesser alarms, primerily caused by atmospheric
disruptions, or to use a simpler expression, thunderstorms and lightning. '
Mr. Chairman, I believe that such "atmospheric disruptions" will continue to occur
around the systems cf surveillance. Should human survival be dependent on natural
phenomena and technclogical or human failures of this kind?  And how could nuclear
weapon States face that responsibility? :

From another reécent report, also quoted in the United States press, we learn
that at least 27 accidents, so-called Broken Arrows, have occurred involving
United States nuclear weapons. One of them is reported to have left only one out of
six control mechanisms intact to prevent. the explosion of a 24-megaton nuclea
weapon, 1,800 times stronger than the 1945 Hiroshima bomb, over United States
territory. It has further been alleged, in the same context, that 10 further
accidents occurred in the territories of other States.

In addition to all this, there is increased alarm over late increases in
leukemia as a result .of exposure to nuclear weapons testing in the United States in -
the 1950s. ' '

Some of the cases may be overstated or tendentious and, os always, there is no
information of a similar nature from the other side. There is, however, little
reason to believe that the same false alarms, accidents and exposures are not
occurring there, too, as well as, in a more limited way, in the other nuclear weapon
States.

But a weapon which causes such dangers to a country's own population and other
populations even in peace-time should clearly be declared unacceptable already on
such grounds, not to talk about its impossible consequences for everybody if used in
wartime. There is much concern about the environmental and other hazards of nuclear
power, Perhaps recent revelations will help to bring home to everybody that the
peucetlme dangers of nuclear weapons also are too grave to contemplate.

We shall probably we told that such alarmist talk is completely unfounded.
Management and contrcl routines will be mproved, and so on and so {forth. But the
basic fact remains that we are talking about e weapon which can, in a matter of
ninutes, reach every corner of the globe, a weapon a few of Nthh can, in a matter of
seconds, extinguish civilization as we know it. Such weapons cannot ever be safely
managed and controlled; they must simply be abolished.
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But instead of choosing a joint path of responsibility and reason the
superpowvers and, to some extent, the lesser nuclear Powers seem bent on pursuing
the course of mutual and general arnihilation.

ilready last year SALT IT was in trouble for a veriety of internal and
external reasons. To asgess its fate today is all but impossible. Strong veices
have been raised recently to have these eight years of negotiations shelved in another
vain attenpt at achieving that elusive, yes, impossible, nuclear superiority instead
of a possible parity or equivalence of forces. New weapons systems, projects of a
conplexity and cost beyond imagination but of doubtful military bensfit, are already
far advanced and ready to be implemented. The ers of mobile ICBMs and new 4iBMs,
ground- or space-based, would not be far away if this new round of ams competition
is allowed to get under way. There are few experts who do not see a grave threat
to stability in such policies. If there has been any constant feature of the
nuclear age it has been that action provokes counteraction ad infinitum or until
such time as the weapons come to be used.

We therefore today request the superpowers to stop a further futile round in the
armaments race; to find 2 way finelly to complete the laboriously negotiated SALT II
agreement and to move from there to negotiations to further reduce the level of
nuclear arms.

Preparatory talks to this effect started last October in relation to theatre
nuclear weapons in Burope. However much there is an opportunity here which nust
not be lost, serious doubts seem indicated. slready more than a year hag passed
since the HaATO decision to continue the qualitative arms race in developing
572 Pershing IIs and cruise nissiles, something which is euphemistically called
"modernization". Their deployment, although apparently somewhat delayed, is getting
closer, The Soviet S5-20 programme, preceding the NATO decision and being an
expression of the same trend, is alrecady far advanced. At the pace negotiations are
noving, there is every likelihood that they will never become much nore than a
fig-leaf for failure ond will result, if at all, in an agreenent which does little but
ratify the military dispositions already taken -~- and which will leave Europe an even
nore dangerous place to live in.

It goes without saying that limitetion or reduction agrecments must be
accompanied also by mutual restraint in the general foreign policies of the
superpowers, and a strict application of all nomms of international behaviour.
Serious breaches of these norms in the recent past and = continued reliance on power
politics have excded the basis of confidence on which ams limitation and reduction
must build.

If there is an intention, as was agreed by all, including the supervowers, at
the General Assembly's first special session devoted to disarmament, to pursue
serious negotiations on nuclear matters in this Committee, there are, -of coursc,
certain things which can be done and which are long overdue. A8 has becn stressed
time and again, there is no measure which could more decisively contribute to a
halting of the nuclear arms race than a CTBT adhered to by all States. It is not 2
total panacca but its intrinsic and symbolic importance would be very considerable.
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We have no 'idea of whére the trilateral negotiating parties stand today on
the CTB issue. But we know where they stood last summer, -nd that knowledge was
far from reasgsuring. hgsuning that the remaining problemg of verification can be
resclved -- a very wncertain assumption as they seem to have been highly
politicized -- the tripartite negotiations, we are told, aim not at reaching a
“treaty of unlimited duration, to which these three Powers pledged themselves in
Moscow in 1963 -~ a pledge repeated in the tenth preambular paragraph of the HPT in
1968 -- but at an agreement of o mere three years' duration.

In the General Agsembly's First Committee last autwin, I stated my doubts about
such o limited -treaty. It would probably remain limited mainly to the original
three parties and would hence not promote the world-wide adherence so badly needed
as an effective means to prevent horizontal proliferntion. It could well stall
multilateral negotictions on a CIBT "for all time" -- to use the words of the pledge
nade in 1963 and confirmed in 1968 -- and would consequently have a negative impact
on our joint efforts within the CD to achieve and maintain an internaticnal
verification system.. This mey all be of less concern to the tripartite States, but
it is certainly unpalatable to outsids non-nuclear weepons States. '

In practice, a three-yecar CIBT would not be a treaty in the sense of the
conmitnent nade in 1963 but would amount to a moratorium on nuclear tests. When
we achieve it, I think we should all consider it as such in a positive spirit. If
it were agreed to accept & three-year nmoratorium, the remaining problems of
verification between the tripartite States would not be of immediate concern and
could well be solved within the moratorium period. We have, of course, been told
ad nauseam that a CTBT and hence a moratorium cannot at present be adequately
verified through national neans only. But I think that we have been able to
demonstrate satisfactorily that the likelihood of detection of clandestine nuclear
testing is very high. The danger of loss of face and credibility would no doubt
constitute a sufficient deterrent. We are, of course, alsc aware that suspicions
of possible violations of existing disarmament agreenents or protocols on B and C
weapons have strepngthened the case for adaquate verificaticn measures in relation to
any agreement, including o CTBT. We are convinced, ‘however, that the means of
verification in relation to nuclear tests that exist now are fully adequate to
police a three-year moratorium.

Apart from cdntinued tripartite negotiaticns, that period should also be
utilized to the full for intensified multilateral negotiations within this body,
including in particular all aspects of the international verification system. The
goal of such parallel negotiation must, of courss, remain the ecarliest possible
conclusion of a treaty banning 211 nuclear tests in all enviromments and for all
time.

Last year's session, and to a considerable degree also the Second Roview
Conference of the Parties to the NPT, were marred by the sorry procedural wrangle,
vhich was again repcated at the thirity-fifth session of the United Nations
General Assembly, about whether to establish a working group of the CD on a CTBT.
Let me only say today that I should like to take it for granted that such a group
will now be set up without further delay or foot-dragging on the part of some of the
nuclear Powers. Their arguments against it —- in so far as they exist -~ are not
convincing, and in a historic perspective their credibility in this context is very
low. We must simply avoid a repetition of last yecar's despicable performance on
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that and other procedural issues before the Committec. I therefore formelly provose
the establishing of a' CD working group for multilateral negotiations on a CTIBT early

in the 1981 session. The close links between nuclear ams restraint on the part of
the superpowers, as expressed in Article VI of the NPT, a CTBT and non-vroliferation
are obvious. It is certainiy correct in principle, as some hold, that non-

proliferation is desirable and justified in its own rlﬁht since, as I have just
stated, nuclear weapons do not add to anybody's sccurity.

It is also correct thot the ams race is only vertly fuclled by developments in
nuclear testing and mainly a function of varicus technclogical advanccs.

But it is nevertheless also correct, politically and norally, to stress ths
immense importance of a CTIBT and the full implementation of article VI of the NPT in
order to promote non-proliferation and nilitary and armaments restraints generally.
Responsible action to this effect on the part of the nuclear Powers would constitute
a tremendous boost in these respects. And, of course, the armaments race itself

must be stopped. The problems that will face the world and the superpowvers
themselves in the years to come -- such as those of the environment, natural
resources, food and population -- cannot be resolved through the squandering of
immense funds and skills on a continued military build-up of a2ll kinds. To change
this insane coursc is the real challenge before the great Powers, to which we —- the
small -~ can only prod them with all the means at our disposal.

-hgain in the other high-priority area of work in the CD, second only to the CIBT,
that of achieving = ban on chemical weapons, z sinister development tc the contrary
seerls to be threatenlng. Things have been said, preliminary decisions have been
taken lately, that seem to put in jeopardy whauevcr progress has been achieved during
more than ten years of arduous negotiations and to make possible a new wave of
chemical rearmament. This development includes reports that chemical weapons have
been used in recent wars and certoin military operations in various regions of the
world. It also includes preliminary decisions to manufacture new generations of
chemical weapons and suggestions concerning the storage of such weapons, These
things together may indicate o greater implicit acceptance of the usc of chemical
weapons and could nean a serious erosion of the 1925 Geneva Protocol.

It goes without seying that the CD will have to put whatever willpower and
force that it can mobilize behind efforts to counteract such a development.

And it will have to happen now, We have the tools. So let us start working
again.,

In ny last intervention in the CD, on 10 July 1980, I took the opportunity to
welcome the fact that -- at long last -— it had been possible to start preparations
for negotiations in the CD on a convention on the prchibition of chemical weapons.
The Swedish delegation views the work of the Ad Hoc Working Group which was

established for this purpose as so far constructive and fruitful. A8 reflected in
the report of the CD, the discussions in the Working Group reconfirmed the general
recognition of the urvent neced to negotiate and elaborate a multilateral convention
on the complete and effective prohibition of chemical weapons. The achievements of
the Working Group prove that it is possible to pursue within the CD concrete
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negotiations on a very important and, both technically dnd pO¢lth 11y, Very
complicated subject. Although provided with a rather ambiguous mandate, the
Working Group succeeded -- thanks to the scrious approach taken by participating
delegations -+ in defining the areas of convergence and those where views remain
to be reconciled. The performance of the Woxking Group has clearly demonstrated
that such an 4id Hoc Working Group provides the most appropriate organizational
framevork for our negotiations on a CW-convention. ’

In General Assenbly resolution 35/]44 B, which was adopted by conscnsus, the
CD is urged to continue negotiations on a nulullauerq7 CW-convention as from the
beginning of its 1981 session. My delegation considers it highly important to
set up now, at the very beginning of our sessicn, an Ad Hoc Working Group in order
to continue and advance the work already undertaken, Since there is general
agreement on the urgent need to elaborate a truly multilateral Cw;conanulon, we
trust that agreement on an appropriate mandate can be reached without undue delay.
Without committing our position in this regard, it seens to us that one possible
solution would be simply to state that the Working Group shall continue negotiations
on a rultilateral convention on chemical weapons., A similar wording was used
in the General Assembly resolution I just referred. to.

The first task of the Working Group will be to organize its own work. . We
have an open mind to the ideas that have already been advanced by some delegations
and we intend ourselves in due course to present our detailed views in this respect.
At this point I would, however, like to state that our further efforts should be
organized in such a manner as to avoid a repetition of the discussion of subjects
where we have already reached agreenent. The 1980 Ad Hoc Working Greup has set
the scene for further progress in 1981 and, by taklng its report into full
consideration, it should be possible to start our work at the point where we stopped
last year.

The 1980 Working Group agreed to structure its work under three general headings,
namely, "scope', 'verification' and "other matters'. The Swedish delegation has
stated its views on all these aspects. I would, however, at this juncture like to
refer briefly to the question of scope. There appears to be general agreenent
in the Committee that in order tc achieve an effective prohibition ‘the scope will
have to be comprehensive, In the course of last year's discussion the Swedish
delegation explained its understanding of a comprehensive prohibition and we
introduced in that context the concept 'chemical weapon capability", This concept,
inter alia outlined in docunent CD/??, attracted considerable support in the
Committee, and we feel encouraged to pursue it. Although the term as such was not
acceptable to all delegations during last year's discussion, we believe that our
approcach is well in line with the general direction of the discussions so far
undertaken. The report of the Ad Hoc Group lists some of the activities and
specific itens to be prohibited under a CW-convention. In order to render such
a convention truly comprehensive we believe that it is highly essential that it
should cover a broad range of activities which are needed for chemical warfare,
including planning, organization and training to the oxtent that they are intended
for the use of chenical veapons. A convention. without a bhan on such activities
would not prchibit parties from organizing and planning for the establishnent of
nilitery chemical warfare units and training them to use chemical weapons.  The
physical acquisition of chemical weapong, including chenical warfare agents, may
take a comparatively short time. Such agents could in fact even be taken out of
civilian industrial production of toxie chemicals.
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In order to outline its thoughts further, the Swedish delegation will shortly
present another working paper on this subject. My words today should serve as an
introduction to that working paper. - ‘

Mr. Chairman, this Committee should allow no-one to drag his feet in order to
stop or put obstacles in the way of urgent work in this field. I urge the early
continuation, at this session, of the work begun in 1980 through the establishment
of a Working Group with an appropriate mandate.

I should like to link the concluding part of this statement with what I said
at the beginning in elaborating some further thoughts on our present predicament.

This point in time when we open the 1981 session of the €D ig marked by
uncertainties and warnings.

Events have happened recently which make it even more difficult for ug to see
clearly ahead or to understand present realities, against the background of which
we have to work and which we shall have to try to change.

This point in time witnesses new developments in the field of nuclear weapons
through further and gigentic leaps forward in military technology. For at least
the first part of this crucially decisive decade these are ill-boding in the
extreme.  We must ask ourselves if they are irreversible and, if that should be
the case, where that would lead us.

Let us keep in nind that everyone in the world under the age of 45 has no,
or only very vague, memories of Hiroshimea and its realities. Is that one of the
reasons why the recent United Nations Study on Nuclear Weapons has almost
disappeared from the public debate and even from the debate on the official level?
I find it of the utmost importance that the conclusions of the Study be kept
intensely in the public's eye, in spite of the fact that -- or better —-- more
particularly because the nuclear weapons States bLoycotted the Expert Group that
produced the report, did not participate in its work and did not provide it with
the requested open material.

- Fortunately, it was possible for the Experf Group to overcome the obstacles
created by the nuclear weapons States and to present its conclusions bascd on a
wealth of factual information. ‘

From this and other sources we know that the nuclear arsenals of the super-
powers are many times larger than those needed for the effective fulfilment of
their declared purpose of detérrence. The technological diversification of
nuclear weapons has made it more and more difficult to maintain that the so-called
balance of terror is a functioning instrument for peace. The risks that the
development will get out of hand are increasing. Particularly worrying is the
fact that new delivery systems permit nuclear weapons "to be used" in the same way
as other weapons; leading up to the ill-boding idea that a nuclear war could be
fought and won. The study shows, on the contrary, that there can be no winner in
a nuclear war and that its primary and secondary effects would be catastrophic for
all countries of the world, The notion that a nuclear war could bé kept under
control is found to be unrealistic. Thig means in political terms that the
superpowers arrogantly keep the peoples of the world hostage for what they perceive
as their own security needs. But the study shows that a system based on a
precarious balance of nuclear deterrence can never be a reliable long-term solution
for international security.
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Furthermore, in the gloomy atmosphere in vhich we live and work, it is at
least heartening to ‘know that groups of dedicated physicians in Varlouo countries
are determined tc bring to the attention of world public opinion the medical effects
of a nuclear war, in other words, the unbelievable horrors of human sufferings that
would follow. This indispensable knowledge should be brought home to citizens
everywhere, to enable them tc raise their voices in an invincible protest cxy:
No more Hiroshimas! ind still there are wise men, in East and West; who from
their desks and their computers preach the gospel of the limited nuclear wwr that
can be fought and won. Shame on their blindness and their inhuman theories

The realities of today show us, Mr. Chairman, that in spite of what coummon
sense and an ordinary amount of foresight would tell those who consider themselves
big and mighty, we shall in the foreseeable future witness no farewell to arms.
The predictions for the early years of this decade point to a continuing armis race,
a further increase in military expenditures beyond the disgusting figure of well
above 500 billion dollars annually, further leaps forward in military technologies.
The new Defense Secretary in one of the superpowers said less than two weeks ago:
"I am very much aware of the need to add greatly to my country's military strength.”

This would lead me to the unfortunately realistic assessment that in the
early 1980s, and in spite of the coming second United Nations Ceneral Assembly
special scssion on disarmament to be held in 1982, there are limited reasons to
expect a conclusion of a CTBT for all time, 2 cessation of the nuclear arms race,
a conventlon banning production and stockpiling of chemical weapons, a start of a
disarmament process.

And we should keep in mind that the crucial factor, time, is not on our side.
The longer negotiations and agreements are delayed, the more difficult they tend
to become.

We often speak about the need, even the necessity, to have an increasingly
widespread public opinion engaging itself in the struggle for peace and survival.
But we do not make it very easy for concerned citizens to come on speaking terms
with us. The armament-disarmament debate deals with facts and figures, which
understandably transcend what can easily be grasped. Who can catch the proportions
of a reality where the present worldwide storage of nuclear weapons correspond to
1,300,000Eiroshims bombs? And let us further agree that the language itself, with
its tremendous power over the human mind as well as over the process of decision-
making, has been corrupted by means of the frequent euphemisms which have entered
the vocabulary of the armarents community, such as bonus-kills and mega-death.

This has the effect of throwing dust into people's eyes. Everybody knows wvhat a
cennon or a gun is, but what is the general cognitive value, one may ask, of a
nininuke or s MIRV of Honest John or Fat Boy?

Part of this development is furthermore accounted for by the vexry approach to’
disarmament which has been adopted for pfactlcel purposes in the absence of general
and complete disarmament -- the step-by-step approach. As we all know, disarmament
negotiations thereby necessarily engage in highly technical matters and issues,
vhich unfortunately tend to obscure the very purpose of the whole'process. But we
must always keep in wmind that disarmement is too important to be left solely to
experts and governments. We must be able to communicate with pecple in human terms
in order to get their indispensable support and demand for results
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L prerequisite for a decisive increase in public awareness of ''present dangers“
is, of course, that a radical Vhanwe in thinking, attitudes, values, decision- .-
making and actions should take place soon. New, in the intematicnal debate,
reference is often made to the need for a display of political will of nations and
gevernments in order to reach results in the decedess-long, gray drudgery of
disarmament talks. This is without doubt correct, but by now, somevhat worn out.
Because of that, another radical change is needed., VWhat is required now is a
clear expression of the political will of pecples, materializing in the action
needed, to make governments nobilize their political will to move decisively. towards
real and genuine disarmanment. '

This is not sheer rhetoric, although I sometines feel that the words we use are
‘losing any real meaning. If, in the medium- or long-term perspective, we arc going
to survive the consequences of our own actions, these worn-out words must be given
back their true and very concrete purport.

More than two and a half years have passed since the General Agsembly's first
special session devoted to disarmament. What has heppened since then?  VWhich
Paragraphs of the Final Document's Action Programme have been implemented since then?
Less than one year and a half remains to the second special sessicn on disarmanent.
What will the CD have to report then? Real progress in the multilateral
negotiations on high priority issues entrusted to us? Or nothing else but the fact
that such uultilateral negotiations were denied us by forces beyond our collective
contrel?

' It is high time to choose. The doomsday clock has again moved closer to
twalve. Does that mean that we have sheown our inability to stop what noust be
stopped.?

Mr. Chairman, I spoke earlier in this statement of the amount of harsh criticism
the second special session on disarmament will bestow upon us if we do not improve
our performance, Perhaps the special session will remember Oliver Cromwell's
famous shout to the Rump Parliament in 1653: "Give place to hetter men!" But I do
hope not. I do hope that, facing what sometines seems the impossible, we shall
not give up, nor shall we give in to forces which continue to put obstacles in our
way. I believe that we should all agree to nake another and another and another
try, to find newv ways, new approaches.

This is the message that should guide us: four per cent of world military
expenditures, less than fourteen days of present use of resources for military
purposes, would eradicate the worst consequences of nass poverty and create a
brighter future for the children of the earth.

The CHLIRMAN (franslated from French): I thank Mrs. Thorsson for her statement
and for the kind words she addressed to the Chair.

I see that we do not have time now to hear the two speakers remaining on our
list for this plenary meeting. I would therefore suggest that we suspend this
neeting now end resune it at 3.30 p.n.

It was so decided.

The meeting was suspenced at 1l p.m. and reccnvenad at 3.45 p.i.
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‘lir., SPERANZA (Italy) ({ranslated from French): .HMr. Chairman, at the beginning
of the last session of the Committee on Disarmament, most of the delegations
represented here noted the serious deterioration of the international situation, -with
its serious repercussiong on the process of ddtente, and hence the added difficulties
of successfully conducting negotietions on arms limitation and disarmement,

Today, cne year later, it would be difficult to find any reasons for greater
optimism: the occupation of Afghanistan continues and other conflicts and tensions
have compoundea this crisis in different -parts of the world, thus providing fertile
ground for the acceleration of the arms race.  But although the political climate in
which the Committee on Dloarmament is resuming its work is not in itself favourable to
our efforts, it nevertheless makes them still more necessary and urgent. The events
I have Jjust mentioned have gnottered international confidence, which is the basis for
any negotiations likely to be crowned with success. It is this confidence which must
be restored, through conclusive actions testifying to the determination, on the part
of all States, to achieve peaceful co-existénce in observance of international
comnitments and obligations under the Charter of the United Nations.

This is the task that has been undertaken by the Madrid Conference on Security
and Co-operation in Eurcpe, within its own gecgrephical context. In this connection,
I should like to draw attention to the initiative, in which my country is participating,
aimed at defining, as pert of the balanced progress of the CSCE process, the terms of
a mandate for convening a Conference on Disarmament in Burope. This Conference should
provide, in an initial phase; for the negotiation of confidence- DUlldlnC measures
applicable to the whole of the Duropean continent, -from the Atlontic to the Urals.
Such measures, which will have to be meaningful at the military level and mandatory,
would be accompanied by provisions calculated to ensure adequate verification of +the
commitments made., This could pave the way for subsequent arms-control and disarmament

tleasures.

To this same end, my country is working for the achievement of concrete results at
the Vienna Conference so as to.arrive at a mutual and balanced reduction of forces in
Central Burope, and for related measures to strengthen confidence, security and
stability throughout Europe.

More generally, Italy expresses the hope that the SALT process concerning the
control and limitation of the strategic weapons of the two main nuclear Powers will
continue. It noted with satisfaction the opening at Geneva, last autumn, of preliminary
talks between the United States and the Soviet Union, with the object of reducing
long-range theatre nuclear forces to the lowest possible level, and reaffirms its
determination to contribute to the continuation and success of those taliks.

The United Nations General Assembly, whose deliberations form the basis of our
work, adopted, at its thirty-fifth session, resolution 35/47 concerning the second
special session devoted to disarmament, to be held in 1982, The work of this Committee
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is therefore destined to procecd with that date in mind. In view of the complexity
of the task before us, 13 wmonths will not be too long in which to create an
auspicious climete for tie success cof the second special session.

In crder to achieve this goal, all States must strive sclupulously to fulfil
one prior condition, namely, to ensure that peace and security are not subjected to
further attacks through uhe use or the threat of use of force in international
relations.

The outcome of the special session will also depend on the efficiency and
dispatch with vhich the Disarmement Committee manages to deal with the matters
falling within its competence. As the only multilateral negotiating body in the
disarmament field, it is, in fact, a key element in the mechanism established at the
first special session., The Committee has been entrusted with prime responsibility in
applying the Programme of Action contained in section III of the Final Document.

If, in 1982, the fruits of four years of discussions and work in this Committee
vere to be judged unsatisfactory, the very credibility of this body as well as that
of the system established in 1978 to promote world disarmament, could suffer.

My slowing-down of the momentum imparted by the first special session, and the
feelings of frustration and insecurity that would inevitably ensue, might give fresh
impetus to the arms race and increase the risk of conflicts,

It is bearing this prospect in mind, and having regard to the limitations it
imposes with respect to time, that this Commlttee should, in my view, prepare itself
to tackle the problems which will arise at both the procedural and the substantive
levels. The criterion which must govern our work is that of continuity and gradation,
in particular; by building on the basis of what has already been achieved in the past.
In this way, it should be possible to resume, from the outset, constructive discussions
on those agenda items for which it has already been possible to reach the stage of
concrete negotiations. I refer, in particular, to questions for which four ad hoc
working groups were established at the last session and have, on the vhole, achieved
appreciable results.

Por my part, I should like tc make o few comments, here and now, on some of
these questions. ' '

In the area of the prohibition and destruction of chemical weepons, the
substantial work accomplished last year -- of which, morecver, the General Assembly
took note with satisfaction —- must constituie the point of departure for taking up,
the threads of the negotiations at the current session. The problems on which o
consensus has emerged and those on which more or less acute divergencies still need
to be removed have been identified with sufficient clarity. The Committee would
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therefore appear to be in a position fully to discharge its role, which is to
negotiate a multilateral convention. The experience of last year showed that the
continuation of the bilateral negotiations between the United Stetes and the
Soviet Union --~ vhich we would like to see rapidly concluded -— and the parallel
holding of multilateral negotiations are not only not incompatible, but may prove
to be mutually beneficial, - '

The progress made, at both the mulitilateral and the bilateral levels, on the
crucial issue of verification, holds out hope that a positive conclusion to the talks
is henceforth no longer unattainable. Italy is convinced that an-efficient system of
verification can he based on a number of reasonable measures acceptable to all States;
the agreement to include "on-site inspections' in some cases is an important step
forwerd in this respect. : ' '

‘Verification of the use to which chemical weapons mcy have been put is an
essential aspect of the question of verification in general. Italy, aware of the
need to establish, here and now, 2 form of international procedure, especially in a
situation demanding the strengthening of mutual confidence, firmly supported '
resolution 35/144C edopted at the thirty-fifth session of the United Nations
General Assembly. In entrusting to the Secretary-General the task of carrying out an
investigation into reports regarding the use of chemical weapons in some parts of the
world, this resolution pursues the dual objective of strengthening the Geneva Protocol
of 1925, by filling certain gaps, and helping to improve the climate of confidence
among nations which has been seriously undermined by certoin international events.

The elaboration of a comprehensive programme of disarmement is. an initiative
whpse potential advantages have always been recognized by Italy. It would seem
realistic to believe that, by resuming the negotiations begun last year at the outset
of the current session, the Disarmement Committee will be able to complete its work
“in time for the programme to be submitted to the second spacial session for
consideration, as requested in the relevant General Assembly resolution. The Italian
delegation is ready to participate in-this work, in a constructive and open-minded
gpirit. Its position on the various points at issue is well-known and has been set
forth in the working papers that have been submitted from time to time. It rests on
a number of general principles which, in our view, should be suitably reflected in the
comprehensive programme: above all, respect for the fundamentel right of each State
to its security, which means, in the words of the Final Document, that "at each stage,
the objective should be undiminished security at the lowest possible level of
armaments." The concept of security is complex and may have different meanings
depending on’:the geostrategic situation of each State and other factors. It is:
essential that an effort be made to take account of these divérse interpretations
and to adopt a balanced approach to the:various problems -~ one which respects the
balance between nuclear disarmament measures and conventional disarmament measures,
betwveen global disarmament measures and regional measures, and between the scope of
the limitations agreed and the extent of verifications.
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For many countries, including my own, the criterion of balance is fundamental,
and the main attraction of & disermament programme purporting to be “comprehensive®
is: precisely that such a belanced spproach is possible. Bach part of the world hes
passed through different historical experiences. As regards Italy, and its own
particular situation in the Duropean region, security can only be achieved, at the
present stage, within the context of a collective self-defence alliance, in conformiby
with Article 51 of the Charter of the United Nations.

It is on the basis of these facts, resulting from the geopolitical reality, that
ny country is doing its utmost to promote arms-control and disarmament Measures.
Other States and other regions have had different experiences end acquired o
different outlook. The problem is to try to understand these differences and to
hermonize them as much as possible.

The particular insistence of my delegation, and of other delegations, on the
search for a balance between nuclear disarmament measures and conventional disarmament
measures, stems from this reality.

The priority which is rightly accorded tc nuclear disarmement because of the
devastating effects of nucleor weapons should not make us overlook the fact that,
since 1945, millions of people have been victims of conventional weapons, ond that
four-fifths of militory expenditure in . the world is allocated to conventional weapons
and armed forces. These statistics assume even greater significance when the
interrelationship between disarmement and development is taken into consideration.

In my opinion, the Committee would be well advised, in the interests of the
general balance end efficiency of its work, to consider, also, specific problems
relating to conventional disarmement. In this connection, I would remind the
Committee of a working paper (CD/56) vhich Italy submitted to it last year on a
subject which 1t regards as being of top priority, namely, the control and limitation
of the international transfer of weapons.

In this context, the comprehensive programme of disarmament may provide a useful
reference framewvork, capable of co-ordinating particular initiatives if it succeeds in
preposing an integrated set of disermament measures to be applied, undexr adecuate
control, in successive stages of the disarmament process. A set of balanced measures
would be more effective in precluding the risk of unilateral advantages ond in ensuring
that each phese met the same criterion of balance and stability. Seen in this light,
neither the establishment of time-limits nor the imposition of legally binding
obligations can play a decisive role; the safegusrding, at each gtage, of an over-all
balance capsble of stimulating the indispensable political will of the partics
concerned, it seems to us, is certeinly more important.

My delegotion is convinced that useful negotiations on radiological
weapons and on sirengthening the security of the non-nuclear-yeapon States can be
resuméd immediately. Progress on these matters would constitute -2 positive element
in the over-all balance of the Committee's work. Iy delegation is willing, moreover,
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to discuss the most appropriate means whereby the Committee could give adequate
consideration to the. problem of the complete prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests..

Two clements emerged during the second hzlf of 1980 vhich daserve special attention:
the detailed three-Power report submitted to this Committee on 31 July 1980 (CD/lBO),
and the second Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the Non—ProliferatiQn
of Nuclear Weapons, held in August the same year.

The tripartite report marks z very importent stage in efforis to reoch cgrecment
on 2 comprehensive test ban. t outlines a universal type of treaty which could
certainly include a truly international verification system. This possibility, which
is gratifying, leads us to believe that conditions are ripe for the opening of concrete
negotiations in this forum., If the CTB is developed as an authenticelly multilateral
legal instrument, it will retain all its value ag a resiraining influence on vertical
and horizontal proliferation. The most effective way of committing the entire =
international community would be for all States to participate in the verification
system envisaged: this process of "multilateralization” can take place only within
the Disarmament Committee, the only multilateral negotiating organ in the disarmament

field.

The work of the second Review Conference of the Parties to the NPT revealed the
limitations of the existing non-proliferation system. That system is threatened vith
progressive erosion; consequently, it is desirable to elaborate new measures calculated
to strengthen it and at the same time to encourage the search for a new international
consensus on nuclear matters. To this end, a comprehensive test-ban treaty could
represent an effective measure that could be speedily applied. Agecin in this field,
experience shows —— and I refer to the excellent work carried out so far by the group
of seismic experts —— that the results of the multilateral effortis made in this area
could also meke a useful contribution to the trilateral negotiations.

. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Disarmament is still the principel negotiating.
body for the disarmament process at the global level, owing to its missiocn and the
institutional tasks entrusted to it. Last year, it registered limited but significant
progress, both on the structuring of its activities and on the substance of negotiation:
Those results were achieved largely through the common determination of participating
delegations to see in the worsening of the international situation an encouragement tQ
negotiate, rather than a reason to down tools. :

Italy hopes that the work which has just begun will be imbued with this same
spirit of determination., It reaffirms its complete readiness to act in a constructive
menner to promote the necessary agreements in a field of such vital importance to
mankind as that of arms limitation and disarmament. Vorld public opinion, rightly
concerned by developments on the international scene, must be able to find a source
of hope in the work of our Committee end in thet of other internatiornal organizations
engeged on the seme task, :

The CHATRIVN (translated from French): I thenk His Excellency lir. Speranza,
Under-Secretary of State of the Ilinistry of Foreign Affairs of Italy, for his
statement, I should also like to thank him for the kind words he addressed to the
Chaixr.
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Mr. VENKATESUARAN (India): IMr. Chairmen, it is a matter of great satisfaction
to my delegation to see you assume the'Chairmanship of our -Committee, not oniy
because of the close and extensive relations between our two countries but also
because we have, through our asscciation, learnt to admire your diplomatic skill and
have come to repose confidence in your ability to chart the work of the Committee
over a constructive course. I pledge to you the fullest co-operation of my delegation
in the discharge of your difficult dutics.

I take the opportunity also to cipress the appreciation of my delegation to the
distinguished Ambassador of Ethiopia, H.E. Tadesse Terrefe, who so ably conducted the
work of the Committce at its concluding session lasit year, To him fell the difficult
task of reconciling the sometimes divergont and onnosing views of member delegations
into a coherent consensus eventually reflected in the Committee's report o the
United Nations General Assembly at its thirty-fifth session.

On behalf of the Indian delegation, I welcome in our midst today four new
colleagues, namely, the distinguished Ambassadors of Egynt, Pakistan, Romania and
Zaire. Ve have no doubt that their prescnce in the Committee will further advance
the common cause to which we are all committed.

In reviewing the work of the Committee during its last session, my delegation has
drawn some relevant conclusions. We would like to share these with the Committee in
the hope that they may help us in using the limited time at our disposal during the
session more efficiently in discharging our mandate.

During 1980, the Committee on Disarmament spent an incrainately long time over
procedural questions. We strongly bhelieve that the Committcc has sufficiently
flexible rules of procedure to enable it %o discharge its main function of undertaking
substantive negotiations, without getting wrapped up in vhat is a common diseasc with
most international forums, namely, a preoccupation with procedure. The decision last
year to set up four Ad hoc Vorking Groups was extremely immortant and significant,
but our delegation would have wished that these Groups could have started their
substantive work right at the start of our 1980 session without losing an inordinate
amount of time for the rather formal decisions to be taken on their ‘detailed .
mandates. This experience leads us strongly to urge that the four Ad hoc Working
Groups which functioned so effectively in the latter half of the 1980 session, and
which the Committee agreed in its report should continue their work in 1981, should be
set up now, immediately, without any loss of time. They should bc requested to
commence sittings under the existing mandates while we negotiatc new mandates,
wherever they may be considered necessary, for any particular Vorking Group. My
delegation is prepared to proceed on this basis straight avay and to participate in
their work.

With respect tc the agenda of our Committee for the current session; I am
Sure everyone would agree that none of the seven items on the agenda of the Committee
last year have in fact been dealt with cxhaustively or in a conclusive manner. It
would be therefore quite appropriate if egsentially the same agenda werc to
continue to serve us during our current session as well,


http://sld.ll

Cb/rv.101
38

(1fr. Venkateswaran, India)

As far as the programme of work is concerned, my delegation as always has an
open mind. “These arc matters which may be settled to the best interest of all .the
delegations in this Committee through mutual consultations that may be conducted by
our distinguished Chairman. The Chairman as well as the Secretariat arc quite aware
of the major preoccupations of the various delegations represented in this Committee.
I have no doubt that they would be able to work out a successful and flexible
programme of work for this Committee, taking these preoccupations into account.

My delegation has consistently attached the highest urgency and importance to the
negotiation of urgent measures for the achievement of nuclear disarmament and for the
prevention of a nuclear war. -We have stated before, and we vould like to reiterate
again, that we consider it ironical and inexplicable that an issue which has a
direct bearing upon the very survival of mankind is yet to receive the kind of
intensive and urgent attention it clearly deserves in this multilateral negotiating
body. Tew in this Committee would disagree that Working Groups are the best mechanism -
for conducting substantive negotiations on the various items on our agenda. Nuclear
disarmament is an item on our agenda. MNuclear disarmament is also the most important
item on the dgenda sincc the usc of nuclear weapons anywhere will have catastrophic
consequences for mankind as a whole. We fail, therefore, to understand why there is
still opposition to the sctting up of ab ad hoc working group to undertake
negotiations on this vital question which affects the security of all nations of the
world. The Group of 21 already at thc last session put forward a proposal for the
setting up of such a working group., This call was alsd reitecrated at the
thirty-fifth session of the General Assembly in its resolution 35/152 C. It is the
earnest hope of my delegation that the Committee will be able to achieve a speedy
consensus on this pronosal and that the working group can commence its deliberations
at the very beginning of the 1981 spring session. It will be a shameful reflection
on this Committee if the delegations renresented here go to the second special session
of ‘the General Assembly on disarmament without some concrete progress to report on
what the Final Document of the first special session categorically declared to be the
most urgent problem facing mankind.

The Group of 21, during the 1980 session of the Committee, also strongly pressed
for the setting up of a working group for the negotiation of a comprehensive |
test-ban treaty. Unfortunately, such an ad hoc working group could not be set up in
1980 owing to- the negative attitude of some nuclear-weapon States and their allies.

I would appeal to these delegations to reflect upon the consequences of opposing the
wishes of the vast majority of the nations and peoples of the world who quite

rightly regard the continuation of nuclear weapons testing as a particularly cynical
disregard of the interests of the world community and harmful to the human race as a
vhole. India was anongst the earliest prononents of a comprehensive test ban treaty
and hopes that all nuclear-wcapon States will demonstrate the necessary political will
in agrecing to a consensus on this proposal, which would also serve to establish the
credibility of their professed commitment to the goal of achieving muclear
disarmament.

It is not the intention of my delegation at this stage to dwell at length on
cach item on our agenda. -However, it has traditionally been the practice of
delegations to use their opening statements in the plenary to highlight what they
consider to be the most urgent questions that must be dealt with by the Committec on
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Disarmament. As must already be obvious from our strong support for the proposal for
the setting up of a new ad hoc working group for the conduct of negotiations on
nuclear disarmement, my delegation continues to'attach the highest importance to the.
achievement of nuclecar disarmament and the prevention of nuclear war.

While the Committee on Disarmament opens its deliberations today, it is
significant that the Commission on Human Rights has already been in session for the
past fev days here in Geneva. Perhaps we ought to remind ourselves of the integral
link which exists between the achievement of disarmaement and the promnotion of human
rights. After all, the most basic and fundamental human right is the rlgnt to life
itself. Tt is prﬁolooly this right which is threatened by the continued accunulation
and refinement of the 1n°trumenus of death. And who would deny that the most ‘
horrific instrument of death that man has created so far is the thermonuclear vieapon?

When nuclear weapons came into e\lstcncc, towards the close of the second world
war, they vere recoghized as constituting a totally new dimension in the hlqtory of
warfare. The destructive power of these weapons puts them in a class apart from even
the most destructive conventional weapons ever known. Ior the first time, the
instantaneous annihilation of an entire State or group of States had become feasible.
Also for the flrst time, here was a weapon against which no cffective defence was
pos 1b1e.

In a world, therefore, with onp001nm States possessing nuclear weapons, a war
using nuclear weapons could only mean swift annihilation of all belligerents alike.
Also, unfortunatcly, even if just a fow nations werc to choose this path of insanity,
the consequences would not be limited merely to thesée individual States, since the
effects of thermonuclear weapons cannot be confined to national boundaries. The
ertire human race has thus become hostage to the nossible irratiorality of a few who
hold these weapons &nd who, against all evidence, are busy cvolving new theories of
nuclear warfare based on the fallacy that nuclear war is wagcable, and what is even more
absurd, winnable. As members of the Committec are avare, many distinguished
strategists belonging to nuclear-weapon States have themselves repeatedly exposéd the
fallacy of such theories.

Could muclear weapons ever be conceived as a credible instrument of warfare?
Military strategy becomes moanlngless without a political objective capable of
realization, Nuclear weapons have for the first time made possible vhat was regarded
by strategic thinkers as beinz until then only a theoretical possibility -~— an
Absolute War. Absolute War is senseless, preciscly becausc it would leave naither
victor nor vanquished and would therefore serve no conceivable political or, for that
matter, military purpose. Despite the fact that the use of nuclear weapons would serve
no rational political or military aim and would almost certainly result in assurecd
mitual destruction, how is it that such weapons not only continue to exist but are
contlnuously being accumulated and refined?

In order %o cscape the illog gicality of the notion of an absolute war that is.
inherent in the invention of thermonuclear wcanons, the concept of so-~called nuclear
deterrence has been advanced. In a nuclear age, deterrence involves the theoretlcal
ability of a State to impose unacceptable destruction on its adversary and, at
the same time, its willingness to withstand massive destruction, perhaps even to the
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point of sclf-annihilation. Such a state of affairs, it is implied, would hopefully
prevent the outbreak of a nuclear war. Since, hovever, any .political aim would be
irrelevant in the aftermath of an actual nuclear war, deterrence in this context is
in the last analysis based on dangerous bluff., It is ultimately based on the
irrationality of accepting the idea of national suicide.

The lack of rationality as well as credibility that is inherent in such a
doctrine has not been lost on those who espouse it. However, instead of
acknoviledging the illogicality of the use of nuclear weapons and taking urgent steps
to achieve nuclear disarmament, nuclear-weapon States have chosen %o attempt the
impossible and to square the nuclear circle by adopting two different tacks both
equally invalid when examined closely. On the one hand, nuclear weapons technology
has moved in the direction of evolving a whole range of so-called tactical or
battlefield nuclear weapons that woulu create the illusion of bridging the gap between
conventional arms and strategic nuclear weapons. Concurrent with this technological
development is the attempt to apply traditional doctrines of use relevant only to
conventional weapons to this new generation of so-called tactical nuclear weapons.
But as has been pointed out time and again and acknowledged by strategists in
nuclear-weapon States themselves, even the limited use of tactical nuclear weapons
would inevitably cause massive destruction unprecedented in humoen history. The
effects would be not only immediate in character but also of a long-term nature.

The experience of the Bikini and Marshall islands where nuclear-weapon tests had
been conducted, prove that even after several decades it may not be possible for
people to return safely to an area once devastated by nuclear weapons. The
contamination of soil and vegetation, and genetic distortions of the human population
exposed to nuclear radiation, which has been the experience in these islands where
nuclear-weapon tests were carried out, should warn those who continue to believe that
somehow the use of so-called tactical nuclear weapons would result in acceptable
damage as compared with the use of strategic nuclear weapons. Even if a nuclear
‘ekchange -could be kept to an illusory "tactical' threshold, no rational polltloal or
mllltary aim could possibly be achieved.

In any case, nobody believes that once nuclear weapons of any kind are actually
used, escalation to a global nuclear war using strategic nuclear weapons could
possibly be avoided. An irrational zero cannot be divided into rational fractions.
Let us acknowledge once for all that the very naturc of nuclear weapons makes it
impossible to use them for achieving ary conceivable rational political or military '
objective. A nuclear war, by its very nature, would serve no purpose other than to
threaten the existence of the human race.

We come next to thc question whether a nuclear war can be avoided and peace in
this nuclear age safeguarded somehow by the competitive accumulation of growing and
sophisticated arsenals of nuclear weapons by the nuclcar-weapon States. This is what
is implied by the current theories of nuclear deterrence and strategic balance.

My delegation would submit that inherent in the concept of deterrence is an implicit
commitment to a continuing and accelerating nuclear arms race. A state of

so~called parity or strategic balance is, from the point of view of any particular
participant in the nuclear race, the least satisfactory point on the variable scale
of go-called deterrence. After all; the greater the power to destroy the adversary
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vwhile at the same time being able to limit or escape damage to onegclf, the higher
the level of so-called "deterrence" which is presumed %to have been achieved. It is
not strange, therefore, that those who subscribe to these doctrines assert that a
nuclear war can be fought and won. It is also not strange that the impossible goal
of an ultimate defence against & nuclcar attack continues to be pursued. ' Proponents
of such. views argue for the accumulation of larger and more refined nuclear arsenals
on the postulate that unless it is demonstrated that a nuclear-weapon -Power has
achieved the capability of fighting and winning at every level of a possible nuclear
exchange, deterrence would not be a credible posture. Thus the perverted logic of
so-called deterrence keeps feeding on itself, requiring a continuous escalation of
weapons systems in a vain scarch for the will o' the wisp of strategic superiority.
Thus, while so~called parity or strategic balance is trumpeted as the keeper of the
peace in the nuclear age, there is s, in fact, a continuvous endecavour to overturn that
balanoe, precisely because of the logic which the concept of deterrecnce imposes.

The foregorng analysis leads us to two major conclusions. TIirstly, no doctrines
concerning the use of nuclcar weapons have so far been designed, or in fact can be
designed, which would be credible in the sense that their adoption could lead to the
achievement of any conceivable political objective. Attempts to try somehow to fit
the use, of nuclear weapons. into the familiar mould of doctrines applicable to
the use of conventional weapons become untenable abstractions. The reality is that
the use of any.type of nuclear weapon anywhere will inevitably result in a global
nuclear holocaust. The second conclusion is that concepts of so-called deterrence
carry within them the dragon-seed of a relentless nuclear arms race. Deterrence
involves a perpetual search for military superiority over an adversary. Although in
the nuclear age the search for such a military superiority is irrelevant, it is
precisely such a pursuit of 111usory and unattainable superiority that has continued
to fuel the nuclear arms race which we are witnessing today.

As we see 1t, the achievement of nuclear disarmamént has become a
categorical imperative precisely because nuclear arms can no longer serve any
conceivable political purpose for any State which claims to conduct its policy on a
rational basisz. On the other hand, the concept of nuclear deterrence which has been
evolved to fit nuclear weaponry 1pto the realm of a rational war strategy will tend
to perpetuate a technological race for the perfection of nuclear arms in the vain
hope of achieving the capability of visiting total annihilation on an adversary
while escaping such annihilation onesclf.

. Mr. Chairman, while all nuclear-weapon States have solemnly and formally
committed themselves to the goal of achieving nuclear disarmament, developments in
nuclear weaponry over the past two decades, as well as the evolution of strategic
doctrines governing their use, have made this commitment less and less credible.
Today, the nuclear-weapon States have Sully integrated their nuclear arsenals into
their war-fighting machines and we increasingly hear assertions that, for at least
some of these States, national defence is incomplete without the possession of
nuclear weapons. Iven vhere negotiations have taken place among some of the
nuclear-weapon States, they have not been directed towards the achievement of nuclear
disarmament, but rather towards devising ingenious means 1o cnable them to live with
the reality of nuclear weapons, at higher levels of accumulation. The regulation of
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nuclear competition rather than the genuine achievement of nuclear disarmament has
‘been the thrust of negotiations concerning niclear weapons so far. The rest of us
are accordingly entitled to ask when we can hope that nuclear weapons will be
eliminated. MNuclear-weapon States owe us a duty to explain the inconsistencies and
contradictions between their formal commitment to achieve nuclear disarmament and
the pursuit of contrary policies which seek to integrate nuclear weapons permanently
into their military apparatus. They must also explain how they reconcile their
avowed aim of achieving nuclear disarmament with their espousal of the concept of
deterrence. To my delegation it is obvious that the nuclear arms race cannot be’
controlled or checked, so long as the concept of ldeterrence remains the central
feature of the nuclear landscape.

_ If the above analysis is correct, and if nuclear disarmament may no longer be =z
credible objective %o be hoped for, then we, the non-nuclear nations of the world,
are entitled at least to be made clearly cognizant of this fact. Ve must Xnow if
we are offered no alternative except to reconcile ourselves to a world condemned to
live perpetually under the shadow of an impending nuclear catastrophe. Ve must
know that for the foreseeable .future we shall continue to be exposed at every
moment to the possibility of a nuclear war that would result in our annihilation,
without our being a party to the waging of such a war. Perhaps, once it is clear-
to everyonc that nuclear weapons arc here to stay, that those who possess them will
adamantly refuse to agree to their elimination, then the world community may be able
to recast its assumptions about the kind of world we are doomed to 11ve in.

We,have now reached'a.point where some of the most fundamental assumptions on
which the whole structure .of our negotiations on disarmament measures have so far -
been based require to be reviewed and examined. If these assumptions are wot :
carefully scrutinized now, we continue to run the risk of chasing after shadows with
little hope of tangible résults. It is for this reason that we believe it is
urgently necessary to set up an Ad hoc Working Group on Huclear Disarmament, so that
the Committee on Disarmament, as a ncgotiating body, can examine objectively whether
the assumptions on which we have relied with regard to the bringing about of
miclear disarmament continue to be valid. This scrutiny would be in the interest
not merely of non-nuclear-weapon States but of the nuclear-weapon States also.

For, once it is established beyond question that the accumulation of nuclear
arsenals and the espousal .of sirategic doctrines concerning the use of nuclear
weapons havé not brought about security for them, but on the cenitrary condemned them
to a state of perpetual insecurity, these countries may perhaps be per suaded to
change their line of thinking and join the mainstream of world opinicn. Once it is
realized that nuclear war is unwageable and unwinnable, nuclear disarmament ceases
to be merely an ideal: it becomes a parsmount necessity. '

During this session our Committee will also be considering questions relating
to the prohibition of chemical weapons and radiological weapons. Ify delegation's
stand on these two issues has bcen made clear in the statements ve have made both
in the plenary as well as in the Working Groups during the session of the
Committee on Disarmament last year. As far as chemical weapons are concerned, we
are gratified by the substantive work done by the Working Group last year. Ve hope
that the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons will recommence its sittings and
resume its substantive work without delay. Progress in this area is important
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because there are already certain ominous developments which, if allowed to proceed
unchecked, could constitute yet another curse to the existence of mankind. . By this

I mean the danger posed by the developnent of binary chemical weapons.  These
dangercus trends must spur us on to achieve a chemical weapons convention, if possible
during this very session of the Committee. Soon after attaining independence; India
abjured the production and use of chemical weapons. iy delegation is  therefore fully
committed to this objective and will malke a pcsitive contribution to the best of its
ability. Iy delegation continues to have a positive attitude also on the negotiation
of a convention on the prohibition of radiological weapons. During multilateral
negotiations on this subject last year we raised certain important points of ‘principle
concerning the defipition of 1"ac".iolog:Lcal weapons., We trust that during the
con°1deraulon of the problen this year, a reasonable soluticn to this question can be
found. :

_One of the important tasks before this Committee is the elaboration of a
comprehensive programme of disarmament. While the elements of such a programme have
already been set forth by the United Mations Disarmament Commission, this -Committee
would have to put in a considerable amount of work in regard to its formulation and
negotiation. My delegation believes that the programme has to be as specific asg
possible andé should also contain some indication as to the time-frame within which
the various disarmament measures contained in the programme are to be realized.
Without a built-in time-frame, the programme would have little practical political
relevance. We earnestly hope that during the current negotiations we may be able
to find a broad consensus on this issue.

Vle are only a little more than a year away from the General Assembly's second
special session on disarmament, This Committee was set up.in 1978 as a negotiating
body by the General Assembly at its first special session on disarmament in order . to
formulate urgent measures of disarmament. If we are unable to record any substantial
progress in negotiations on the various items on our agenda before the second special’
session is convened, we shall be seen as having failed in the responsibility placed
on us by the international comminity. We hope, accordingly, that all delegations
present here will make a conscious attempt during the current session to avoid
procedural wrangles and also to f°s1st the temptation of ~turning this body into a
forum for polemical exchanges. The business of this Committee ig to negotiate on
disarmament measures. We cannot, as.a pretext for delaying our work, use the
argument that the intérnational environment has worsened. If we do not discharge
the responsibility given to us, the international envirornment will undoubtedly worsen
further, '

In conclusion, I would like to emphasize the urgency which my delegation
fervently hopes will infuse the proceedings of this Committee during its current session.
In a speech at the United Nations General Assemply in 1961 the late Prime Minister of
India, Jawaharlal Nehru said, "I am convinced that the modern world cannot contirue
for long without full disarmament. It is perhaps true ultimately that the material
advance which has taken place in the world and which is magnificent has gone far ahead
of the development of the human mind. A mind which lags behind and thinks in terms
of how nations functioned and wars occurred a hundred or two hundred years ago dees not
fit in with the modern age. Bmotionally, we do not fully understand the possibility
of a nuclear war. Otherwise it seems to me irpossible that there should be continuing
deadlocks and impasses, for under modern conditions war must be ruled out or human
civilization has to suogit to the ending of all that it has laboured for thousands of
years to build, If that is true, it is important and urgent that we should approach
this question of dicarmament with speed, deliberation and determination to solve it",
Mr, Chairman, India's approach to questions of disarmament continucs to draw its
inspiration from these words.
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The CHATRMAN (translated from Frenoh): I thank His Excellency :
Ambassador Venkateswaran for his statement and I am grateful to him for the kind and -
friendly words he addressed to the Chair. ' o '

The statement we have Jjust heard is the last, according to the 1list of speakers,
for this plenary meeting. I should like to. know if any other delegations wish to
take the floor, : ' : :

If not, I propose that we now look briefly at some questions concerning the
organization of our work for the coming days. ‘

I should like to draw the attention of delegations to the following documents -
which they now have before them: first, document CD/140, entitled "Letter dated
2 February 1981 from the Secretary-General of the United Nations to the Chairmen of
the Committee on Disarmament ftransmitiing the resolutions on disarmament adopted by
the General Assembly at its thirty-fifth session', Then there is document
CD/INF, 1/Rev 4, entitled "Basic information for delegations on conference arrangements
and documentation'.

As you know, rule .29 of our rules of procedure provides that "the provisional
agenda and the programme of work shall be drawn up by the Chairman of the Committee
with the assistance of the Secretary and presented to the Committee for cons1deratlon
and adoption,

In conformity with that rule I have submitted to the Committee a working paper
which could, if the Committee agrees, be examined at an informal meeting to be held
tomorrow; Wednesday, at 3 p.m. If there is no objection, we could at the same
meeting consider the requests submitted by States not members of the Committee
concerning their participation in our deliberations. The Secretariat has today
distributed informally, at my request, the te cts of the oommunlcatlon so far received
on this subject. - '

Lastly, 1f we have time, we could, still at the informal 1eetiﬁg, have a first
exchange of views on the subject of working groups.

If there are no other comments in this connection I propose to adjourn this
plenary meeting now. The next plenary meeting will be held on Thursday, 5 February,
at 10,30 a.m., and I understand that the Committee has agreed to the proposal I made’
for the holding of an informal meeting tomorrow, Vednesday, at 3 p.m. If there are
no further observations on these proposals, I shall adjourn the meeting.

The meeting rose at 4.45 p.m.
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Mrs., TEORSSON (Sweden): I apologize for asking for the floor also at this
session's second plenary meeting. I do have some reasons for this request. And I
shall be brief.

In yesterday's newspapers we were informed about some statements made by the
United States Secretary of Defense, Mr. Weinberger, at his first Pentagon news
conference last Tuesday. These statements indicated that Secretary Weinberger
might favour the deployment of neutron warheads in Europe. He is quoted as saying:
'T think that the opportunity that this weapon gives to strengthen tactical nuclear
forces is one that we very probably would want to make use of." .

Mr, weinberger's statement seems to confirm the fact, stated last Tuesday, that
we live in times of uncertainties and warnings. When we receive an early warning
of this kind what should be our reaction? To wait and see? Or to try to do something?

Well Mr. Chairman, on this occasion I shall have to recall that in 1977 and 1978
strong popular movements arose in many countries, not least in Western Europe, in
severe protest against the so~called neutron bomb. There was reason to consider,
with some satisfaction, that this was one of the factors behind President Carter's
decision in autumn 1978 to defer the production of this weapon, rightly
characterized by its opponents as abominable. At that time one could argue, as I
did in my statement in the General Assembly's First Committee in November 1977, that
"public opinion is a political reality." -

But this political force was reassured by President Carter's announcement in
autumn 1978, Not even when he later authorized the Energy Department to start
production of some critical elements of the weapon did this seem to put public
opinion on the alert again.

What has happened in this area since then is that another nuclear weapon power
is developing and testing a neutron weapon. I do not have to repeat the Swedish
Government's consistent denouncement of this weapon, which would give a new aspect
to nuclear warfare, adding further to its terrifying effects, and which entails the
inherent risk of lowering the nuclear weapon threshold.

In accordance with the Swedish Government's actions over the years, I want
today to draw attention to Secretary Weinberger's statements two days ago. I am
aware that they revealed no immediately forthcoming decision on this gruesome
matter. What we have received is, in fact, as I said, an early warning. That is
exactly the reason why I have taken up the issue in the Committee on Disarmament
today. Governments and peoples should take note of the Defense Secretary's
announcement and ponder over its eventual effects on the future of nations in the
densely populated European continent.

Mr. HERDER (German Democratic Republic): Mr, Chairman, at the outset of my
statement I would like to congratulate you on your assumption of the -chairmanship
of the Committee on Disarmament during the first month of this year's session.

I hope that your considerable experience, your knowledge and the respect which you
enjoy among the members of the Committee will make it possible to take effective
decisions, which would allow us to work effectively from the very beginning, thus
laying the ground for tangible progress in our endeavours. I wish you success in
discharging your important duties.
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It is also a pleasure for me to take this opportunity to express my thanks and
my admiration to the outgoing Chairman, Ambassador Terrefe from Ethiopia, for his
performance as Chairman during the month of August and during the interim period,
It was thanks to his able and flexible leadership that the Committee was in a
position to solve all problems in connection with the elaboration of its report
to the thirty-fifth sessicn of the United Nations General Assembly, thus inspiring
conditions for meking further strides in our efforts to achieve Progress nowv,
during the 1981 session.

Furthermore, I would like to welcome the newly appointed heads of the
delegations from Romania, Pakistan, Zaire and Egypt. I am confident that our
cordial and useful relations and the co-operation we had with their predecessors
will continue with them. This year's session of the Committee on Disarmament is
starting its work in a situation characterized by serious international tensions.
In spite of all the efforts exerted by peace loving forces, the arms race is
acquiring ever more dangerous dimensions.

The policy of intensifying the arms race pursued by certain imperialist circles,
which is often called "the additional axmament", is begimming to undermine the
results of political détente attained with great efforts in the 1970s. Armed
conflicts continue in various regions -of the world. In spite of the resolute
appeals made by the world community, the SALT II Treaty has not yet entered into
force. At the same time, one nuclear Power is propagandizing a doctrine aimed at
making a nuclear war, as it was said, wageable and winnable, In this regard my
delegation fully shares *the ‘concern expressed at our meeting on 3 February by the
distinguished representatives of Mexico, Sweden and India. While we here in
Geneva in the Committee on Disarmament are undertaking great efforts to achieve
progress in the field of curbing the arms race and while we are searching for new
and concrete ways and solutions, we at the same time are confronted with a threat =——
the production of a new barbaric weapon - coming from other places.

There is, however, no reasonable alternative to peace and international
co-operation., We must do everything to continue the process of political and
military détente in the 1980s as well. In this context, the General Secretary of
the Central Committee of the Socialist Unity Party of Germany and Chairman of the
Council of State of the German Democratic Republic, Erich Honecker, underlined the
following: "To make peace more secure, the most essential task in world affairs
today is to stop the arms race and to supplement political détente with disarmament.
This task is more pressing today than ever before. In order to restore a healthy
international atmosphere, it is imperative to ensure a shift in this respect right
now, in the 1980s. Losing time now can only please those who have embarked on an
imperialist policy of confrontation and of continued and even heightened tension,
thus intentionally risking the plunging of mankind into a nuclear Armageddon.”

Mr. Chairman, never before has the responsibility that rests with the Committee
on Disarmament, as the single multilateral forum for disarmament negotiations, been
80 apparent as nov in view of the complicated and aggravated international situation.

The delegation of the German Democratic Republic believes that the Committee
should make more vigorous efforts now to achieve tangible progress at least on the
most important issues on its agenda. This obligation is underlined by the fact
that the Committee has started its last full session before the second special
sesgion of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament.
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With full determination and in the spirit of the proposals advanced by the
Warsaw Treaty member States last May we will contribute our best to the solution of
the tasks facing the Committee, The programme of disarmament proposed by the
socialist States is based on the principle of undiminished security for all parties.
It is a clear evidence of the intention of the soclalist defence organization not
to seek a military supremacy. The validity of the vrogramme was endorsed once
again at the meeting of the leaders of the Warsaw Treaty member States held in
Moscow in December of 1980,

This programme not only tekes into account the need for global steps towards
arms limitation and disarmament as they are being discussed here in the Committee
but also provides for measures of military détente on the regional level. We
expect that the States participating ir the Madrid meeting of the Conference on
Security and Co-operation in Europe, which is now in session, will make arrangements
for a conference on military détente and disarmament in Burope. The German
Democratic Republic attaches great importance to the Soviet-American negotiations
on the limitation of nucleax armaments in Burope as well, In its capacity as
Vice-Chairman of the United Nations Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian Ocean, the
German Democratic Republic is in favour of convening, as early as this year, a
United Nations conference on the Indian Ocean. The underlying objective is to turn
this-vregion into a zone of peace,

But good words and programmes alcne are not enough. VWhat is needed is concrete
deeds to maintain peace. There are many examples emphasizing the seriousness of
our endeavours, This is also evidenced by the withdrawal of 20,000 Soviet troops
and 1,000 tanks from the territory of the German Democratic Republic which ended
last year. This fact is a genuine confidence-building measure and by no means a
Ypropaganda manoeuvre'", as certain forces in the West would like us to believe. In
this case as well as with regard to other similar initiatives of the socialist States,
unfortunately, they try only too quickly to heap up lies and aspersions arvound those
pronosals,

We are aligning ourselves with the ovorwhelming majorit, of States in striving
for military détente and disarmament. This is testified by a number of significant
resolutions adopted by the United Nations General Agsembly at its thirty-fifth
session. ‘As for my country, we are ready to do everything in our power to help the
Committee on Disarmament at its current session to translate those resolutions into
concrete agreements. This would be a real contribution to preparing for the
United:Nations General Assembly's second special session devoted to disarmament.

We give priority to nuclear disarmament. In addition, measures should be taken
to halt the conventional arms race which continues to escalate. This objective-
constitutes the basis for resolution 35/152 G adopted by the United Nations
General Assembly at its thirty-fifth session on the initiative of the
German Democratic Republic. This resolution provides for specific measures, such
as the obligation of the five permanent members of the Security Council and their
military allies not to increase their armed forces and conventional armaments
effective from an agreed date. This would, without any doubt, create favourable
conditions for a subsequent reduction of armed forces and conventional armaments.
The Committee should pay due attention to this issue as well.
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In General Assembly resolution 35/152 H, the Committee on Disarmament is
requested to intensify its negotiations. It chould, in our view, concentrate its
work on the substantive and priority issues on its agenda with a view to reaching
tangible results.

The delegation of the Germen Democratic Republic urges all States present
here not to waste time in long discussions on procedural and organizational items
tut to move on without delay to the accomplishment of the Committee's real tasks.
We view the work of relevant 24 hoc working groups as an appropriate means to
achieve this end. The four working groups which already existed last year should
continue their activities., At the same time, we reiterate our proposal to set up
an ad hoc working group on nuclear disarmament,

The German Democratic Republic firmly advocates the early ratification of the
SALT II Treaty and the continuation of the SALT process.,

This process, of course, Goes not preclude to search for comprehensive
solutions within the framework of paragraph 50 of the Final Document of the
General Assembly's first special session devoted to disarmament. The Committee on
Disarmament is an appropriate boady for such negotiations. As for the mandate of
such a working group, a number of useful ideas have already been set forth,

My delegation supports the initiative of the Group of 21 for the setting up of
an ad hoc working group on a complete and general prohibition of nuclear-wezpon
tests in which all the nuclear-weapon States should be represented. The establishment
of such a group would in no way impede the trilateral negotiations, which —- we
hope — will be resumed at the esrliestpossible date. We urge the nuclear-weapon
States finally to take into account the vital intervests of all peoples and to end
their nuclear-weapon tests. A first step in this direction would be an arrangement
between the nuclear-weapon States not to carry out any nuclear explosion within one
year starting from a2 date agreed by them, as was proposed by the USSR at the
thirty-fifth sescion of the United Nations General Assembly,

Measures to prevent the geographical spread of nuclear weapons are imperative,
Therefore, the Committee on Disarmament should take into account the recommendation
made by the General Assembly at its thirty-fifth session and establish an ad hoc
working group on the non-stationing of :wuclear weapons on the terrltorles of States
where there are no such weapons at present,

A group of scientific experts should take up its work with a view to harmonizing
differing views on the prohibition of new weapons of mass destruction and in
particular to fix in clear terms the scope of such a prohibition,.

In propesing the establishment of eight ad hoc working groups, we by no means
have any illusions that they could immediately take up their work and sclve all the
tasks facing us. Essential for this is the political will of all sides involved,
as was rightly pointed out by Ambassador Garcia Robles of Mexico in the statement
he made at our last meeting. Of special importance in this regard is the political
will of some nuclear-weapon Powers to fulfil the obligations they assumed under
the Final Document of the special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament,
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At the end of my statement, I have the honour, on behalf of a Group of
socialist States, to present to the Committee a working paper on some questions of
the organization of its work at its 1981 session. The docwrent contains the
considerations of this Group on how the Committee could turn to the principal issues
of its activities without any delay. It reads as follows:

"l. To curb the arms race and to achieve genuine disarmament are main objectives of
foreign policy of the socialist States. The fruitful debate on disarmament issues at
the thirty-fifth session of the United Nations General Assembly showed that these
endeavours are shared by the overwhelming majority of the United Nations Member
States. In the current seriously aggraveted international situation, there is an
urgent need for resolute action to translate into practical terms the provisions of
the final document of the special sescion of the United Nations General Assembly
devoted to disarmament. Any concrete agreement now on arms limitation and
disarmament would have a favourable impact on the international situation as a whole.
The issues of the limitation of the arms race and disarmament legitimately hold the
central place in the negotiations pursued in international fora, because their
solution would meet the interests of the entire mankind.

"The Committee on Disarmament as the single multilateral disarmament
negotiating forum has a special role to play in this process. Its membership
represents all the major groups of States, namely socialist, non-aligned and neutral,
as well as Western, Forty States participate in its work, including all the
vnclear—weapons States, as well as other States with the largest military potentials.
The Committee's agenda includes virtually all important items, the solution of which
would result in furtheving international peace and détente. The 1981 session of the
Committee will be its last full session before the special session of the )
United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament to be held in 1982. An
important task in this regard would be to consolidate the results achieved in this
field in recent years, and in particular to implement the initiatives advanced by
the socialist countries at the thirty-fifth session of the United Nations
General Assembly. The discussion and approval of those proposals have demonstrated
their topicality. These proposals have evoked a broad posit. ve response. The
achievement of tangible progress in the negotiations on the main items before the
Committee on Disarmament would be one of the most important contributions to the
preparation of the forthcoming special session.

"Therefore, in the view of the Group of socialist countries, all Member States
of the Committece on Disarmament should duly respond to the appeal of the United Nations
General Assembly, contained in resolution 35/152 E, "to intensify their efforts to
bring to a successful end the negotiations which are currently taking place in the
Committee on Disarmament". The resolution also recommended that the Committee
"should concentrate on the substantive and priority items on its agenda with a view
to achieving tangible results".

"Having this in mind, the Group of socialist States appeals to all member
countries of the Committee to start concrete, businesslike negotiations at an early
time, The Committese must not waste btime on issues which bear no relation to its
agenda and which are deliberately introduced in the debate to divert its attention
from the guestions of substance. Less time should be deveted to the discussion of
procedural and organizational matters,

"2. Ad hoc working groups are regarded as the appropriate machinery within the
Committee on Disarmament for concrete negotiations. In discharging its
responsibilities, the Committee should re-establish at the outset of ite 1981 session
appropriate ad hoc working groups on its agenda items. The four ad hoc working groups
which were set up in 1980, nemely on

~ radiological weapons;
- chemical weapons:
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- -effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear weapon States against

the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons;
- comprehensive programme of disarmament -

should proceed without delay with their negotiations.

"At the same time, as is demonstrated by the discussions in the Committee on
Disarmament, including at its current session, many a country stand for a more serious
examination of the nuclear disarmament issue, for the establishment of an ad hoc working
group to this end: From the point of view of the socialist countries, it 1s expedient to
set up’such a group as soon as possible, Its work should facilitate the earliest start
of negotiations on ending the production of all types of nuclear weapons and gradually
reducing their stockpiles until they have been completely destroyed. All nuclear-weapon
States as well as non-nuclear countries should participate in this work. :

- "The socialist countries are consistently in favour of the Committee on Disarmament
playing an active part in the solution of the tasks of complete and general prohibition
of nuclear weapon tests and support the proposal concerning the establishment of. an-
ad hoc working group on this guestion. .

"In accordance with resolution 3%5/156 C of the United Nations General Assembly the
Committee on Disarmament is requested "to proceed without delay to talks with a view to
elaborating an international agreement on the non-stationing of nuclear weapons on the
territories of States where there are no such weapons at present". Having this in mind,
the socialist countries deem it necessary to set up an ad hoc working group on this
question, too.

"THe socialigt countries believe that the Committee should continue to pay close
attention to the issue of the prohibition of new types and systems of weapons of mass
destruction. In this connection, the socialist States propose to establish an ad hoc
group of experts on this problem and are willing to consider the question of :its mandate,
proceeding from the general task of banning such types and.systems of weapons.

"Being interested in ensuring effective work of the Committee on Disarmament, the
Group. of socialist States holds that it is not advisable to link the creation of one
ad _hoc working group with the creation of another, The chairmariship in the ad hoc
working groups should rotate on a reasonable basis among the heads of delegafions of
various countries. - :

"3  Further on, the Group of socialist States deems it necessary that the Committee

promptly7degide at this session the question of the invitation of States not members
of the Committee. Those decisions should be made on a case-by-case basis and in
accordance with the rules of procedure of the Committee on Disarmament which were

elaborated after careful negotiations and which have proved their value.

"As for the distribution of documents of non-member States in the Committee, it is
necessary to continue the practice whith was developed last April and which was followed
by the Chairmen of the Committee in June, July and August 1980.

"In submitting their Considerations on the Organization of Vork of the Committee on

Disarmament during its 1981 Session, the socialist countries proceed from the premise
that at present it is particularly important to concentrate efforts on the businesslike
search for concrete agreements on the main items on the disarmament agenda.".

Mr, Chairman, in our opinion, the paper offers a good starting point for effective
and fruitful work in the Committee on Disarmament without losing much time on
" deliberations on secondary questions. Therefore, we recommend to examine those proposals
"and to make them a basis for our future activities. Should a need arise to hold an
exchange of views and to provide more detailed explanations, we will be ready to do it.
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Mr. WALKER (Australia): Mr. Chairman, my first words must be to add my voice
to those who have uelcomed you to the Chair of our Committez for the month of
February. As do all delegations in this room, the Australian delegation knows and
appreciates the personal qualities and long experience which you bring to this
difficult task. We greatly welcome the contribution vhich France, vhich you so
ably represent, brings to the work of the Committee on Disarmament.

I also wish to join my colleagues in welcoming %o the Committee the new
representatives of Egypt, Pakistan, Zaire and Romania. My delegation looks forward
4o the personal contributions they will make to the work of the Committee. tle look
forward to continuing the close co-operation which we enjoyed with their
" predececsors.

In your remarks at the inaugural meeting of this 1981 session two days ago, you
drew . the Committee's attention to the sobering fact that the intermational situation
is no better than it was twelve months ago. Other speakers, too, have referred -- in
the words of the distinguished leader of the Swedish delegation —-— to "the gloomy
atmosphere in which we live and work". My delegation wholeheartedly cndorses the
conclusion which others besides ourselves have draun, that the work of the
Committee on Disarmament is for these reasons more important than ever. Ve must
now allow the state of the world to cause us to despair or to slacken our efforts.
While realistically acknowledging the limitations which the current international
situation imposes on what we can hope to do, we must at the same time drav heart
from the fact that the Committee.on Disarmament demonstrated in the later stages of
its 1980 session a determination to concentrate on practical issues rather than
sterile polemics or procedural complexities. The Australian delegation particularly
welcomes the statements by other delegations which show that they wish to continue.
in this constructive vein. This is a pragmatic and realistic approach. It is als
our approach.

Iast year vas an anxious one for mankind and many of those anxieties ave still
with us-. The m.litary occupation and 1< pression of a non-. 1igned country by one of
the ‘super Powers, which cast such a shadou over 1980, continues. New threats have
arisen during the past year. International confidence remains in a critical
condition and, as one conscquence thercof, the SALT II agreement has not teen
ratified. There has bveen a further growth in arms expenditure, in the devloyment
of weapons and in plans for the further development of military capabilities. This
is both a cause and a consecquence of international tensions. The testing of nuclear
weapons has also continued. ILest I convey thc impression of attributing all
troubles to the nuclear-veapon States, we must alsc record with concern, for example,
that there are still countries with nuclear facilities which have not yet adhered
to the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty or which raise obstacles to measures of
international control and accountability which would provide assurances against the
spread of nuclear weapons.

Partly for these reasons, and partly because of the coincidence of items on the
international disarmament agenda, 1980 was a year of review and stock-taking.
Attention focused on advances in weapon icchnology which seemed to be outpacing
'progress in arms control negotiations and threatened to create new vulnerabilities
It also focused on the twin problems of vertical and horizontal nuclear prollie:atlon.
It once again brought to prominence the importance of effective veriilication measures
as an essential requirement of arms control agreements.
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But despite these anxieties and questioning, the picture was not entirely bleak
in 1980. An agreement was finalized in this city, imposing limitations on the use of
certain conventional weapons. The edifice of international disarmament agreements
built up over the previous decade survived and there was, moreover, a widespread ,
reaffirmation of the importance of these existing agreements. Against the inability
.of the Second Review Conference of the Parties to the Non-Proliferation Treaty to
resolve all differences in its final document should be set the continuing strength
'of that Treaty, the reaffirmed commitment of its Parties and the sustained increase
in their fumber. It was also heartening that the Committee on Disarmament, set up by
the United Nations General Assembly at its first special session on disarmament as
the principle multilateral disarmament negotiating body, should have established
appropriate mechanisms and begun to focus on practical issues in a way never before
attempted.

It is the fervent wish of my delegation that this practical approach should be
further carried forward in the current session. It is also our determination to do
everything we can to assist such a process. We hope for rapid agreement on our work
programe and the working groups, their mandates and chairmanships, so as to enable
delegations to get to grips quickly with the substantive tasks before us. In this
connection my delegation welcomes and supports the proposal by the distinguished
representative of India that the four working groups which we established last year
should resume work straight away under their previous mandates. Should members see
a need to revise any of the mandates, this can be discussed and then implemented if
and vhen the Committee reaches agreement; but it would be a mistake, in our view,
to allow such discussions to delay the start of substantive worlk.

TFor Australia, two issues on our agenda are of outstanding importance; they are
those concerning a comprehensive nuclear test-ban treaty and a chemical weapons
convention. I would like to say a few words about each in turn.

Australia's commitment to work for the prohibition of all nuclear test explosions
in all environments for all time is well known and was oncc more made evident at the
thirty-fifth session of the United Nations General Assembly. We see such a.treaty as
the most readily achievable measure that would offer effective and practical assurances
to the international community against the dangers of continued ftesting, against the
further growth of existing nuclear arsenals and against the extension of nuclear
weapons to other countries. We place high value also on the contribution which such
a treaty could make to reducing regional tensions in many parts of the world, and on
its other many benefits. Australia believes that this is an appropriate, indeed an
urgent, issue to be tackled by this Committee.

I have spoken from the outset of the need for realism and practicality. For
these reasons the Committee on Disarmament cannot set about its task on a test-ban
treaty in a vacuum, without due consideration for relevant developments elsewhere.

I refer specifically to the negotiations which have been pursued by three of the
States which carry out nuclear tests. There is universal disappointment at the slow
rate of progress in these tripartite negotiations. Australia does not attribute this
to a lack of political will on the part of the three countries involved. On the
contrary, we believe that there are difficult and delicate issues still to be
resolved, particularly as regards verification.
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Last year we welcomed the report on the trilateral negotiations which was
presented to the Committee, the information it contained and the progress it recorded.

We also saw value in the discussion aad comments which this report of the
trilateral negotiations provoked in the Committee on Disarmament. Continuation of
the trilateral negotiations does not, to our mind, exclude a role for the Committee
on Disarmament. As others have pointed out — the distinguished Ambassador for Nigeria
most eloquently —— a CTBT must attract widespread —— we would hope ultimately universal —-
adherence. Otherwvise it cammot serve the purposes of which I spoke earlier. The road
to such a treaty surely passes through the Committee on Disarmament. We believe the
Committee on Disarmament can do useful work towards such a treaty without awaiting the
conclusion of the trilateral negotiations. The Committee on Disarmament's expert
group on seismic detection of nuclear tests continues to do essential work which
muist be completed before a CTBT can be fully put into effect. Another such practical
task is to consider the administrative and institutional arrangements for CTB
verification -~ as Australia proposcd last year in document CD/95. For our part we
vould welcome other practical proposals as to specific tasks for the Committee on
Disarmament at this stage. We firmly reject the view that such practical work could
be diversionary and cause the Committee on Disarmament to focus on peripheral issues,
or neglect the central issues. Australia does not propose to divert its attention
from the central issues of the test ban and we do not believe the other members of
this Committee would do so either.

Of course such work camnot proceed without the concurrence of the trilateral
negotiators. That is not possible in a body which operates by consensus. And even
if it were theoretically possible under our rules of procedure it would be pointless
in practical terms.

Ve look to a mutually compatible, complementary and supportive role between the
trilateral negotiators and the Committee on Disarmament.

The other priority item is a chemical weapons convention. Here too, as with the
test ban, the need for effective action is urgent. Delay, for whatever reason,
carries awesom risks for the international community and for the inhabitants of our
planet.

We know from the expert advice we have heard that many countries have the potential
to manufacture chemical weapons. We know —- press accounts abound —- of reports of large
arsenals of chemical weapons and the training of troops in their use. We know the
pressures this causes for other countries to arm themselves in turn with even more
fearsome new chemical weapons. The one hope of avoiding the chemical arms race which
now threatens is to negotiate and put into place a chemical weapons convention. Such
a convention must have reliable and convincing verification provisions if it is to
provide the security which could remove the rationale for any country to arm itself
with these veapons.

It is generally agreed that the Committee on Disarmament's most constructive work
last year was on the subject of chemical weapons. We must now build on this basis.
My delegation lools forward to contributing actively to this year's Working Group.
Last year, on Australia's initiative, the Committee on Disarmement set aside a few
days for informal meetings with technical experts present. Iany delegations praised
the results of this initiative. At an informal meeting yesterday, the distinguished
representative of the Netherlands suggested that further such mecetings should be held
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this year. I nov wish to associate my delegation with this proposal and to invite the
Committee on Disarmament to make provision for such meetings in its programme. As the
Netherlands representative supggested, we might seek to take advantage of the projected
presence in Geneva from 2-4 April of a number of leading chemical weapons experts from
many .countries, by timing our own meetings immediately before or after those dates.
This is something for consideration at our next informal meeting. Here again we must
express .appreciation for the report tabled last year by the United States and the
Soviet Union on their bilateral negotiations. This report was valuable both for its
own sake and for the help it was to the Committee on Disarmament's own examination

of issues.

The Committee has before it a number of other important issues on which it,éhould
be possible to make good progress this year, if we are practical and realistic.

Despite its lesser importance as an arms control measure, we sce many good
reasons to take the work on a radioclogical weapons convention substantially closer to
conclusion this year. The topic is unequivocally in the hands of the Committce, it
presents us with an opportunity to demonstrate our ability to negotiate in a practical
and expeditious manner on a matter which holds some complexities.

The comprehensive programme of disarmament must be fully drafted before the
second special session of the United Hations General Assembly on disarmament to be
held in March next year. To meet this deadline, our work must be nearing completion
by the end of the current session of the Coumittee on Disarmement. My delegation's
aim is a realistic programme that will be of practical use in facilitating future
negotiations. We want to avoid a programme which stimulates polemics or raises
unrealistic expectations.,

The subject of negative security assurances for States which do not possess
nuclear weapons is one of importance to the international community. Committec on
Disarmament deliberations over the last two years have shown, however, the
difficulties of finding a general formula that would meet tlie concerns of all
countries. Discussions of this topic must not degenerate into attempts by one oxr
another group to seek to improve its military posture in relation to others. I+t may
he more useful to work for a consensus euwbodying different formulations which reflect
the different bodies of concern. :

There are other items on the international disarmament agenda of which we wmust
riot lose sight. Tor our part, for example, we retain our special interest in a
"out~off" of the production of nuclear wmaterial for weapons, as described in our
information paper, CD/90. There are also deliberative and political forums in which
we are willing to address issues appropriate to them.

But Australia's approach to the Committee on Disarmament, here and now, is
simply this: no polemics; no political statements; Just a determined, realistic
attempt to get results.

The CHATRMAN (translated from French): I thank our distinguished colleague from
Australia for his statement and also for the kind words he addressed to the Chair.
I should also like to repair an omission and to say to the distinguished representative
of the Democratic Republic of Germany that I thank him, too, for his kind words to the
Chair.
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Hr. RUZEK (Czechoslovakia): Mr. Chairman, may I, first of all, join the
_previous speakers and welcome you, the distinsuished representative of France, in
the responsible post of the Chairman of the Committee on Lisarmament for the month
of February. We believe that under your chaiymanship the Committee will succeed
in dealing with the necessary organizational questions within a short time and
that we will be able fo start substantive negotiations as soon as possible.

At the same time I should like to express the appreciation of our delegation
to Ambassador Terrefe of Ethiopia, the Chairman for the month of August 1930 and
the interim period, whose worlk contributed so much to the final stages of the
Cormittee'!s 1980 session.

Allow me %o take this opportunity to extend my warmest greetings to our new
colleagues, Ambassador Malitza of Romania, Ambassador Bl Reedy of Egypt,
Ambassador Ahmad of Pakistan and Ambassador Adeito Nzengeya of Zeire.. Ve are
looking forward to co-operating with them. Their participation will certainly
help to advance our common worit.

May I also greet most cordially Mr. Martenson who came from New Yorikk to
assist at the beginning of our session, Ambassador Jaipal, the Secretary of our
Committee, as well as all other wmewbers of the Secretariat.

The atwosphere which characterizes international relations at present is’
generally regarded as disquieting. Disquieting first of all is the fact that the
process of the relazation of international tension — the prevailing tendency of
the decade just terminated —- is being called in question; and what is much more
dangerous, that direct attaclis are even being made against its foundations. The
present campaisn directed against the relaxation of internstional tension is not
accidental, In the present policy of the NATO countries lfully apparent and
documented proofs of the endeavour to reverse the historiczlly established
relationship of forces in the world to their advantage sre to be found. We need
only recall the decision of the NATO Coincil in May 1978 concerning the incrcase
of military budgets by its members up to the year 2,000 as well as their far-
‘reaching armament programmes, the decision of the same body in December 1979 on
the basis of which the already extensive arsenals of weapons in Europe arc to be
"supplemented", 'with the addition of hundreds of further United States medium-range
nuclear-missiles directed apainst the USSR and other Buropean countries of the
socialist community, Directive No. 59 of the President of the United States issued
last year, which establishes the so-called new nuclear strategy of the
United States, or the postponement of the ratification of the SALT IT Treaty,
which could become one of the most effcctive obstacles to the further stockpiling
of the most destructive and most expensive types of weapons. These and a number
of other decisions represent the sources of negative phenomena in the world
developments. These and e nunber of other measures arc direct attaclks against
the policy of peaceful co-existence of States with different social systems.

The process of the relexation of internetional tension, about whose
beneficial influence on the developuent of relations among all States of -the
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world there can be no doubt, is indisputably cuposed to a severe test. Dvery
realisticolly thinking won, howcver, sees clearly that it is in the intercst of
all to find a way out from the present complicated international situation and
to continue the relaxation of international tension.

The countries of the socialist community, and among them the
Czechoslovalr Socislist Republic, have been developing systematic efforts at
moving the negotiations forucrd as far as all disarmament efforts are concerned.
This is also clear from the far-reaching progrome adopted last year at the
Warsaw meeting of the Political Consulietive Committec of the Varsaw Treaty
member States. The Wersau.Declaretion contains a broad progrsmme of proposals
for the strengthening of peece, international security and the achievement of
tangible progress in the field of disarmament. It is o programme of peace,
which corresponds to the vital interests of oll States and nations of the
world, It is ot the samc time an ansucr to all those forces which vould like to
keep the disarmament negotiations in o sort of "idle running" in an effort to
defer their oun decision on concrcte disarmauient measures till the period when
they will be able, as they obviously believe, to obtain unilateral advantages.
However, the solution of the problems of the cessation of the amms race and
disarmament requires the systemotic, purposeful and constructive co-operation of
all participants =lready now, for the danger of a vorld conflagration, which is
brought nearer by each delay in this field, is growing in a geometrical progrcssion.
It would be not only irresponsible but also extrencly dangerous to ignore the
danger of war and to close our eycs to the necessity of telzing energetic measures
in order to prevent it. -

Vle are convinced that e significant step toward the rcduction of the risks
of war and the strengthening of confidence could be- the conference on military
relaxation and disarmament in Durope, a proposal which —~ as the deliberations at
the bMadrid mceting of the participents in the Confcrence. on Security and
Co-operation in Europe show — is geining an ever wider responsc and support. The
World Disarmament Confercnce should crxert an inflvence in the same direction, too.
Vle strongly support the idea that this conference should be convened os soon as
nossible after the second special session of the United Nations General Assembly
on disarmament.

The Worsav Declaration of the Political Consultative Committee of the
Warsaw Treaty emphasized last year, among other things, the urgent necessity of
a successful conclusion of the disarmament negotiations in progress. In this
respect ue attach a key significance 4o the constructive activity of our Committee.
The Czechosloval Socialist Republic has on many occasions emphasized and wvill
continue to emphasize that the Committee on Disarmament must actively discharge
its duties as the main multilateral negotiating body for the preparation of
specific.measures in the field of the cessation of the srms race and disarmament.
It is on this basis that we approach our wort in the Comuittee, and we shall
co-operate in every constructive manner with other members in order fully to
contribute to the fulfilment of the important taslis placed before the Committee,
their urgency being —— in our view —— beyond any doubt. We arc convinced that the
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CD has all the pre-recquisites for worliing successfully and effectively. Ve

believe that this year's session uvill not be complicated by new attempts to raise
issues which cannot be solved here, and that the spirit of realism and constructive
co-operation uill preveil in this hall especially es far as organizational and

procedural probleins arc concerned.

Among those questions of intermationsl policy which agitate people in all
corners of our planet, the most significent place is occupied by that of how to
prevent the outbreal of a nuclear conflict. It would be difficult to enumerate
all the speeches and statements of the representatives of States belonging to
groups vhich regard the problems of nuclesr discrmament as o priority taslk of
the present time.

The Czechoslovali Sociglist Republic, together with the other countries of
the socialist community, supports actively an early besinning of deliberations
and negotiations on nuclear disarmament. Ve consider as entirely logical the
condition that all member countries of the Committee and —— in the first place ~-
all permanent members of the Security Council, should join the negotiations. As
is kneown, the socialist countries submitted here in 1978 a proposal for the

_opening of negotiations on ending the production of all types of nuclear weapons
and gradually reducing their stoclopiles until they have been completely

destroyed (CD/4), which has wet with understanding and growing support from all
countries. We are of the opinion that the time has come to consider the formation
of a working group within the framewoxkt of the Committee which should start,
without any delay, businesslike discussion on this topic.

Of no less importance in our vieu is the question of the general and complete
prohibition of tests of nuclear weapons. A trecaty to this end, the conclusion of
“which vas proposed by the Soviet Union in 1975, uvould undoubtedly contribute in
a considerable measure to the slowing doun of the nuclear arms race and to the
stopping of the further improvement of nuclear ueapons. In this connection we
expect that the participants in the tripurtite negotiations dealing uith the
practical golution of this problem will exert meximum efforts and the necessary
political will and persistence to bring these negotiations to an early and
successful end. Ve consider the active participation of all five nuclear Powers
in the work of the grouwn as e necessory condition for the successful outcome of
ite work, which in ouxr vieu should be an elecboration of the CTBT. VWhile
negotiating on this problem the Committee and its working gsroup should use also
other numerous background materials which have been tabled in the Committce,
including the results of the vork of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific E:perts to
Congider International Co-operative llcasures to Detect and Identifly Seismic Bvents.

Among important questions dealt with by the Committee on Disarmament there
also belongs the consideration of the problem of the strengthening of the
security safepuards of non-nuclear countries. The continuation of the work of
the Ad Hoc Vorking Group on this subject regarding the content of an international
treaty concerning the strengthening of the security saferuards of non-nuclear
countries is clearly necessary.
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In tlhis connection due consideration should, in our view, be piven to the
idea that, as a first step on the road towards the conclusion of a treaty, an
appropriate solemn decleration should be made by the Tive nuclezr Pouvers and
confirmed by the United Nations Securitly Council.

The ten ycars of validity of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Veapons have convincingly shoun that this Treaty plays a lkey role in
the prevention of the further spreading of nuclear weapons ond thus in the
lessening of the risk of a nucleer conflict. The obligrtion to refuse o further
proliferation of nuclear ueapons has become a widely aclmouledged norm of -
contemporary international lau, on which those countries vhich have not so far
signed the Treaty caon also rely. All countries benefit in equal mecesure f{rom the
strengthening of the rdégime of non-proliferation and all would lose if this régine
were uwealiened, irrespective of the part of the vorld in which they -are located.

The socialist couniries, including the Czechosloval: Socialist Republic,
have been systematically cwpbasizing for a long time and continue to emphasize the
urgency of tsking radical wmeasurcs to prevent the further misusc of the
achicvements of science and technolopry and the vaste ol human snd material
resources for the developuent and production of nev types and ncu systems of
weapons of mass destruction.

Being aware of the responsibility we have before future gencrations, ve
cannct accept arsuments for the further posiponerment of the solution of this
urgent question. We are of the opinion that it would be very useful, for the
examination of the possibilitics of concluding individual specific azreements,
to set up an authoritative sroup of cxperts which would simultancously follow
and consider developments in the given field, In addition, the draft convention
on the prohibition of the production, stoclpiling, deployment and use of neutron
weapons submibted to the Committee by the USSR and other socialist countries,
is awaiting on zarly considerstion.

The Jjoint Soviet-Awerican dreft convention on the prohibition of radioclomical
weapons in our view represents a balanced basis for an early elaboration of o
definitive text. Ve ave convinced that this question, too, should be dealt with
in o constructive and reslistic spirit vithout delay in the Ad Hoc Worlting Group
set up for the purpose at the last session.

The Committee's Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Veapons last year carried out,
under Ambassador Okawa's leadership, useful consideration of the question of the
prohibition of the development, production, stociipiling and destruction of stocks
of such veapons. We arc of the opinion that if the necessary political will
Prevails, there will be enough possibilities for the achievement of a
comprehensive treaty on the prohibition of chemical weapons, including the
establishuent of an effective system of control. This, houever, requires that the
negotiations are not hampered by new attempts to create complications., Ve see a
welcome contribution towards the activity of the Woziting Group in the results of
the bilateral Soviet-fmerican talks on the preparation of & draft trecaty, since
the report on these discussions submitted to the Committee last year shoved that
further progress had been made.
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The Czechoslovak Socialist Republic attaches considerable importance to
the question of the elgboration oi a couprehensive prograumme of disarmament and,
as is lmovn, last year it tabled on behalf of the group of socialist countrics a
proposal concerning the main elements of such a programme. Ve believe that
further negotiations on this question in the appropriate Ad Hoc Working Group
and in the Committee itselfl will lead to realistic and useful results, and that
they will make a fruitful contribution to the work of the second special session of
the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament. We are of the
opinion that it is neccssary to prepare a programme sufficiently broad to embrace
all the main directions of negotiations and all the major issues which will have
to be resolved. At the same time, the programme should fit into the framework of
all world-wide efforts and should represent an instrument acceptable and applicable
by all countries and in all spheres, respecting the principle of equality and
equal security. Pinally, it should reflect all the realities of the present
staze of development without setting objectives in an unrealistic way. We
consider it necessary that the programme should unite the efforts of States for
the resolution of these questions in an atmosphere of fruitful and constructive
co—operation.

This year we are entering the second disarmament decade. Furthermore, the
second special session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to
disarmament is already in sight. All peace-loving countries and nations expect
from this special General Asseumbly session practical results and concrete progress
in the decisive direction of efforts for the cessation of the feverish armaments
race and for disarmament. The importance of this year's negotiations in our
Committee follows also from the fact that it will be the last complete session of
the Committee before the second special session,

We are of the opinion that one of the best ways to ensure the success of
this session is to malie effective use of the remaining time for initiative and
for constructive negotiations in our Cocumittee., In this context let us not
forget the idea of purposeful and fruitful international co-operation contained
in the Declaration on International Co-operation for Disarmament which was
initiated by my country at the thirty-fourth session of the United Nations
General Assembly.

The Czechoslovak Socialist Republic, as a State in the heart of Burope — a
continent with the highest concentration of military potential and a continent
whose nations have experienced the horrors of world wars — always was and will
be prepared to contribute effectively to international co-operation in the
field of disarmament.

The CHAIRMAN (translated from French): I thank His Excellency
Ambassador Ruzel: for his statement and for the lrind vords he addressed to the
Chair.
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Mr. PFEIFFER (Federal Republic of Germany): lir. Chairman, let me begin by
expressing the great satisfaction of my delegation at your assumption of the
chairmanship of our Committee. I am confident that your great diplometic skill and
your profound knowvledge in matters concerning arms control and disarmament will enable
you successfully to guide our Committee in this important phase of our session. I
~assure you that my delegatlon will do everything in its power to help you in your
responsible task.

I should like to take this opportunity to thank the outgoing Chairman, Ambassador
Terrefe of Ethiopia, who, in bringing our negotiations to a close last year, showed
great patience and displayed a very careful approach to the difficult problems which
arose, I wish to congratulate him on that success,

It is a particular pleasure for me to welcome to the Committee, on behalf of my
delegation, four new colleagues, the distinguished Ambassadors of BEgypt, Pakistan,
Romania and Zaire. I pledge to them to continue the excellent co-operation which my
delegation enjoyed with their respective predecessors.

The restructured Committee on Disarmament has this month entered its third year of
negotiations., In 1979, the Committee undertook mainly preparatory and orgaenizational
vork. One of the more important resulte of that year was the adoption of the decalogue
of long-term objectives in the field of disermament vhich sets the framework for the
Committee's activity.

Last year, substantive negotiations started with the establishment of the four
ad hoc working groups. In spite of a difficult international climate which did not
fail to exert its influence on the Committee's work, a common effort made it possible
to bring the 1980 session to a successful conclusion. It is true thet the momentum in
the different working groups was of varying impact; it con be said, however, that some
steps were taken in each group which led to a clarification of the respectwve items
under review.

My delegation hopes that this work can be actively continued and even considerably
intensified during this year's session. We know that this will not he easy.

One thing remsins clear to my delegation: negotiations on disarmament camnot be
disconnected from the international political situation. It would be an illusion were
we to believe that such negotiations could proceed in an ivory tover, uvithout taking
note of what goes on in the world outside our council-chamber.

That is why my Government sincerely hopes that obstacles which impede speedier
progress in our negotiations will be removed and that no new ones will be added. In
this connexion it would be of great significance if the appeal contained in
resolution 35/37 adopted by the General Assembly of the United Wations on the with-
drawal of foreign troops from Afghanistan were to be implemented.

It is, however, precisely in difficult international circumstances such as those
which we encounter today that ocur Committee gains increased significance for the
dialogue between nations. My delegation therefore is of the opinion that a successful
outcome of this year's session is of particulor importance for the international
situation. In order to live up to the expectations of the international community, the
Committee should focus its attention on those items more likely to be gcolved.


http://pha.se
http://ta.sk
http://Diso.rma.ment
http://ma.de
http://cla.rifica.tion

CD/PV.102
22

(iIr. Pfeiffer, Federal Republic of Germany)

For the same reascns, we should avoid a protracted debate on organizational
matters. Ve all recall the difficulties the Committee encountered last year before the
actual work could commence, This not only took valuable time away from the vorking
groups; it also gave the international community an unfavourable impression of the
Committee's capability to solve its tesks. Although the chairmen of the four working
groups directed their work with great ebility and in all seriousness, everybody was
aware at the end of last yeor's session that the time available had been too short for
an in-depth discussion, let alone for the negotiation of texts, vhich is, after ell,
the real task of the Committee.

We should see to it that such a delay does not occur again. To this aim, 1
should like to suggest that the working groups start their work immecdiately under the
mandetes established in 1980 in order to allow them to continuc last yeor's delibera-
tions and to arrive at concrete texts to be referred to the plenary for decision. The
Committee could, parallel to the on-going negotiations in the working groups, take up
in plenary any questions vhich members might deem of importance. This procedure would,
vithout prejudging the final number and respective mandates of the vorking groups,
ensure the early commencement of substontive negotiations.

In all negotiations, whether within this Committee or outside its purview, the
Federal Republic of Germany will be guided by the objective of contributing to peace
and security, of establishing stable and balanced military relationships, and of
developing @ security partnership between States in all parts of the world.

Negotiations on arms control and disermament can only be successful if they are
orientated towards the establishment of a stable militery equilibrium and assure
undiminished security and independence of all States at each stage of the arms control
and disarmement process. They must be pursued in a realistic manner and must aim at
concrete and verifiable results. Special emphasis should be nlaced on those fields
where effective agreements under efficient international control can most readily be
achieved.

The concept of the Govermment of the Federal Republic of Germany regarding arms
control ond disarmement negotiations is germane to these basic requirements. The
building of confidence among States on one hand and the necessity for adequate
verification of agreements on the other hand are the corner-stones of this concept.

It is aimed at bringing about concretc, balonced and verifiable measures which increase
confidence among Stotes and limit the arms competition through concrete and bolanced
reduction and limitation agreemenis. Such measures help create, in our opinion,
conditions in vhich the release of resources which have hitherto been devoted to
military purposes to economic and social development becomes possible.

One of the important developments in the field of arme control and disarmament is
the SALT process. DBalanced results in this process which contribute to a more stable
nuclear relationship between the Powers involved will be of great significance in the
effort to enhance peace and security. This is vhy the Federal Republic of Germany has,
from the very outset, attached great importance to the SALT negotiations. We welcome
the beginning of talks betwecen the United States of America and the Soviet Union on
the limitation of nuclear medium-range systems as part of the SALT process in Geneva
last year, and ve hope that it vill be possible to achieve concrete results in future
negotiations on the basis of parity and equality for both sides.
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ITy Government attaches great importance to the on-going talks on mutual and
balanced force reductions in Vienna. In order to facilitate these negotiations the
western negotiators have proposed the conclusion of an interim agrecment including a
package of associated measures designed to guarantee observance of such an agreement,
ensure greater tronsparency of military activities and thus strengthen mutual confidence
among the negotiating States. The Vest is ¢till waiting for a comprehensive Dastern
answer, in marticular for a concrete contribution to scolve the data question.

The western participants in the negotiations strive for a more stable relationship
of forces at a lover level as a means of achieving genuine parity in military manpover
in the form of a common collective ceiling for each side on the bosis of agreed data.

The policy which my Government pursues, together with our allies, thus fully
corresponds vith paragraph 02 of the Final Document of the first swpecial session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmement.

The on-going deliberctions on the military aspects of security at the follow-up
meeting of the Confercnce on Security and Co-operction in Burope being held at llbdrid
provide an opportunity for new impulses in the multilaterel efforts to promote arms
control and thus enhance security in Burope. The confidence~-building process initiated
by the Conference at Helsinki in 1975 must be pursued and extended. In order to
achieve this, nev, more effective and more lfar-reaching measures must be developed.

In this spirit, my Government supports the propocal submitted by the French delegation
at Madrid, which aims at the odoption by the follow-up meeting of a concrete and sub-
stantial mondate for a conference on disarmement in Durope to be held within the frame-
work of the CSCE. This mendate must make clear that the objective of this conference
will be to agree upon new militarily significant, binding and verifiable confidence-
building measures which must be applicable to the entire Buropean continent.

Let me come back to the negotiations in our Committee. I shall not now go into
any details as to vhich priorities we should set for this year's deliberations. I
shall merely stress once more that, in the opinion of my Government, the early commence-
ment of the work in the working groups is of primary importance. This would not only
increase the chances of the Committee being in a position to submit the comprehensive
programme of disarmament to the General Assembly at its second swecial session devoted
to disarmament, but it would also provide an opportunity for the continuation of the
negotiations on a ban on the production and stockpiling of chemical weapons on the
basis of the substantive report of the tvo negotiating parties, the United States and
the Soviet Union. In this [ield particularly, 2 reliablc verification procedure seems
indispensable. The absence of any verificotion procedure vith regard to the Geneva
Protocol of 1925 banning the use of biological and chemical wcavons, led to lengthy
discussions at last year's session of the Committee on Dicarmement and in the Pirst
Committee of the United Illetions General Assembly et the ihirty-fifth session. Iy
Government therefore welcomes resolution 35/144 C which requests the Secretary-General
to set up an importial fact-finding miscion to investigate 2lleged violations of the
Geneva Protocol.

As to radiological weapons, this is the only item with reswect to which the
elements for a treaty are already on the toble and cen thus be negotisted., The
existence of this joint proposal by the United Stetes of America and the USSR as such
is an asset which the Committec should make use of.
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As for the negative security assurances, my delegation feels that efforts should
be made to come to conclusions on the basis of the in-depth discussions held during the
tuo previous yeexrs.

This will be the last full session of the Committee before the beginning of the
second specicl session of the Genercl Assembly devoted to disarmament to be held in
1982. If we want to achieve substantive results to present to that session, we will
have to achieve them nov.

Ve should therefore concentrate our efforts on those items vhere such results can
nov be reached. Illy Government is confident that, if we work along the lines laid down
above, the work of this Committee during the year 1981 will be a succescful one.

The CHAIRIIAL: ({transleted from French): I thenk our distinguished colleague from
the Federal Republic of Germony for his statement. I also thank him for the kind words
he addressed to the Chair.

Do any other delegations wish to take the floor?

In view of the time, I think we should put off to this afternoon the informal
meeting we decided to hold today. That meeting is to be devoted to a continuation of
the discussions we have begun on the draft agenda and programme of work, and ve could
also, if we have the time, begin the consideration of the requests that have been
submitted concerning the participation in our work of States not members of the
Committee,

I am informed that the Group of 21 wishes to hold a consultation meeting.” In view
of the hour, I think the group could meet in this room after this plenory meeting.

So, then, if the Committee agrees, we shall meet again tuis afternocon for an
informal meeting.

The meeting rose at 12.2C p.m.
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Mr. OKAWA (Japan): Mr. Chairman, I must, of course, warmly congratulste you on
your assumption of the chairmenship of our Committee for the month of February, but
Just as warmly I have to congratulate you on the extremely efficient manner in
which you have been guiding us since last week in our consideration of procedural
matters which need to be taken care of at the beginning of our session. I am sure
I am not the only one who hopes that the results of our first week augur well for
the rest of our work in the weeks and months shead. May I express my delegation's
gratitude to your predecessor, Ambassador Terrefec of Ethiopia, for the solid work
he did for us last August, notably in the delicate task of securing the adoption of
our report to the General Assembly. V

Finally, I wish to join those who have preceded me in welcoming snongst us this
year lmbassador El Reedy of Egypt, Ambassader Mansur fhmad of Pakistan, o
dmbassador Malita of Romania and Ambassador Bagbeni of Zaire, while regretting the
departures of their respective predecessors.

Japan has pleaded time and again that the task of the greatest urgency in the
field of disarmament is the achievement of nuclear disarmament. However, we have
maintained the view that, in order to make progress towards nuclear disarmament,
the only realistic approach is to lay one brick upon another and. gradually accumulate
concrete measures which are actually feasible under the international situation
prevailing at the moment. While doing so, we must for ever bear in mind the
need not to upset the framework of the security balance in any given region or the
global framework of international security. It goes without saying that it is the
nucleer-veapon States which have the foremost responsibility to move forward. in
- the direction of nuclear disarmament and that it is those States which must take
specific steps to apply the brakes to the development and production of even more
nuclear weapons. May I inform this Committee that Mr. HMasayoshi Ito, the Minister
for Foreign Affairs of Japan, stated in his forcign policy speech to the two Houses
of the Diet on 26 Jarmuary 1981 that "Japan is resolved, as a nation dedicated to
Peace and as a Party to the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty, to play a greater
role in promoting disarmament snd especially nuclear disarmament'.

The promotion of nuclear disarmament is also of the highest importance in
preserving and strengthening the non-proliferation régime based on the Non-
' Proliferation Treaty. In this context, we must recall that, at the Second Review
Conference of the Parfies to the Non-Proliferation Treaty held in Geneva last
summer, virtually all countries stressed.the urgency of reaching agreement -on a

comprchensive nuclear test ban - a question that has been pending on the .disarmament
agenda cever since 1963 -- which would. represent one specific step in the direction

of nuclear disarmament and the strengthening of the non-proliferation régime. My
Government once again urges the thirce States engaged in tripartite negotiations on

a comprehensive test ban to strengthen their efforts towards a speedy conclusion of
their negotiations. At the same time, my delegation wishes to appeal -to all the
distinguished delegates around this table, and to the Govermments they represent,

to agree that the question of a comprehensive test ban be taken up for .consideration
at this session of the Committee on Disarmament as the agenda item of the highest
priority. From that point of view, the Government of Japan strongly hopes that
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a consensus can be arrived at in this room -~ a consensus including the
representatives of all the nuclear-weapon States ~~ to undertake a substantive
consideration of the CTB question at this session of our Committec, including,

_ inter alia, the institutional ané adminictrative aspects ci- the envisaged
international seismic data exchange and the verification system in gexdergly My
delegation hopes that such a consensus would cover the methodology of the Committec's
substantive considerations, including the possibility of establishing a working

group as a subsidiary organ of the Committee on Disarmament. It goes without

saying that the work on the CTB to be undertaken in this Committee should be conducted
in a manner and to an extent that would be compleme ntﬂ"y and not prejudicial to

the ongoing trilateral ncgotiations.

A further step in strengthening the ncn—prollfpr ation régime is the achievement
of universal adherence to the Non-Proliferation Treaty. I% has recently been
reported that the Govermnment of Egypt has taken the decision to begin the process
of ratlf‘ylnb that Treaty. The Government of Japan welcomes this news and wishes
to pay tributc to the Govermment of Egypt for its statesmanlike d60151on, since the
adherence of Egypt to the Non-Proliferation Trcaty would be of the highest significance
in the context of international efforts towards universalization of the Treaty and
the denuclearization of the region of the Middle East. My Government wishes to
take this occasion to appeal to the two nuclear-weapon States and the remaining
non-nuclear-veapon States who have so far staycd outside the NPT régime to follow
the momentous example of Egypt at the earliest possible opportunity.

In a more general context, the state of infernational tension is continuing in
the wake of various regional confrontatlons, conflicts and military 1nterventlon
that have becn witnessed in the coursc of the last few years. This is to be
regretted. However, it is important from the point of view of achicving strafegic
stability between East and West and promoting nuclear disarmamcnt that the EastJWest
dialogue in the field of disarmament and arms control should not be allowed o
stagnate, but rather that it be promoted and accelerated. It is in this scnse that
my Government wishes to express its cmphatic hope that the Soviet. Union and the
United States will continue their talks —- the so-called £ IT process -- on the
reduction of strategic nuclear weapons and the mudual restraining of the never-ending
gualitative improvement of those weapons.

Our work in the Committce on Disarmament must also move ahead and we must follow
up on the results of our work at last year's session. My delegation eppreciated
the fact that last ycar we were able %o cstablish four g hoc working groups and that
cach of them was able to do some useful work in its respective field. My
delegation therefore requests that the four working groups of last ycar be
re-cstablished and recommence their work without delay, from the beginning of this
session, as each of them rccommended in its report to the Committce last year.

In particular, my delegation hopes that an Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemica al
Weapons will be established without delay and that it will be cnabled to continue.
and. advance the work which was undertaken by its predecessor last year. We would-
welcome a more p031t1vL and. precise mandate being agreed upon by conscnsus for thls
Working Group, but if that werc to create difficulties, the Vorking Group should
least start working immediately, under a mandate identical to that of last year,
while discussions could be held scparately on the elaboration of a new mandate.
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My delegation considers this to be the most practical way in which to proceed. Ve
would, of course, support the continuation of the & Ie Working Group on the
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament and the creation of two other working groups
%0 deal with negative sccurity assurances and radiological weapons, respectively,
which would continue the work of {their predecessors under identical mandates. I
thus fully endorse the constructive sugzestion on this matter that we heard last
weck from fmbassador Venkabeswaran, my distinguished colleague from India. As to
the other disarmament matters which figurc on our agenda, we look forward to their
continued consideration at this session of the Committec.

With the sccond special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament
looming ahead of us for ncxt year, the responsibility of the Committee on
Disarmament is of even greater significance at its 1931 session. We have begun
our work in a most cfficient manner under your inspired guidance, Mr. Chairman, and
my delegation very sincerely hopes that we shall be able to continuec in this nanner,
without having 1o devote too much time to procedural questions and moving ahead into
the consideration of matters of substance as quickly as possible. t is my happy
feeling that all delegations around this table share the same sentiment and are
willing %o try to make progress at this session in the truc spirit of international
co-operation,

The CHAIRMAN (translabcd from French): I thank Ambassador Okawa for his
statement and I should like to express my great gratitude for ihe very kind and
friendly remarks hc addressed to the Chair.

Mr. MAITTA (Romania) (translated. from French): At the beginning of my statement
I should like to thank you for the words of welcome which you, as well as my
colleaguecs, have addressed to ne. I should like to assure you of my most sincere
desire to maintain and develop the co-operation already cstablished in the Committee
with my predecessors.

Allow me to express the satisfaction I feel on joining the Committce at a time
when the Chair is occupied by the represcntative of a great country which encourages
reflection upon and research into the vital problems of menkind, among which
disarmament occupies an important place. Your style, imbued as it is with
flexibility and tact, rcveals the negotiator. You are, Mr. Chairman, one of that
breed of great French diplomats who have been raised on the wise counsels of
Monsieur de Calligres, written in 1716,

It was he who said that the good negotiator should aim above all at long-term
success based on good faith, remcmbering that he will have many an issuc to negotiate
in the course of his carcer,

In this connection I wish to siress the fact that our Committce is a negotiating
forum. Of course, diplomacy has a parliamentary side to it, with the finc rhetoric
and. the immediate impact through the nass media that this inplies. But, unlike many
other forms of co-operation between States, our Committee is also sonething like a
laboratory for working out solutions to the grave and pressing problems created by
the arms race.

Such an endeavour calls for the virtues and skills necessary in any negotiating
effort, namely, perscverance, imagination in the search for acceptable solutions ‘
and. the eschewing of polemics. To this should be added the fact that ocurs are
nultilateral negotiations, which nccessitates in addition a respect for equality,
fairness and democracy, principles which, morecver, the Generel Asscmbly, at its
special session on disarmament, incorporated into the Committee!s new structure.


http://figu.ro

EyEE L0

10

. Hovover, we rmot not lose sight of & factor of the highest importance, that
of time, For, at this stage in the negotiations, no one could cxpress satisfaction
with the rate at which .thoy arc preoceceding. The first scssion was doninated by
the elaboration -f the rules of procedurc; the sccond was devoted to the establishment
of negotiating machinery through the setting up of -working groups, a process which
took up a grecat deal of time. The session that has just begun must speed up the
rate of -its work if it is to meet the demands of internavional life, '

The Romanien delegation wishes clearly to statc its belicef that it is urgently .
necessary to procced, without further delay for procedural or any other recasons,
to offective and authentic negotiations —- to the real consideration of the problems
on our ag genda,.

We believe that the Comnittece must do cverything in its power to explore
possibilities that mlght lead to solutions and tu find formulas likely to command
a consensus. -

The gencral intercst of mankind as a whole placces the hlghest IOSDODSlblllLy
upon us, as thé Gencral Assemblj at its last secssion made clear. N

Reference is sometimes made to the favourable or less favourable conditions in
which the work of our Committee is taking placce -- to the temperature, as it were,
of the political climate. In that connection I should like to stress that all the
processes which characterize or form part of confomporary .socicty combine to.
plead for the immediate cessation of the arms race, the scale of which has gone far
beyond the limits of rcason.

In the first placc, present wcapons systems are . a source of insccurity... Their
huge quantity, their immense destructive power that makes them capable of
annihilating mankind, this whole vast panoply of explosive material that makes us
the inglorious holders of a rccord for per capita armements expenditure -- a figure
far higher than any per capita national income figurc or, for that matter, the amount
of ccereals per i—habitant -- all this can only inspirc and maintain a psychosis of
fear and 1nsecurlty boTu anong governnents and among the peopleos of the world at large.

'

Can wc speak of security while there is the risk of the outbreak of a
conflagration at any moument as a result of unwanted ecscalation, cerror, miscalculation
or atcident? .

Technological progress means a constant increasc in the specd and precision of
weapons. It means also,- by the sanc token, a constant reduction in the time
available. for decision and in the safcty margin, along with all the possibilities for
technical errors mentioned by H.E. Alfonso Garcia Robles, the Umbassador of Mexice.
New refinements tend to make credible the possibility of the utilization of nuclear
weapons.

Por all these rcasons, the Romanian delegation considers that- we are faccd
with a fthreat to gencral securlty and with cver-increasing risks, bearing in man
that policies of force and domlnatlon, of pressure and diktat are sU111 boing
espoused.,

Sccondly, the arms race is harmful to world cconouy, No in--depth analysis of
the orises by which the world is besct today, such as the energy crisis, the raw
materials crisis or the financial crisis, can overlock the vast sums being spent onarms.

In many countrics, thé increasc in military expenditurcs is greater than the
increase in national income.  The 500 billion dollars. swallowed up by the arns race
cach ycar serve only to intensify the crisis, increasc ccononic instability and help
to meintain and aggravatbte underdevelopment.
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As is pointed out in the 1978 report by the United Nabions Secretary-General on
the 'Bconomic and social consequences of the arms race end of military expenditures",
the gigantic sums spent on arms are so many resources diverted from the solution of
the problems of mankind, among which development is the first.

Thirdly, the proliferation and refinement of weapons is profoundly harmful to
international 1life through the maintenance of attitudes based on force.

Existing armaments systems inevitably offer themselves as the means of reselving
d¢isputes, either by threats or by outright wars. The reduction of armaments must
go aleng with the strengthening and refining of the instruments for the peaceful
settlement of disputes provided under the Charter of the United Nations. . .

411 these factors, military, economic and political, have created a new awareness
among governments, parliaments, professional groupings and social movements, all of
which are calling for a rapid improvement in international relations and for the
cessation and reversal of the arms race.

References have been made to the influence of certain political factors or .
external events on the work of our Committee. I should like to draw attention to the
other side of the coin, that is, the influence the Cormittee could exercisc in
opposing the mentality of force and the attempts to use force or the threat of force,
a mentality engendered by the development of a large number of warlike institutions
and systems.

lny good news that may come from our laboratory, any prospect of a solution
coming from this quarter, will facilitate the task of political leaders throughout
the world, alarmed by the increasing insecurity, deficits and inflation as well as by
the crisis in development resocurces.

Any progress within our Committee will be appreciated even more by the peoples
of the world, resolved to defend their right to existence, to life, to survival.

Ls the President of the Socialist Republic of Romania, Nicolae Ceausescu,
stated recently: "Our country will always strive tirelessly for the attzinment of
the great goal of disarmament, and, in the first place, nuclear disarmament. The
worthy achicvements of modern science and technology must not be used for
destruction and war but for the well-being and happiness of %the pcoples. =11 the
nations of the world must rise resolutely in defence of the fundamental human right -i-
the right to life, to peace, to a free existence,"

Throughout the disarmement negotiations, Romania has alweys regarded nuclear
disarmament as a matter of high priority and has emphasized that it was in this field
that the most urgent and far-reaching measures were required. That position remains
unchanged, the more so as dcvelopments in the nuclear weapons field amply demonstrate
that nothing short of their total eradication will provide a definitive answer %o
problems of gecurity.

This position finds a solid basis in the conclusions of the report of the Group
of Experts on a Comprehensive Study on Nuclear Weapons, which emphasizes that
"miclear weapons arc the most scrious threat to international security"

(document.A/35/392, D. 155).

The resolutions of the thirty-fifth session of the General ..ssembly, ftransmitted
to the Committec and extensively quoted during our discussions, lay upon us precise
obligations.
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It is my delegation's sincere conviction that the Committee must respond to those
appealsy- which -have been repcated ever since the foundation of the United Naticns.

L. failure %o negotiate on the subject of nuclear weaponc would be unjustifiable
in any disarmament negotiating Iforum. The Romanian daslegation therefore declares
itself in favour of an immediate start to concrete negotiations on nuclear

disarmament in this Committee.
The conditions nccessary for that purpose already exist.

Pirst, all five nuclear-weapon States, as well as a number of non-nuclear States,
are taking part in the Comnittee's work,

Secondly, these topics already appear cn the Cormittee!s agenda and have formed.
the subject cf an impressive number of specific proposals.

Thirdly, working groups have proved to be the mechanism best suited for tackling
well-defined subjects.

That is why my delegation strongly supports the proposal for the establishment of
an ad. hoc working group on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and on nuclear.
disarmament, which should hold discussions with a view to identifying the probleme to
be negotiated and drawing up a clear programme for the opening and conduct of structured.
talks capable of leading to the cessation of the manufacture of nuclear weapons and
to the outlawing of such weapons.

We congider it necessary that the Working Group responsible for devising effective
international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or
threat of use of nuclear weapons should contimue its work. On the basis of the
results achieved last year, the Groupn should concentrate on working out a formula
acceptable to all nuclear-weapon States whereby those States will undertake never and
under no circumstances %o usec or threaten to use nuclear weapons, or force in general,
against States which do not have such weapons.

The Romanian delegation also supports the proposal of the countries members of
the Group of 21 and other countries for the establishment of a working group to
undertake negotiations on the substance of an agreement on the couplete prohibition
of nuclear—weapon tests.

In the light of our position of principle, we also support the proposal made by
H.E. Gerhard Herder, imbassador of the German Democratic Republic, for the establishment
of a structure for the elaboration of an international agreement on the non-stationing
of nuclear weapons on the territories of States where there are no such weapons at
present.

We should also. like to stress that the Committee ought to be in a position to
report progress to the General lLssembly at its session this year on the subjects of non-
resort to nuclear weapons, which was mentioned by the Indian delegation, and vessation
of the manufacture of fissionable materials for military purposes, to which the
lustralian delegation has reforred.

Ls a Buropean country, Romania is deeply alarmed by the military situation in
this region of the world, which houses 80 per cent of the world's arsenals, and by
the prospect of a new escalation of nuclecar arms on the continent of Europe. We
earnestly hope that the meeting now in progress at Madrid will decide to convene a
conference on confidence-building measures and disarmement in Burope, which should
elaborate concrete measures towards the cessation of the arms race and the reduction
of the military potential existing on this continent.
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Nuclear disarmament questions have, of course, formned the subject of negotiations
in other forums, and I refer to the strategic arms limitation talks between the USSR
and the United States, known as SALT. Romania welcomed the conclusion of the SALT IT
agreements and we hope that thess agreements will be ratified in the near future, for
that -will be an important step forward, opening the way tc further measures aimed at
effectively halting the nuclear arms race.

The concentration of our offcrts on nuclear disarmanment in nc way means that we
should ignore the urgency of measures aimed ot the prohibiticn of ofher weapons of
mass déstmuction, and first and foremost chemical weapons. e Romanian delegation
is in favour of the continuation of cfforts to draft an international convention on
this subject. The ugeful work done last year within the Ad Hoc Working Group on
Chemical Weapons, as w2ll as the informal neetings vwith experts, in our view offer
a basis from which the Committce can proceed to a higher stage, that of negotiations
on the drafting of the text of an international agrecment on the complete and effective
prohibition of chemical weapons. This qualitative aspcct should be reflected in the
Working Group's activities; +the conclusion of the Soviet Union-United States
negotiations in this conneotlon could. greatly contribute to the attainment of this

objective. ' : :

As at the last session, we intend to make a constructive contribution fo the
preparation of the toxt of a treaty prohibiting radiological weapons, on the basis of
the joint draft submitted by the delegations of the USSR and the United States of
America and the proposals put Lorward by other States in the coursc of the previous
negotiations. ' ‘

There is something paradoxical about the fact that the development of science and
technology, which bring so many bénefits to mankind in all spheres, is also a driving
force in the arms race. '

The use of new discoveries for the purposc of producing ever more destructive
weapons cannot fail to cause us concern. At the stage we Have reachad in our
consideration of .this question, it is important for us %o take a decision as to the
manner in which we -are to confinue our work. In view of the highly technical-
nature of the subject, we support the proposal for the setting up of an ad hoc group
of gcientific experts with a mandate to gtudy the problems caused by new types of
weapons and. the question of the coficlusion of an afreement or agreements aimed at the
effective prevention of the use of science and technolegy for the development of
weapons of mass destruction.

The Romanian delegation considers that pending the conclugion of a general
agreement on this subject, States which have the necessary teochnological potential
should undertake to take appropriate steps at the natiohal level for the preventicn of
the utilization of the attainments of science and technvlogy for destructive ends.

As H,E, Olu ideniji, the ./mbassador of Nigeria, rightly pointed out, the
elaboration of a comprehensive programme of disarmament, as required of us by the
United Nations, is of spccial urgéncy this year in view of the preparations in
progress for the second special session of the Unitcd Nations deveted to disarmament.
This fask reflects the urgent need to formulate, in a concrete and binding manner,

a strategy and a practical negotiating )rogramme aimed at mobilizing all efforts in
favour of general and complcete disarmament, and in the first instance nuclear
disarmament, The inclusion in the document, in addition to concrete disarmament
neasures, of provisions likely te contribute to the strengthening of the role of the
United Nations in the ficld of disarmament and to ‘increasing its effectiveness in the
co-ordinaticn and the supcrvision of the efforts undertaken in various negotiating
forums ought, given prescnt international conditions, to be a major objective of our
endeavours.
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At thismpointin my staterent I should like to sum up the Romanian delegeiionis
position with regard to the varicus proposals made in the Comnitteo._ We belicve
that all thesc initiatives refloct the real advantages to be derived from using the
working instruments which the ad } groupc are considercd to be, It should be
stressed, however, that our 65§C"SSlJJS in this comnection ought not delay the immediate
corme ncement of work bj the four Groups which were already in operation last year.

The matter of setting up flexible and practical subsidiary bodies of the Committee
for the purpose of considering solutions or bringing us up to U@tp on certain problems,
should not be raised to the 1evol oF institutional and political questions, as has
gsometines been the casc in the pasit. 4 negotiating forum like ocurs should adopt a
much freer approach towards the problems with which it is concerncd. It is in that
spirit that the Romanian delcgation intends before long to raise the question of the
freezing and reduction of military budgets. We attach special importance to. this =
problcm, which is written into the Commiitee's decalogue. The argument concerning -
the '"maturing” of certain subjects cannot and should not discourage us from exanLnlna
them; we are convinced that negotiation itself helps to maturc a subgect

I should also like to enphasizeé that according to the terns of the ”Deolaratlon of
the 1980s as the Second Disarnament Decade", adopied by General Lssembly
resolution 35/46 of 3% December 1930, "... 1t is essential that not only Governments but
also the peoples of the world rccognize and understand the dangers in the present world
armaments situation, so that world public opinion will be mobilized on behalf of pecace
and. disarmanént. °~ This will be of 'great importance to the strengthening of international
peace and sccurity, the just and peaccful resolution of disputes and conflicts and
effective disarmament". In our view, the manner in which the Committec on Disarmament
could contribute towards a cleser link with publie opinion, by ensuring that it is
better informed about the Committee's activities, should also be a subject for our
attention. The Romanian delegation intends, at an appropriate time, to submit
concrete proposals on this point.

We appreciate the broadening of the debate on disarmament among men of science and
the objective and Iucid sensc of responsibility they are disrplaying in face of the
dangers cngendered by armaments and the us. of science for nilitary ends. In that
context, we welcome the establishment of the United Nations Institute for Disarmanment
Research and we express fthe hope that the Institvte will direct its work towards the
major objectives defined in United Nations documents. Among the small and nedium-sized
developing countries the need is felt for scicntifie rescarch capable of providing
effective support to disarmament efforts.,

s H.E. Mrs. Inga Thorsson, the distinguished representative of Sweden, pointed
out, this year's scssion of the Committec on Disarmament is taking place under the sign
of the second special session of the United Nations devoted to disarmament, whose task it
will be to make a public evaluation of the results we have achicved. If those results
are deemed inadequate, the reasons for this, including the Cormittee!s work structures,
might well be subject to very olose scrutiny.

The conclusion to be drawn from all this is that, in conformity with
General Lssenbly resclution 3)/152J our Conmlitop, as the single multilateral
negotiating body on disarmament, should play the central role in substantive negotiations
on priority questions of disarmament by combining its efforts with those undertaken in
other forums.

In concluding thesc introductory remarks, a2llow me to emphasize that any delay in
solving the problems before us will lead to situations of still greater complexity. We
all agrece that much umelef solutions mighv have been foumd in the early stages of
umodern veapons sygicus. Time dees not ease the negotiators! task. My delegation is
sincercly convinced that we have not reached irreversible situations. That is vhy it
will sparc no effort at this stage to try tc help make our necg tlatlons noanln gful and
fruitful,



CD/PV.103

o
L7

The CHAIRMAN  (translated from French): I thank Ambassador Malita for his
statement and T am especially gratefuvl to him for the very kind and friendly terms
in which he spoke of me. I should add that I was particularly touched by his
reference to Mr. de Callitres. Times have changed, but there is no doubt that the
precepts contained in his werk still retain a great deal of thelr wvalue.,

Mr, McPHAIL (Canada): Mr. Chairman, I should like to add my voice to that of
others who have already expressed their pleasure at your assumption of the
chairmanship of this Committee., The way you have been conducting our discussions
leads us to think that this session of the Committee on Disarmament may prove to be
more productive than we would have dared to hope. At the same time, my delegation
is encouraged by the general desire that has been apparent in the Committee for the
speedy completion of consideration of the agenda. We believe that the part you have
played in this process has been crucial, and we should like to congratulate you on it.

I should also like to associate myself with my colleagues in welcoming to the
Committee the new representatives of Egypt, Pakistan, Zaire and Romania. DMy
delegation is convinced that the personal contributions of these representatives
will be of value to the Committee in its deliberations.

My statement today will be brief. I want simply to survey in cutline form the
prospects for this year's session of the Committee as we see them. If I refer to the
role and objectives that should be expected of this forum at this session, I do so
without any intention of recounting today the history of past deliberations of the
Committee on Disarmament, or for that matter of proposing any new measures. Instead,
I do so at this juncture in the history of the Committee, and bearing in mind the
events outside these chambers which inevitably affect our work, in order to stress
the view of my Govermment that it is incumbent upon us tc adopt the most practical
and business-like approach possible to our work, and to aim at what realistically we
might expect to achieve.

I accordingly hope that the Committce this year will proceed on the basis of
three fundamental considerations:

(1) Our proceedings should go forward on a basis of what is possible in the period
leading up to the second special session on disarmament in full recognition of
the fact that the Committee on Disarmament does not work in a vacuum, but is
influenced by the international environment. In this regard we need to he
sensitive to this enviromment, and if we are to achieve progress our aims for
this session, and for others, must be fine-tuned accordingly.

(2) We should therefore limit our objectives to realistic proposals lending themselves
to items where prospects of agreement are high or where we have reasonable
chances of achieving consensus. Only through registering progress can we be
confident that the credibility of the CD will be strengthened.

(3) In this regard, I suggest that it is particularly important that this Committee
show progress now. We welcome the forthcoming and flexible attitudes expressed
by many delegations and their determination to avoid the lengthy treatment of
organizational and procedural questions which consumed so much time at the
session of the Committee on Disarmament in 1980,
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With these considerations in mind, I agree with those speakers who have urged that
working groups be convened as soon as possible; I also agree with those who have
suggested that the four working groups established last year~— the working groups
on negative security assurances, chemical weapons, radiological weapons and the
comprehensive programme of disarmament-- should be re-established or continued on
the basis of their mandates of last year. New mandates if eventually needed or
desirable can be taken up by the Committee on Disarmament in parallel with the
substantive work of those working groups, and when that work demonstrates the
desirability of change. This is the kind of busincss-like and flexible approach
appropriate to a negotiating forum of this kind.

I would now like to prognosticate on the outcome of those working groups, if as
. we hope, they are able to commence vorlc at orice:

(a) The chemical weapons and radiological weapons working groups: our asscssment
is that conditions are favourable for progress in these working groups if all parties
maintain a sense of realism,

(b) Comprehensive programme of disarmement: the work of this vorking group is
most relevant to preparations for the United Nations General Assembly's
second special session on disarmament, and should proceed firmly and quickly,
bearing in mind the work programme established by the United Nations Disarmament
Commission. ’

(c) Hegative security assurances: this working group has performed a waluable
if difficult function of clarifying the issues and differences involved. The time
may now be right for carly consultation outside the working group framework by those
most directly involved to determine whether at this stage, and how, further progress
within the working group will be possible.

As for the proposed establishment of a working group on a comprehensive test ban,
we believe that the effectiveness of any working group on this or any other guestion
depends upon the adoption of a realistic mandate acceptable to all and particularly
to those most dircctly concerned. This should be borne in mind in our deliberations
on the creation of this working group, which we wish to see established a+t the
earliest possible date. I repeat, however, that we want an effective vorking group,
and that means there must be a readiness on 21l sides to consider the mandate
question seriously and realistically. My Governmment holds firmly to the belief
that we are not here. to score debating points.

On the basis of these considerations and prognostications, which I know are
shared by a great many other members of the Committee, I hope that it will be Possible
at this year's session of the Committee on Disarmament to move ahead in a business-like
and constructive manner, that we will register substantive progress before the
second special session in 1982, and that we shall build on the glimmering of progress
recorded last year in the substantive efforts of our working groups, to make the
Committee on Disarmament the true negotiating forum on disarmament matters it is
intended--~ and expected by the world—— tc be.

Finally, and in the spirit of the remarks I just made concerning the interest in
our work of those usually outside this Committee, I want to say the following. A week
ago, we had a manifestation of the interest of youth on the occasion of the
presentation of a book on disarmament written specially for them. Today I want to
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draw the attention of the Committee to a different and certainly no less significant
manifestation of such interest. I am pleased to tell the Committee that we have duly
informed the Secretary of -the presence within the Canadian delegation today and for
the next two weeks of two parliamentary advisers: Mr. Charies Caccia and

Mr., Blaine Thacker, who reprecent respectively the Govermment party and the

Official Opposition in the Canadian Parliament. Mr. Caccia in particular has been
involved in disarmament and security questions in the Inter-Parliamentary Union and
as adviser at the lNadrid Conference. They are here to familiarize themselves with
the work of the Committee and leok forward to its plenary discussions and to the
opportunity to meet membexrs of other delegations for informal exchanges of views

on the subjects before uc.

The CHAIRMAN (translated Irom French): I thank His Excellency Ambassador HcPhail
for his statement and I should alsn like 1o express to him all my gratitude for his
very kind words about myself. I take this opportunity to welcome ir. Charles Caccia
and Mr, Blaine Thacker and I wish them an interesting stay among us.

Mr., PROKORIEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated fronm RuSSLan):
We extend greetings to you in the post of Chairman of the Committee ag the
representative of a country which has done much to reduce tensions in Eurcpe and
other parts of the world. The Soviet delegation hopes that, as Chairman at the
initial stage of the Committee's activities this year, you will direct all your
outstanding experience and knowledge of internaticnal affairs towards ensuring that
our common endeavour gets off to a good start and that our work is business-like and
productive.

The session of the Committee on Disarmament now beginning is notable in many
respects. From the point of view of working time, it is really the last full session
before the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament,
scheduled for 1982. This places a special respensibility upen all States represented
in the Committeec. - On their political will, their readiness to reach real agreements
in the disarmament sphere, will depend-- among other things— the judgement passed
on the Committee's activities at the special session.

The start of our Committee's work coincides with the resumption of the ladrid
meeting, whose object is to reach agreements in the interests of the security and
peaceful future of the Buropsan peoples, agreements which should, in particular,
open the way for the convening of a conference on military détente and disarmament
in Europe. Multilateral negotiations on the joint reduction of armed forces and
armaments in central Burope are continuing in Vienna. We believe that the
accomplishment of positive results in the Committee on Disarmament and constructive,
business-like negotiations within the Committee would be conducive to progress in
those important international forums as well.

I should alsc like to draw attention to the fact that the 26th Congress of
the Communist Party of the Soviet Union and congresses of other parties of the
fraternal sccialist countries are to be held during the period of the current
session of the Committee on Disarmament. The socialist countries have alireys played
and are playing an active, constructive part in all the most. important areas of
our multilateral body's activity and in solving problems of disarmament as a whole,
To mention only the past year, the socialist countries have to their credit a broad
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programme of specific measures for the strengthening of peace and détente put forward
at the May meeting of the Political Consultative Committee of States parties to the
Warsaw Treaty, business-like prcposals on the same subjectdraym up in October 1980

at a meeting of the Committee of Ministers of Foreign Affairs of the States parties
to the Warsaw Treaty, and initiatives by the Soviet Union and other socialist
countries at the thirty-fifth session of the United Nations General Assembly, in the
Committee on Disarmament and in other disarmament negotiating forums.

The decisions of the forthcoming 26th Congress of the Communist Pariy of the
Soviet Union and of the congresses of other parties of socialist countries, which
always devote considerable attention to questicns of strengthening peace and détente
and reducing the danger of war, will without doubt make a fresh contribution towards
the struggle of the peoples for the curbing of the arms. race. e

As is well known, the Soviet Union has constantly singled out the problem of
disarmament, both as a whole and in its various aspects, as being of prime importance
among the problems of contemporary international 1ifs whose solution brooks no delay.
"The foreign policy of the Soviet Union," L.I. Brezhnev emphasized in his New Year's
message of greetings to. the Soviet people, "is pursuing clear and hoblé 2ims. Ve
want peace for all peoples., Our allegiance to the ideals of freedom, justice and
progress is unshakeable. The Soviet Union resolutely champions détente and the
strengthening of co-operation, and opposes a firm 'no' to the arms race and to the
complications and conflicts engendered by imperialist policies'.

We are firmly convinced that the world can find genuine security, notl through
an endless succession of ever more terrifying and, by the same token, ever more
expensive means of warfare, but by restraining the pace and the scale of the arms
race until it is completely halted. Proceeding from the principle that there are no
international problems that could not be solved through negotiations with reasonable
regard for mutual interests, our country makes concrete and practically rcalizable
proposals in the disarmement field. During the period since the Second World War,
the USSR has put forward more than one hundred proposals of this kind, from those
relating to individual measures-— and this applies particularly to the banning of
atomic and, later, of thermonucléar weapons —— to general and complete disarmement.

At the thirty-fifth session of the United Nations General Assembly the Soviét
delegation put forward, as is known, a broad programme of urgent measures aimed at
reducing the danger of war. In the interests of improving the effectiveness of work
in specific areas of the struggle for peace and the security of peoples, the ’
Soviet Union submitted to the session.of the General Assembly a memorandum entitled
"Peace, disarmament and international security guarantees". The most important
among the more than 40 resolutions on disarmament questions approved by the
General Assembly at its thirty-fifth session are based on proposals by the Soviet Union
and other socialist countries dictated by a concern for the improvement of the
political climate throughout the planct and the deepening of the process of détente.

As the results of the General Lssembly's work in this sphere demonstrate, a significant
majority of States are resolutely in favour of placing disarmement on a tracl: leading
towards practical sclutions and of taking without delay steps -- not, perhaps the

most radical steps, but real ones nevertheless --. on the path towards the elimination
of military confrontation. The convicticn is growing throughout the world that

the 1980s must become the decade of genuine advances in the limitation of the arms
race, primarily the nuclear arms race.
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And this needs to be done without delay, for, as the Memorandum of the
Soviet Union submitted at the thirty-~fifth session of the United Nations
General Assembly points out, the arms race is in certain fields "approaching a
point beyond which it may become impossible to curb it effectively by means of
agreements based on mutual verificaticn". This appliss, first and foremost, to the
development of strategic weapons. As is generally recognized, the success of the
SALT process forms the core of international security as a whole. It is not by
- accldent, after all, that one of the resclutions of the thirty-fifth session of
the General Assembly contains an urgent appeal not to delay eny further -the
implementation of the SALT-II treaty. The entire responsibility for the fact that
the treaty has not yet entered into force rests with the United States. The
provisions of the SALT-II treaty touch upon the most important aspects of the
security of the Soviei Union and the United States. Our country, as has been
repeatedly stated at the highest level, finds completely unacceptable an approach
which would place one of the parties in a position of advantage in relation to the
other. 1In his telegram of greetings to Mr. R. Reagan, the new President of
the United States, L.I. Brezhnev said that the Soviet Union favours a positive
development of relations between the USSR end the United States and their constructive
ce~operation in solving urgent international problems, which, together with the
efforts of all other States, would best serve the ends of improving the international
eituation and strengthening peace. ' ' :

The Soviet Union's unwavering desire to unravel the tight knots of conflict
situations in various corers of our planet is supported by concrete initiatives.
The international community received with profound interest and attention, in
particular, the new important proposals on ways of ensuring peace and security in
the Persian Gulf area advanced by L.I. Brezhnev during his recent visit to India.
These proposals, which provide for the conclusion of an appropriate agreement between
the countries of the region, the Soviet Union, the United States of America, other -
Yestern Powers, China, Japan and all States interested in the matter, offer a real
possibility for the attainment of lasting peace in one of the world's most explosive
areas. i ) :

It goes without saying that the present state of international affairs cannot
fail to arduse the concern of all those who hold dear the intercsts of peace and the
security of peoples. The actions of the forces of militarism, aggression and
oppression threaten tc bring to nought all the pesitive results achieved during the
past decade towards the development of mutual wnderstanding, trust and peaceful
co-operation among pecples and States. The fly-wheel of the continuing lethal.
armaments race is spinning more and more uncontrollably. Mankind hac no loftier
or more noble task than that of halting this process, preventing a world catastrophe,
~ preserving détente and proceeding on the path of strengthening international peace
and security, the path of disarmament. :

We consider that the Committee on Disarmament, which remains a viable,
representative and effective body in the disarmament field under present conditions,
. when the machinery of a number of bilateral and multilateral disarmament negotiations
has ceased to function, is called upon. t¢ play a role of considerable importance in
this matter. As one of the initiators of the establishment of this multilateral
negotiating body, the Soviet Union has, throughout the entire period of existence
of the Committee on Disarmament, repeatedly submitted various proposals bLoth of a
general and of a specific natuve for the Committee's consideration. Many of these
have been put into effect in specific multilateral agreements halting the amms
raoce in certain fields. :
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. = This year, too, the Soviet delegation, together with the delegations of other
coutitries, Intends to work actively towards the productive consideration of items
on the agenda for the current session, so that the greatest possible headwvay may be
made., The Committee's agenda is very heavy. It includes such important items as
the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests, the prohibition of
chemical weapons, the prohibition of radiological weapons and of new types and new
systems of weapons of mass destruction, the cessation of the nuclear arms race and
nuclear disarmament, the preparation of a comprehensive programme of disarmament,
the strengthening of security guarantees for non-nuclear-weapon States and other
problems. These questions are at different stages of consideration; with regard to
some of them, a.sufficiently solid basis for the attainment of agreement already
exists, while in respect of others Committee members are still groping for
approaches and business-like negotiations have not really yet begun. ~VWe are aware
that all these guestions are extremely sericus and that they touch upon many aspects
of a political, military and technical nature and therefore call for  comprehensive
and thorough examination. - »

In a recent article published in the review "Kommunist", A.A. Gromyko,
Minister of Foreign Affairs of the USSR, wrote: "If a possibility is found which,
when realized, will open up the prospect of solving any question in this fiela, it
will be enough to call, 'Bureka!' and the Soviet Union will be prepared to react
positively ‘to such an idea or proposal, no matter from whom it may emanate. i
The Soviet Union claims no monopoly in putting forward such initiatives. Any Stat
can advance them. All that is needed are good intentions."

Despite the existence of considerable difficulties (which, incidentally, are
sometimes artificially created), the Soviet delegation, remaining within the bounds
of realism, believes that, given goodwill and the appropriate desire on the part of
participants in the Committee, significant progress can be achieved in our common
work and the considerstion of specific items can culminate in concrete agreements,
We think that what matters most is to concentrate from the very outset on the
substance of the matter in hand and not to dizperse the efforts of Committee members
on questions of secondary importance or even on trumped-up issues unrelated to
our agenda.

The Soviet delegation proceeds from the consideration that last vear, when all
the nuclear Powers took part in the Committee's meetings and 1t was operating with
an expanded membership, good preparatory work was done, on the whole, for the
achievement of practical results at the current session of the Committee. The
resolutions of the thirty-fifth session of the United Nations Ceneral Agsembly
directly concerning our multilateral negotiating body and directly addressed to it
should play a major role. A positive example in this respect was given by the
United Nations Conference on Prohibitions or Restrictions of Use of Certain Conventional
Vieapons Vhich May Be Desmed to Be Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscriminate
Effects, held last autumn. That Conference, as is known, culminated in +the
elaboration of a general convention and of the corresponding protocols attached to
it in respect of "excessively injurious" types of conventional weapons.

We should also like to remind the Committee that its files contain a number of
concrete proposals submitted by the Soviet Union over the years; these, naturally,
are still valid and relevant. It goes without saying-that the Soviet delegation
is prepared, as always, to treat with due attention all other initiatives or
proposals aimed at the constructive consideration and solution of the tasks before us.

Pending more detailed statements of our position on separate agenda items, we
should like in this connection to make a few comments of a general nature today,
Bearing in mind that the nuclear arms race carries the greatest threat to peace, the
Soviet Union together with other socialist countries submitted proposals in
February 1979 for negotiations on ending the production of all types of nuclear
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weapons and gradually reducing their stockpiles until they have bheen completely
destroyed (Z‘D/4) However, because of the obstructionist line adopted by some bBtates,
negotiations on this issue have not yet started. In this connection we cannot fail to
recall that both the resolution on "Nuclear weapsns in all aspects" of the
thirty-fourth session of the General Assembly and the resolution of the

thirty-fifth scession of the General Assembly recommending, in particular, the
establishment of an ad hoc working group on this problem, call for negotiations on
this subject. The Soviet delegation expresses the hope that at the present session
the deadlock will be broken and negotiations on nuclear disarmament will begin, in

" the course ef which account will be taken of the various views expregssed on this
subject and those contained in paragraph 50 of the Final Document of the first
gpecial session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament.

In our view, there exist definite possibilities for progress in the matter of
strengthening security guarantees for non-nuclear-weapsn States. The Soviet delegation,
as befcre, favours the conclusion of a multilateral convention in this sphere, while at
the same:time accepting the possibility, as an interim measure, of achieving
appropriate agreement in the form of a Security Council resolution. Such an approach,
as is known, is reflected in a resolution of the thirty-fifth sezsion of the
General Assembly. We are, of course, ready to co-operate actively with other States in
the search for a univerglly acceptable formula of guarantees,

In this connection, it is appropriate te recall that the Soviet Union has stated
more than once that it will never use nuclear weapons against those States which
renounce the manufacture and acquisition of such weapons and have no such weapons in
their territories.

Within the complex of nuclear disarmament questions, that of the complete and
general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests i1s particularly acute., The Soviet Union
has consistently taken the line that the Committee on Disarmament should play an
active part in the solution of this urgent problem. Bearing in mind the well-known
resolution of the thirty-fifth session of the General Assembly, we believe that it
would be advisable to set up an appropriate working grecup, whose activitics could be
productive on condition of the participation in it of all the nuclear Powers. Ve
consider that such a group should concern itself with the examination of all aspects of
the problem of nuclear-weapon tests with a view to the early conclusion of a treaty, tc
which all nuclear Powers would be party, on the complete and general prohibition of
nuclear-weapon tests. At the same time, cur country attaches great importance to the
tripartite negotiations on this question and is ready to contribute to their successful
conclusion in every way possible. We take the view that consideration of this question
within the Committee on Disarmament need not interfere with the process of the
tripartite negotiations.

At its thirty-fifth session, the United Nations General Assembly adopted a
resolution requesting the Committee on Disarmament to proceed without delay to talks
with a view to elaborating an international agreement on the non-stationing of nuclear
weapons on the territories of States where fthere are no such weapcons at present. This
question is becoming particularly urgent today, when a genuine danger exists of nuclear
weapons spreading over the entire globe. Our Committee can play an important role in
the elaboration of measures to prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons in any
form. We have proposed that this item should be included in the agenda of the current
session of the Committee.

The Soviet delegation intends to take an active stand in favour of the prohibition
of new types and new systems of weapons of mass destruction on a wide scale. The
Soviet Union's approach of principle to this problem is a consistent and unchanging
one; we favour the conclusion of a comprehensive treaty, but, at the same time, we
are willing to reach agreement on the prohibition of individual new types and new
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systems of weapons of mass destruction. Bearing in mind the views expressed by
various countries, it would be useful to set up an ad hoc group of experts with a
suitable mandate within the framework of our Committee.

VWhen examining the question of radiological weapons, one of the nev tymes of
weapons of mass destruction, the Committee should, in our view, concentrate on
completing the elaboration and preparation for signature of a treaty prohibiting
radiological weapons, as one of the resolutions of the thirty-fifth session of the
General Assembly calls upon it to do. A solid basis for the completion of thisg
task exists in the form of the basic elements of a treaty prohibiting the development,
production, stockpiling and use of radiological weapons and alsc the comments and
suggestions made by various delegations in 1979 and 1980. We urge that the conglusion
of a treaty on radiological weapons should not be shelved for an indefinite length of
time.

The Soviet delegation wishes to draw attention to attempts to revive plans for
the production of neutron weapons and their deployment on the territories of
western European countries. Such attempts cannot but arouse the deep alarm and
-concern of the world community. In this connection we should like to recall that
the Soviet Union, together with other socialist countries, submitted in March 1978 a
draft international convention on the prohibition of the production, stockpiling,
deployment and use of nuclear neutron weapons, the danger of whose appearance in the
arsenals of States is again increasing.

The Soviet Union continues to be in favour of prohibiting neutron weapons by
means of a treaty at the international level.

A great deal of work lies before the Committee in the field of the pronibition of
chemical weapons. A certain amount of pregress was made in the Working Grouvp last
year; however, as the Group's report indicates, not all questions were duly considered
owing to shortage of time. It would be advisable if this Working Group were to
continue its activities and to concentrate its efforts more particularly on theose
issues on which a general consensus had already emerged. We believe that during the
consideration of problems relating to chimical weapons, acrount will be talken of
the General Assembly's avnpeal for the completion, as a matter of high priority, of
the text of an international convention on the prohibition of the development,
production and stockpiling of all chemical weapons and on their destruction.

I should also like to mention the question of the elaboration of a comprehensive
programme of disarmament, which has been included in the Committee's agenda.
Attaching great importance to the elaboration of such a programme, the Soviet
delegation believes that, in accordance with a practice which has proved its worth,
it would be expedient for this question to be considered within the framework of a
working group.

Those are some of our delegation's views on a number of points relating to our
agenda and the organization of our work which we wished to express during the general
debate.

The Committee on Disarmament, which has resumed its work, occupies a special place
among the many bodies for negotiations on disarmament. A1l the nuclear-weapon Powers
and States with the largest military potential participate in the Committee. Its
agenda covers the widest spectrum of disarmament problems. Therc can be no doubt that,
as in past years the international community will watch the Committee's work with closc
attention and hope. It is our common task not to disappoint the hopes of the world's
peoples, who expect genuine progress in the field of limitation of the arms race and
disarmament,

The Soviet delegation, for its part, is prepared to engage in business-like
negoﬁlations and constructive co-operation with all delegations in the intercsts of
fulfilling the responsible and noble tasks facing the Committee on Disarmament.
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The CHAIRMAN (translated from French): I thenk the distinguished representative
of the Soviet Union for his statement and I thank him also for the kind words he
addressed to the Chair. N

Mr. VRHUNEC (Yugoslavia): Mr. Chairman, permit me to extend my most sincere
-congratulations for your taking up of the duties of Chairman of the Committee on
Disarmament. You represent a country with which Yugoslavia maintains traditionally
good and. friendly relations and which is known for its initiatives in the field that
we are discussing here. The role of Chairman in the forthcoming intensive work of
the Committee is considerable and important. We are confident that with your
well-known diplomatic skill and experience, you will contribute to the achievement
of ccrresponding results. ‘

I would also like to express my gratitude to the representative of friendly
Ethiopia for the successful work he has done as Chairman of our Committee.

I avail myself of this opportunity to greet cur new colleaguges, the
representatives of Egypt, Zaire, Pakistan and Romania, and to wish them much success
in their work.

No one today denies any more that disarmament is one of the most significant
problems of the international community. This has, after all, been stressed many
times and is reflected in the conclusions of the special session of the United Nations.
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. The accumulation of weapons and the
spending of enormous resources in order that humanity can destroy itself many times
over today is in itself absurd and incomprehensible. All the more so if one recalls
that millions of people in numerous developing countries live on the brink of famine
and poverty. The gcope of the arms race has come intec conflict with the most basic

- ~human beliefs and aspirations, degrading all that which is most humane and vital in

mar.. No excuse of a security or ideological nature can justify this. This is why

it is clear that the opening of the process of genuine disarmament presupposes the

most urgent taking ¢f measures to halt the arms race, particularly the nuclear arms
race.

Nevertheless, we see that despite all these facts, contemporary mankind has not
been able so far to bring an end to the arms race and begin a process of real’
disarmament. On the contrary, we are witnessing its acceleration, the sophistication
of existing weapons and systems and the use of scientific achievements for the
production of new, more destructive weapons of mass destruction. Military budgets
of almost all countries, especially the nuclear Powers, are constantly increasing.
while some of them even dare assert that there is a lack of resources required for
development, particularly for the needs of the developing countries.

As early as 1976, when he proﬁosed the conveﬁing of a special session of the
United Nations General Assembly on disarmament at the fifth conference of non—aligned
countries, President Tito said:

""The continuation of the arms race, which has already acquired gigantic
proportions, is increasingly becoming one of the main sources of instability,
- tension and threat to peace and security in the world."

Unfortunately, the situation has become even worse since then.
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There are those who would lixe to justify this race with assertions that there
is no confidence between States. However, how can theré be “confidence in a situation
in which everyone is arming himself? Furthermore, it is claimed that stable
international relations ana an ideal military balance should be established first,
and only then could disarmament come about., It is justified to ask the guestion
whether the cpposite is not more correct —— that the opening of the process of genuine
disarmament creates the conditicns for the improvement of intermational relations
and the establishment of a more stable balance of powers in the world. On the other
hand, some stress that disarmament is possible only when parity in armament is
reached, and the like. A1l such or similar assertions lead to a constant aggravation
of international relations, a disquieting state of affairs in many areas of social
activity, a2 stagnation in eccnomic develcpment throughout the world, particularly
in the developing countries, the continuation of power politics, interference in the
internal affairs of other countries, the exercise of political and economic pressure
on small and less developed countries, a lack of solutions to the existing crises
and the creation of new hotbeds of crisis, etc. In addition to this, some eountries
do not respect the decisions of the United Nations General Assembly, particularly of
the tenth special session, which they solemnly accepted. UWeither do they respect
the opinions and aspirations of a vast part of mankind. If this continues, we will
increasingly find ourselves in a situation of going around in a vicious circle and,
through the stockpiling of weapons, of being closer to general catastrophe.

The strengthening of world peace and international security and the development
of international co-operation, based on peaceful coexistence, with respect for the
independence of countries and the promotion of the economic development of all
peoples, is the only alternative for all of us. This is the only approach which will
accord the right place and role to genuine disarmament and its concrete implementation
without delay — of this Yugoslavia is deeply convinced. Therefore, we are deeply
concerned with the policy of those circles which try to justify the arms race by -
advocating that it is in the interest of peace and security. The advecates of such
positions must be clearly warned about all the negative effects caused by such
behaviour and the historical responsibility they assume towards the whole of merkind.
This is why the over-all protlem of disarmament should be approached in a much more
resolute manner, with more confidence, optimism and real peclitical will to start
this process without further delay. All of us here who are, by the concurrence of
events, in charge of this task, as well as the govermments that we represent, should
take up this work, conscious of the historical responsibility that we face.

Since the very beginning, the non-aligned countries, and among them Yugoslavia,
have attached the greatest importance +to the development of the process of .
disarmament. They strive to make this process universal and to make possible the
most active participation in it of all countries, regardless of their size or military
strength. Proceeding from its authentic principles, the non-aligned movement considers
that international relations are indivisible and that peace and security can be ensured
and developed further only through a universal process of relaxation of tensions and
by way of a general democratization of international relations. It is only on these
bases that it is possible successfully to solve the two main problems of our times:
peace and security through disarmament, and. the equitable economic development of
all countries through the creation of the new intermational economic order. In these
efforts, the non-aligned countries are prepared to assume their part of responsibility,
which is otherwise manifested in the over-all work of the United Nations as well as
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this Committee. INevertheless, the main responsibility certainly rests with the
protagonists of the arms race and first of all with the nuclear super-Powers. They
are primarily responsible for the tension in the world and the use of power politics,
the broadening of the spheres of interest of military alliances and the accumulation
of weapons, nuclear in narticular.

Progress in internaticnal relations is closely linked with the process of
disarmament. On the other hand, its implementation would in itself bear upon the
removal cof the atmosphere of fear and distrust and would open the way to general
coexistence and co-operation on an equitable basis, in all areas of man's activity.
This is why disarmament, as today's imperative, does not have any alternative but
should rather be understood as a unique process which should encompass all the
necessary elements conducive tc the adoption and implementation of specific
disarmament measures as soon as pcssible. The ways to achieve this are varied, but
they should all have one goal -- the reaching of corresponding agreements.

Both the rmltilateral and the bilateral negotiations that have been conducted
so far have shown certain, but very modest results. This is insufficient, and
progresses rather slowly., It is indispensable to accelerate the present negotiations
as soon as possible and to open new fields of negotiation. All countries opted for
this at the tenth special session of the United Nations General Assembly, which was
devoted to disarmament. At that session, we established principles that were adopted
by consensus and which should serve as permanent landmarks in the process of the
attainment of the final aim —— general and complete disarmament under effective
international control. Ve alsc established then the mechanisms for the consideration
of disarmament on a democratic basisg, which offer a possibility for broad action,
with the engagement of =211 Members of the United Nations.

A part of that mechanism is, surely, our Committee as well. All of us here
are aware of its role and significance. As the only multilateral negotiating body
in the field of disarmament, our Committee has a very clearly defined mandate and
responsibility for carrying out the task accorded to it by the Final Act of the
special session on disarmament. With the aim of the further affirmation of the
Committee on Disarmement, we attach particular importance to two basic characteristics:
(1) +that its work is carried out on consistent equitable bases and the democratic
recognition of the rights of all States members of the Committee on Disarmament,
both large and small, belonging to blocs, non-aligned or neutral, in order that
they may fully participate in the Committee's work and engage themselves with regard
to all the relevant questions; and (2) that negotiations concerning specific
questions are conducted directly and effectively, with a view to the earliest
rossible attainment of international agreements on the creation of instruments for
the prohibition of various types of weapons.

This is the third year that the Committee is working. Ve must analyse the
results achieved so far and ask ourselves, first, whether we have fulfilled the
expectations of the international community and carried out the responsibilities
set at the tenth special session, and secondly, what are our immediate obligations
with regard to the forthcoming special session of the United Nations General Assembly
on disarmament which has been envisaged for 1982.
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As the answer to the first question, my delegation would like to underline the
following: during the past period the Committee has carried out a praiseworthy
activity and intensity of work in which a solid basis for vork has been created.
However, we have not achieved yet a single svecific substautive result, which is
far from the responsibilities assumed. The slowness of specific negotiations is
such that we must ask ourselves why this is so and what should the Committee
undertake in order to speed up the negotiating process. We cannot consider as
progress in the Committee's work the fact that we have reached agreement-only on
the rules of procedure, the programme of work, the agenda and the creation of four
warking groups. The yardstick for the results of the Committee's work can only
be the reaching of specific and concrete agreements on the essential questions
being considered, and this has not been achieved. In order to achieve such results,
we must show political will and the readiness to reach international agreements on
the basis of democratic consideration, without attempting tc impose solutions which
have as their aim the solution c¢f the problem within narrow circles of particular
group interests or the interests of those who hold the monopoly in armaments,
nuclear in particular. In this process we must take care to preserve the authenticity
of the Committee's work. For there is no doubt that world events influence the work
of the Committee on Disarmament. However, we cannot allow these events to be the
hindrance or excuse for hampering the Committee's work. On the contrary, the
succesgsful solution of disarmament vroblems which are on the Committee's agenda will
be of aven greater immortance in certain situations of crisis that pose a threat to
peace and international security and will also have a positive impact on the
solution of problems concerning other international issues.

The road which our Committee chose last year, represents a good direction for
the realization of the set goals. This is why my delegation strives for the urgent
resumption and continuation of the work of the working groups which were in operation
last year. The question of the renewal of the old mandate or the formulation of a
new one should not obstruct the work of these working groups. According to need,
this question can be considered in parallel, during the work of the Committee.
However, what should be carried out right away is the greatest possible
intensification :f the negotiating work ¢f all four working groups and the imr-diate
creation of two additional ones, for the CTB and nuclear disarmament. In its final
statement, delivered at the closing of last year's session of the Committee, the
Group of 21 clearly indicated that the Committee should proceed in the cited manner
this year. The position of the non-aligned and neutral countries is clear. The
proposal for the creaiion of two new working groups is, in fact, based on the
request of a great majority of United Nations Members and has been expressed in
numerous resolutions of the General Assembly regarding the need to halt the nuclear
arms race and stop all nuclear testing, in all environments. This is the only way
in which we can intensify the work of the Committee, through substantive
negotiations, and fulfil all the responsibilities that stand before us until the
next special session. We shall thus justify the confidence in the Committee shown
by the decision on its creation and at least partly fulfil what is expected of us.
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I would like to express my delegation's satisfaction over the fact thau the
.Committee on_Dlearmament has already succeeded in reaching consensus on the agenda
and programme of work for this session.

The rules of proéedure we adopted at the first session in 1979 are, undoubtedly,
suitable, and there is no need to consider them once more. They also clearly
regulate the question of our Committee's work, as ‘well as the partlolpatlon of
non~members in it. I do not deem it necessary to cite particular provisions which
deal with this. Nevertheless, I would like to emphasize that we- mast not permit
our Committee to find itself in the situation it was in last year —- that A
substantive negotiations are delayed by discussions on procedure and that solutions
are sought outside the framework of the adopted rules'of procedure, on unacceptable

bases.

The Yugoslav delegation, together with other non-aligned and neutral countries
members of the Committee, will resolutely strive, this year also, for the most
intensive possible working character of the session, and we shall endeavour to
participate in the negotiating process in a manner of utmost co-operation.
However, what is unacceptable for us is any further postponement of work and the
avoidance of substantive negotiating for one reason or the other. We shall not
reconcile ourselves to the Committee's failure to achieve any substantive results
again this year. On our part, we shall give support to all vroposals envisaging
an active and constructive approach to the solution of certain guestions. It is
up to the protagonists of the arms race to give their contribution in order that
the Committee can achieve the best possible results. To this effect, Yugoslavia
firmly believes ~~ since there is no other way out of the dilemma with regard to
peace, independence and progress —— that our work will be governed by wisdom and
the will to put an end to armaments. We shall do all that is within our power —-
in the Committee on Disarmament, at the Conference on Security and Co-operation
in Burope held in Madrid, in the United Nations and on any other occasion and in
any other area where it may arise —— to encourage amd immediately initiate a
specific and comprehensive process of disarmament so that it will not be too late
tomorrow.

The CHAIRMAN (tramslated from Trench): I thank his Excellency
Ambassador Vrhunec for his statement snd I should also like to thank him very
sincerely for the kind words he addressed to the Chair.
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ir. ADEhf (N*gerlu) lir. Chairman, sceing you preside over tlie meeting of the
Committee on Disarmament gives my delepation immeasurable satisfaction for quite a
number of reasons. IMirst of all, you are, as all members of the Committee have found
out these past two years, a diplomat of great talent and dicvinction; you are a fine
gentleman whose word ~— as I liave personally found out several times —- is always his
bond, and you are a devoted worker in the cause of disarmament. Secondly, your
chairmanship of the Committee is -- in my view —- as it were, the completion of the
institutional agreement which was reached at the first special session devoted to
disarmament when the way was cleared for the participation of the nuclear weapon
States, China and France, which then did not participate in the multilateral
negotiating body. Sir, you have within a week of your accession tc office, proved
your great leadership aolllty and my delegation promises to co~operate with you
throughout your term of office. -

Allow me to convey %to your predecessor in office, Ambassador Tereffe of Ethiopia,
the gratitude of my delegation for his valuable service .to the Committee. Allov me
also to welcome to our midst the distinguished Ambassadors of Bgypt, of Pakistan, of
Romania and of Zaire. I look forward to working closely with them.

In deference to and as my own contribution to the business-like approach which,
under ‘your wise leadership, the Committee appears to be resolved to adopt to its work
this session, my opening statement will be quite brief

At its .thirty-filfth session, the General Assembly of the United Hations adopted
the Declaration of the 1980s as the Sccond Disarmament Decade. The intention of the
Declaration was not just to adé another document to those in the archives of the
United Nations. At least that was not the intention of my delegation when we took the
initiative. Rather, it should be seen as a further expression of the grave distress of
the General Assembly at the ever-growing insecurity of the world arising from the
spiralling accumulation of armaments on the one hand, and the fast depletion of the
world's resources-not as an investment for pregent aad future generations, but as
glorification of the war machines in a few countries. The Declaration embodied the
aspiration of mankind that the end of the 1900s would see a world much more secure
through effective disarmament measures and much more economically equitable through
progress towards the New International Economic Order.

The first major event during the Decade vill probably be the second special
session devoted Yo disarmament in 1932. Indeed, parvagraph 24 of the Declaration of
the 1980s as the Second Disarmament Decade required that its implementation should be
included in the agenda of the second special session devoted to disarmament. In the
Declaration, the General Assembly stated: !"The accomplishment of those snecific
measures of disarmament which have been identified in the Final Document as vorthy of
priority negotiations by the multilateral negotiating orgen would create a very
favourable international climate for the second special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament". The Declaration then went on to enumerate again those items.
They are: a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty; a treaty on the prohibition of
the development, production and stockpiling of all chemical weapons ana their
destruction; a treaty on the prohibition of the development, production and use of
radiological weapons, and effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-
weapon States against the use or threat of use of auclear weapons, taking into
consideration all proposals and sugeestions which have been made in this regard.
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In joining the consensus in the General Assembly for the adoption of
resolution 35/47 on the second special session devoted to disarmament, my delegaulon
believed that the second special session should not be seen as a routlne review
conference of parties, as if the Final Document of the first sne01a1 gession is a
convention and an end in itself. On the contrary, we see the decisions on thls second
special session as providing an impetus for gpecific measures of disarmanment, to be
negotiated with increased intensity anc seriousness, particularly in the Commlttee on
Disarmament. . The Commititee will thereby -- and this is the hope of my delegation --
provide a substantive input to the success of the second special session. VWhat is more
important, the Committee will thereby rebain some credibility in its efficacy as the
single multilateral negotiating organ.

It is with this dual purpose in mind that I would hope we will approach our work
during this session of the Committee. Ve should ask ourselves at this very beginning
of the one full session which we will have before the second special session hoy the
Committee can measure up to the task of making an effective contribution on the one
hand and retaining 1ts credibility as the single multilateral negotiating oxrgan on the
other. The Committee -- in the. view of my delegation -- will have to achieve reoults
in the area of nuclear disarmament as a very first precondition. The threat to the
very survival of mankind is daily made more real by the increase in the quantity and
sophistication of the nuclear arsenals of the nuclear-weapon States. In a study
commissioned in 1968 by the United Wations General Assembly on the Effects of the
Possible Use of Nuclear Weapons and the Security and Economic Implications for States
of the Acquisition and Purther Development of these Veapons, it vas stated:

"The golution of the problem of ensuring security cennot be found in an
increase in the number of States possessing nuclear weapons or, indeed,
in the retention of nuclear weapons by the Powers currently possessing
them.... Security for all countries of the world must be sought through
the elimination of all stockpiles of nuclear weapons and the banning of
their use, by way of general and complete disarmament'.

Twelve years later, in 1980, another study commissioned by the General Assembly,
entitled "Comprehensive Study on Nuclear VWeapons", which was submitted %o the
General Assembly ab its thirty-fifth session, noted that the important technological
and other developments which have taken place since 1968 have made the danger of
miclear disaster even more awesome. TFor one thing, the total number of nuclear
warheads in the arsenals of the nuclear-weapon Powers may be in excess of 40,000, with
a total strength of 1%,000 million tons of TNT or the equivalent of 1 million Hiroshima
bombs. Moreover, the number of strategic warheads in the arsenals of the nuclear
Powers has increased from 4,500 to 9,200 for the United States and from 1,000 to about
6,000 for the USSR. Then, of course, there has been the development of the anti-
ballistic missiles, of multiple independently targetable re-entry vehicles (MIRVS),
cruise missiles, mobile land-based missiles and lately, the neutron bomb, of which we
have heard so much. . Research and development are still proceeding fast and there is no
end in sight. Side by side with the technological development is the alarming
popularization of:the theory that a nuclear war can in fact be survivable and may even
be fought and won. Thus the theory of the balance of mutual destruction which for long
has been the main rationale for the upward spiral of accumulation of nuclear weapons
nay soon give way to a strategy of deliberate launching of nuclear war based on the
calculation of acceptable levels of retaliatory destruction. One of the psychological
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barriers to any conceivable nuclear holocaust has been the hope that except by accident,
neither of the two supem-Powers would consciously launch a nuclear war on the other.

The Congressional Report to which both the distinguished Ambassador of Mexico,
Ambassador Garcfa Robles, and the distinpuished Swedish Minister of State,

Mrs. Inga Thorsson, made extensive reference in their statements on the opening day of
our current session is alarming enough. The number of false alarms of imminent nuclear
attacks given out by the American Barly Varning System cannot be peculiar to that
system. It can be presumed that the USSR also has had its share of false alarms. In

a period of a reasonable level of mutual trust between the two super~Powers, false

alarms may be contalned, or so we hope and pray, anyway. In a perlva of tension, mutual
suspicion and recrimination reminiscent of the cold war days, there may not be tne
opportunity to -- and I use an American expression here ~- second guess a succession of
false alarms.

‘It is bad enough to have to live with the argument of the deterrent effect of the
accumulation of nuclear weapons.  If it does act as a deterrent, we will not know until
present nuclear arsenals have been dismantled as a result of disarmament agreements and
there has been no nuclear war.  Inasmuch as the further accumulation of nuclear
weapons continues, however, inasmuch as the "modernization" of weapons systems
continues, we can only presume that deterrence will work. The nagging question,
however, will always haunt us. Thus, how much further destructive capacity is required
on either side of the nuclear divide before it is considered sufficient to deter?
Deterrence rests inevitably on parity or balance between the forces at the disposal of
the States concerned, and parity or balance in turn rests on the subjective perceptiorn -
by each side. It depends on a premise which is constantly changing and which ¢an be
quite difficult to evaluate. The present impasse on the ratification of SALT II, is
an instructive example. It was negotiated by the highest political and military experts
on both sides. Yet, in one of the two participating States, controversy immediately
arose as to whether SALT II does assure parity. Indeed, it has been asserted that it
does give advantage to the other side and this has provided justification for its
non-ratification., The lesson to be drawn, therefore, is that security based on ever
higher levels of nuclear armaments will ever remain unstable, unsatisfactory, and
downright dangerous not only to the nuclear-weapon States tnenselves but to the world
at “large.

The gradual shift, therefore, towards the doctrine of flexible response or limited
nuclear war offers nc consolation vhatsoever. This doctrine, based on wvhat some refer
to as deterrence by denial, such as the threat of use of tactical nuclear weapons in a
limited battlefield conflict, forgets the probability of escalation to full-scale
nuclear’ exchange. Herein, in my view, lies the greatest danger of the development of
the neutron bomb or, to use the technical term preferred by its advocates, the enhanced
radiation and treduced blast bomb. Apart from the cynicism of those who developed the
bomb in hoping that destruction of human lives will be acceptable to an enemy as long
as equipment and propexrty are left intact, the development of this bomb will blur that
threshold between a conventional and a nuolear war. The beginning of a nuclear war will
no longer rest on the probability of a computer error but on the probability of A
deliberate decision of the political and military authorities. To emphasize the den@e
population in Furope where the neutron bomb is likely to be deployed is one thing, but
this should not make us forget the greater danger of escalatlon tc a nuclear exchange
of world-wide proportion from wnlch none of us will have a hiding place.
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The question thalt comes to mind with developments gcuch as that of the neutron bomb
and others is whether man has not lost control over nuclear-weapon technology. It
seems clear that in many cases the sheer momentum of military research and technology
stumbles on new weapon systems which liave not been conceived of, in anticipation of
military or security needs. O0f course, once the discovery of any weapon is stumbled
upon, pressure for production becomes inevitable and justification by military
strategists can always be made.

Enduring international peace and security, it has to be emphasized agzain, requires
the prevention of the danger of nuclear war, not through the false theory of deterrence
vhose upper ceiling will never be reached, but through nuclear disarmament. To use the
words of the experts who undertook the comprehensive study on nuclear weapons, '"the
concept of the maintenance of world peace, stability and balance through the process of
deterrence is perhaps the most dangerous collective fallacy that exists'.

If it is to discharpe its responsibility as the single multilateral negotiating
body, the Committee on Disarmament would huave to embark immediately on.negotiations on
nuclear disarmament, in accordance with paraﬁranh‘SO of the Final Document. Vorking
papers on which the Committee can base its work have been submitted. What is leflt is a
consensus within the Committee to set up the machinery for negotiation through the
establishment of a working group. This decision, in the view of my delegation, can no
longer be delayed.

An indispensable basic step for preventing the gqualitative improvement of nuclear
weapons and the development of new types of such weapons and preventing the
proliferation of nuclear weanons is a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty. This is
not only a priority item on the agenda of the Committee on Disarmament, it should, in
my view, constitute the main contribution of the Committee to the success of the

QO

second special session devoted to disarmament to be lLield in 1982. .

It is superfluocus to stress again the central importance of a comprehensive
nuclear~test-ban treaty in efforts to halt both horizontal and vertical proliferation
of nuclear weapons. The Group of 21 has in this Committee presented several proposals
on the necessity of embarking on concrete negotiations through the setting up without
delay of an ad hoc working group to nezotiate the prohibition of all nuclear test

explosions by all States for all time. It is & matter of regret that such positive
initiatives have not yet been seized by the Committee. .

At its thirty-fifth session the General Assembly, in resolutions 5/14) A and B,
specifically requested the Committee on Disarmament to undertale and urged all members
of the Committee to support the creation of an ad lhioc working group to initiate
substantive negotiations on a comprehensive test ban treaty as a matter of the highest
priority at the beginning of its 19C1 session. Resolution 35/145 B further calls upon
the Committee to exert all efforts to draft a comprehengive nuclear-test-ban treaty
that can be submitted to the General Assembly not later than at its second special
session on disarmament.

The failure of the Second Review Conference of the Parties to the NPT to adopt a
document is still fresh in our memories. It is the hope of my delegation that the
promise to supporti the establishment of a working group on a comprehensive nuclear-test-
ban treaty which all three nuclear-weapon States Party to the Treaty made informally
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during the Review Conference will be maintained. After all, the failure of the Review
Conference arose out of the non-implementation of Article VI on negotiations for
nuclear disarmament. .If the NPT is: to continue to play a role in the régime of non-
proliferation, then it must not be subjected to further reverses such as occurred at
the Review Conference,. The commencement of negotiations on z basic and vital measure
such as the CTBT should not be seen as a concession made by some Parties to the HPT.
to other Parties. It is part and parcel of the obligation which all Parties to the
Treaty assumed. Similarly, support for a wvorking group on a CTBT will not be &
concession by some members of the Committee on Disarmament to others; . it will be a
recognition by all members of their duty to gzive credence to the negotiating role of
the Committee. VWorld opinion demands a CTBT as a measure which nust not be delayed
any longer.

Mr. Chairman, the business-like approach to our work this session will, I hope,-
result in substantial progcress in negotiations on a convention on chemical weapons, on
a convention on radiological weapons and on effective international arrangements to
assure non-nuclear—-veapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.
With serious negotiations and given the political will, these items on which the
Committee has already established working groups, should be concluded and submitted to
the General Assembly not later than the deadline for the submission of the comprehenzive
programme of disarmament. In order: to have the chance of achieving this desired result,
we should assure fertile preliminary negotiations, we should embark on negotiations of
substance and we should bear in mind a phrase which one of my distinguished colleagues
here very often uses: that the best can sometimes be the enemy of the good.

The CHAIRMAN (translated from French): I thank Ambassador Adeniji for his
statement and I express to him my warm gratitude for his kind words and the too
flattering, certainly, but very friendly remarks he made with respect to me. Ve have
come to the end of the list of speakers for this nmorning. I think it is too late to
g0 on to other matters and we have not received any further requests to make statements
in plenary. In view of the hour, I propose to adjourn the meeting and -- if the
Committee agrees -- to hold another plenary meeting this afternoon at 3%.30 p.m. to
discuss and take appropriate decisions regarding the adoption of the agenda and
programme of work and regarding the participation of States not members of the
Committee. If there are no objections to this proposal, I shall take it that the
Committee is in agreement. ' T

The meeting rose at 12.55 p.m.
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The CHAIRMAN (translated from French): I declare opcn the 104th plenary
meeting of the Committee on Disearmament. I propose that the Committee should new
examine Working Paper No. 21/Rev.2 which, in conformity with the rules of
procedure, contains the Chairman's recommendations concerring the provisional
agenda and the programme of work of the Committee. Beforc we take a decision
on this document I should like to make the following statement, with .the .contents
of which you are already familiar and which has to accompany the adoption .of the
agenda., It is understood that the question of the non-stationing of nuclear -
weapons on the territories of States where there are no such weapons at present
can be considered under item 2 of the Committee's agenda "Cessation .of the nuclear
arms race and nuclear disarmament". It is also understood that the report of the
Committee, item 7 of the agenda, will deal, inter alia, with the question of a
consideration of the modalities of the review of the membership of the Committec,
mentioned in General Assembly resolution 35/156 I. I draw the Committee's
attention to the fact that organizational questions are not mentioned in the
programme of work, in compliance with the Committee's wish that these questions,
and in particular the question of amendments to section IX of the rules of
procedure, should be dealt with at informal meetings.

If there are no objections, I take it that the Committee decides to adopt
Working Paper No. 21/Rev.2. There are no objections.

It was so decided.

Mr, ONKELINX (Belgium) (translated from French): I intend to make a general
statement in the debate at one of our forthcoming meetings, but I am grateful to
you for giving me the floor today for a very brief intervention.

First of all I should like to say that I am particularly happy that the
Committee should have been able to adopt its agenda and its programme of work so

rapidly, and I think it is no exaggeration to say that you deserve most of the
credit for this.

This morning, our Romanian collecaguc, in speaking of you, referred to
Monsieur de Calliéres, but it secms to me that I discern a difference of method
between Monsieur de Callieres and yoursclf. From the quotation which our Romanian
friend included in his speech, Monsieur de Callitres appeared to aim at long-term
success. You, however, it seems to mc, are for pressing on in the pursuit of
immediate success, for which the Committee should be very grateful to you. My
delegation did not want to complicate the discussion on the agenda for this
session by expressing preferences or suggesting new additions, but I should like
the Committee to bear in mind, particularly when considering agenda item 6,
"Comprehcnsive programme of disarmament!, the possibilities which a regional
approach to disarmament problems can offer. As we all know, resolution 35/156 D,
on the study on all the aspects of regional disarmament, was adopted by consensus
at the last session of the General Assembly, and the United Nations Secretary-General
has drawn our attention to this text, which is reproduced in document CD/140. For
the present, Govermments arc invited to make known their views regarding the study
on this subject which has been prepared by experts during the past few years, and
the subject is to be taken up again at the next session of the General Assembly in
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New York, We hope that betwecen now and the special session of the General Agsgenbly
to be held in 1982, the subject of a regional approach will reccive nasimwi
attontion and will form the subject of discussions, exchanges of views and

carcful thought. Thank you for giving me the opportunity o meke this brief

statenent.

- The CHAIRMAN (translated from French): I thank Ambassador Onke
‘his staterient and for his friendly remarks. As for Monsicur de Callid
think his advice goes for all of us; it is very simple. It anounts to thiss
fake carc not to tell lies carly on, becausc afterwards ne one will trust you.
I belicve that this gocs also for the Committee on Disarmament, where ‘everyone
strictly observes the rule of the most absolute sincerity.

Mr. McPHAIL (Canada): Mr. Chaimman, in the same vein as my Belgian colleague,
I want-to nake two very brief observations with respect to the draft provisional
agenda which has becn adoptcd. You stated the understanding of the Committce with
respect to the fact that under item 7 we will in due coursc be considering the
question of the review of its nmembership.

I would simply like to point to the fact that this inclusion within the
concept of agenda iter1 7 docs not, I am certain, mean that there will be a delay
in tackling that problem. I would therefore reserve the right to revert to this
question in accordance with the rules of procedurc, at any appropriate time during
our plenary debates and, in due coursc perhaps, after sone informel discussions.

Furthermore, the agenda that we have before us docs not contain a scparate
item with respect to a very important matter, "Verification'". It is, however,
somcthing that is dealt with in the decalogue, under iten 9. In accordance with
the rules of procedure, I would like to point out that at an appropriate moment in
plonary, and under the rules of procedure, we would like to touch upon this subject.

The CHAIRMAN (translated from French): I should now like to consider, with
you, the question of the participation of non-nember States. At an informal
neeting we considered the roquests submitted on behalf of some of theose States
regarding their perticipation in the Committee's work this year. In accordance
with the cstablished practice, I proposc to submit fto you, onc after the other,
in chronological order, the requests on which there was a consensus in the Cormittec.
The secretariat has circulated the draft decisions, which are placed before you.

You will find then in Working Papers MNos. 23-27.
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The first request is submitted on behalf of Finland, and the corresponding
draft decision is comtained in Working Pancr Ho. 23, H/ If fhere zre no o5jccetions,
T will $ake it $hot the dralt dscisicn is adopnied. Thoro o¥
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. Thore oxc objections.,

It was so decided.

The second request is submitted on behalf of Deommark, and the corresponding
draft decision 'is contained in Working Paper No. 24. 2/ If -there are no objections,
I will take it that the draft decision is adopted. There are no objections.

It was so decided.

1/ "In response to the request of Finland [CD/145] and in accordance with
rules 33 tc 35 of its rules of procedure, the Committee decides to invite .the
representative of Finland to participate during 1981 in the discussions on the
substantive items on the agenda at plenary and informal meetings of the Committee,
as well as in the mcetlngu of the ad hoc worklnm groub on the comprehensive
programue of disarmament.

"With reference to the agenda of the Committee for the 1981 session and
the programme of work for the first part of ifs session, the representative of
Finland is invited to indicate in due course the parficular concerns of Finland."

"Participation in meetings of the Committee's other subsidiary bodies will
be decided later when those bodies have been established.™

2/ "In response to the request of Denmark [0D/146] and in accordance with
rules 33 to 35 of its rules of procedure, the Committee decides to invite the
representative of Denmark tc participate during 1981 in the discussions on the’
substantive items on the agenda at plenary and informal meetings of the Committee,
as well as in the meetings of the ad hoc¢ working group on the comprehensive
programme of disarmament.!

"With reference to the agenda of the Committee for the 1981 session and the
programe of work for the first part of its session, the representative of Denmark
is invited to indicate in due course the particular concerns of Denmark."

"Participation in meetings of the Commiittee'!s other subsidiary bodies will
be decided later when those bodies have been established."
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Tﬁé“thifd“request is submitted on behalf of Spain, and the corresponding
draft decision is contained in Working Paper No. 25. j/ If there are no
objections, I will take it that the draft decision is adopted. There are no
objections. :

It was so decided.

The fourth request is submittcd on behalf of Austria, and the corresponding
draft decision is contained in Working Paper FHo. 26. ﬁ/ If there arc no
objections, I will take it that the draft decision is adopted. There are no
objections. '

It was so decided.,

3/ "In response to the request of Spain [CD/147] end in accordance with
rules 33 to 35 of i%s rules of procedure, the Committee decides to invite the
representative of Spain to participate during 1981 in the discussions on the
substantive items on the agenda at plenary and informal meetings of the Cormittee,
as well as in the mcetings of the ad hoc working group on the comprehensive
programac of disarmament.”

"With reference %o the agenda of the Committec for the 1981 session and the
programue of work for the first part of its session, the representative of Spain
is invited to indicate in due course the particular concerns of Spain."

"Participation in meetings of the Comuittee's other subsidiary bodics will be
decided later when those bodies have been established.!

ﬁ/ "In response to the request of Austria [CD/148] and in accordance with
rules 33 to 35 of its rules of procedure, the Committee decides to invite the
representative of Austria to participate during 1981 in the discussions on the
substantive itens on the agenda at plenary and informal meetings of the Cormittee,
as well as in the meetings of the ad hoc working group on the comprehensive
programme of disarmament.! o

"With reference to the agenda of the Cormittec for the 1981 session and
the programme of work for the first part of its scssion, the representative of
Austria is invited to indicate in duc course the particular concerns of Austria.!

”Participation'in neetings of the Committce's other subsidiary bodies will
be decided later when those bodics have been established. ™
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The fifth request is subnitted on behalf of Norway, and the corresponding
draft decision is contained in Working Paper No. 27. j/ If there are no
objections, I will teke it that the draft decision is adopted. There arc no
objections.

It was so decided.

- f Denocratic Kampuchea
and the other on behalf of the People's Republic of Kampuchea. I would renind you,
for the record, that on this point there was no consensus in the Committoe.

Two other requests have been subnitted, the onec on bchelf of

Mr., AKRAM (Pakistan): Mr. Chairman, my delegation is nost satisfied
that the Cormittes has been able to approve the rcquests for participation from
five States not members of this Committee, and we would like to extend our wolcoic
to these States when they join in the work of the Committee.

Howevér,nﬁir, in your concluding remarks you nentioned that there were two
other requests for participation: that from Democratic Kampuchea and another from
an entity which is not reccognized by the Uriited Nations, the so-called
People's Republic. of Kampuchea.

It was the hopc of riy delegetion that the Committce, in its plenary session,
would not have to introduce that subject, since it was discussed at length in the
informél'meeting5~of the Committee. But, since it has been mentioned, as you said,
for the record, I would like to state on behalf of my delegation, and for the record,
that, as far as we are concerned, therc is no such entity as the People's Republic
of Kampuchea and that this Committoc, as an affiliate of the United Nations,
is not empowcred to consider or contemplate any communication from that entity.

At the sane tine, I would alsc likc o express the regret of iy delegation that
the dclegation of a Member Statc of the United Nations, Dcnocratic Kanpuchea, has
been prevented from participating in the work of this body bceause of positions taken
by certain of thc nembers of this Commitiee.

5/ "In responsc to the request of Norway [CD/149] and in accordance with
rules 33 to 35 of its rules of proccdure, the Committee dceides to invite the
representative of Norway to participate during 1981 in the discussions on the
substantive items on the agenda at Plenary and informal meetings of the Committee,
as well as in the mectings of the ad hoc working group on the ocomprehensive
prograrme of disarmanent.!

"With reference to the agenda of the Committce for the 1981 session and the
programme of work for the first part of its session, the representative of Norway
is invited to indicatc in due course the particular concerns of Norway."

"Participation in meetings of the Comuittee's other subsidiary bodies will be
decided later when thosc bodies have been established."
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Mr. BROEMBILEG (Iongolia) (trenslated from Russian): Mr. Chairman, the
Hongolian delegation intends shortly to make a statement at onc of the Committee's
plenary meetings, when I shall have the opportunity, on behalf of nmy delegation,
to extend sincere greetings to you on your accegssion to the important and
responsible post of Chairmen of the Committee on Disarmament. The Hongolian
delegation did not intend to speak today. However, a statement has just been
made by a delegation which compels our delegation also to take the floor.

First of all, my delegation would lilte to welcome the granting of the requests
of those countries which expressed a wish to participate in the work of our
Committee., "A similar decision was taken last year as well. As for the second
part of your statement, the lMongolian delegation had no porticular objections.
However, I repeat that in commection with the statement just made by the
distinguished representative of Pakistan, the Mongolian delegation deems it
necessary to meke the following statement. : '

The lMongolian People's Republic, as we have repeatedly declared, does not
recognize so-called Democratic Kampuchea. We have most resolutely condemned
and we still condemn the sanguinary régime of Pol Pot, who pursued a policy of
genocide towards his-own-peoplé. That Sanguinary rdégime vas liquidated by the
Kempuchean people themselves. And there now exists the People's Republic of -
Kampuchea, with its capital at Phnom~Penh, which has been recognized by many
States Members of the United Nations. The time will come when the United Nations
will recognize the only lawful representative of the people of Kampuchea ~- the
State which is called the Peopleis Republic of Kampuchea. And we régret that on
this occasion the Committee has failed to reach consensus on the request from the
People's Republic of Kampuchea.

lr, HERDER (German Democratic Republic): Mr. Chairman, the question of
disarmement is, without any doubt, of vital interest to all States. Therefore,
the German Democratic Republic supports the participation of non-members in the
work of the Committee on Disarmement.

ve would like to welcome the representatives of Finland, Demmark, Spain,
Austria and Norway. By supporting their requests we are convinced that these
States will effectively contribute to the work of the Committee by participating
actively in our negotiations on concrete items. At the same time, my delegation
regrets very much that no consensus could be reached on the participation of the
People's Republic of Kampuchea in the sessions of the Committee on Disarmament.
Hy country maintains close and friendly relations with the People's tepublic
of Kampuchea, which is at pressnt undertalking great efforts to reconstruct their
country, devastated by the Pol Pot clicue. The constructive policy of the
PeoplefsiRepublic of Kampuchea is ever more recognized by other States throughout
world. At present it maintains diplomatic relstions wi+th more than 30 countrics.
Ve ars confident that this situation will not last o long time and that
other States also will officially recognize the true facts and establish diplomatic
relations with the People!s Republic of Kampuchea,.

[
5
®©

- The German Democratic Republic regards the Peoﬁle's Republic of Kampuchea as the
sole and legitimate representative of the people of Kampuchea, and accepts no
other Kampuchea whatsoever. '
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Mr. PROKOFIEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from Russian):
Like the delegation of the Germon Democratic Republic, the delegotion of the
Soviet Union would like to welcome the cecision to invite representatives of
Finland, Denmark, Spain, Austria and Noruay to participate in the work of the
Commitiee on Disarmament in 19C1l. Ve rezret that fthe Comnmittce did not succesd
in reaching consensus on the question of an invitation tc representatives of the
People's Republic of Kampuchea to talie part in the work of the Committee on
Disarmament. The people's revolutionary council of the People's Republic of
Kampuchea is the only lauful and plenipotentiary representative of the Kampuchean
people, and only its reprecentatives can represent the People!s Republic of
{ampuchea in international organizations and in other international forums.
Vle should like to state once more that references to the fact that the Government
of the People's Republic of Kampuchea is not as yet recognized by the
United Nations do not stand up to any criticism. We also resolutely reject the
importunities of the criminal group of persons claiming to represent the
non-existent so-called "Democreatic Kampuchea'" and demanding to participate in the
work of the Committee.

Mr. vouTov (Bulgaria): Mr. Chairman, my delegation would like to join with
others to sincerely welcome the invitation of the delegations of Finland, Denmark,
Spain, Austria and Norway to participate in our work on disarmament., Here again
is an example of the interest in disarmament of other countries not members of
the Committee.

At the same time, I would like to express our deep regret that the People's
Republic of Kampuchea has not been invited at this moment. I was not prepared
to make a statement, but as another delegation has raised the question, I would
like to read some excerpts which were published just three days ago, when we
were discussing the question here.

This article is certainly not by a communist newspaper, but printed in the
International He.ald Tribune by the knoiv~ journalist Tain fuest. It is entitled
"Khmer Rouge: a Western Contradiction", and he has written here: "A vote for
the Khmer Rouge in the United Nations is in effect a vote for genocide ... The
Khmer Rouge were guilty of crimes against humanity. They should be tried on
the charge, not cosseted by the international community." "The Khmer Rouge",
says Guest, "abolished money, reneged on their internmational obligations,
initiated the mass upheaval of peasants,attacked their neighbours and systematically
killed off the middle class." The writer makes z comparison with Hitler, who
"perished 35 years ago in the flames of the Third Reich", and says, '"No such fate
awaited his Cambodia counterparts, the Khmer Rouge. They are tucked up along
the Thai border where they are given refuge by the Thai army, arms by the Chinese,
and food and medical supplies by the international agencies.'" Mr. Guest writes
only two very humble sentences about the representative of the People's Republic
of Kampuchea but they speak for themselves: '"Heng Samrin has encouraged a free
economy and a return to the villages, and has allowed the sale of rice at market
prices." Rice for Vietnamese, for Kampucheans, for pecple, means life. Life
has returned to the People'!s Republic of Kampuchea after three million people
have been killed. This, I would think, is a real judgement, as lain Guest writes:
"A vote for the Khmer Rouge in the United Nations is in effect a vote for genocide."
Is it not time to think about a new Nuremberg, a place where this genocide should
be tried?
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Chinese delegation has studied the question of participation in this sesdion by
non-member States, and wvishes to state its nosition. It is our view that in
order to enable the Committee on Disarmament to benefit from a wide range of
constructive proposals and views vut forward by various countries, all the
States Members of the United Nations as well as the States Members of the
relevant specialized agencies, should be accorded the opportunity to participate
in those meetings where topics of perticular concern to them are being discussed.
Proceeding from this basic consideration, we warmly welcome the participation of
Finland, Denmark, Spain, Austria and Norway in the relevant meetings at this
session of the Committee on Disarmament. This delegation is convinced that
their participation will contribute to the work of our Committee,

At the same time, we cannot but express our regret at the fact that consensus
has not been reached on the request of another State Member of the United Nations,
namely, Democratic Kampuchea. As is well known, Democratic Kampuchea is the
lawful Government representing the people of Kampuchea. The General Assembly
of the United Nations has discussed this matter at successive sessions and
unfailingly affirmed it as a fact. Accordingly, the request made by
Democratic Kampuchea is entirely lawful. Moreover, it has repeatedly expressed
its wish to participate in the discussion on the question of the prohibition of
chemical weapons, precisely as a victim of chemical warfare. This Committee
should have approved its reasonable request and invited its participation in the
discussions on relevant questions. But as a result of the repeated obstructions
posed by certain countries, so far, consensus has not been reached on this matter.

The Chinese delegation opposes the discussion by our Committee of the request
of the so—called "People's Republic of Kampuchea'. It is necessary to point out
that the Heng Samrin régime is entirely a puppet régime established and propped
up single-handed by foreign aggressors. It can never survive without the support
of foreign troops. It has no right whatsoever to represent the people of
Kampuchea. At both its thirty-fourth and its thirty-fifth sessions the
United Nations General Assembly accepted the credentials presented by the
delegation of Democratic Kampuchea, and with an overvhelming majority of votes
adopted resolutions calling for the immediate withdrawal of foreign aggressive
troops from Kampuchea, This is a clear reflection of the international community!s
Just position of opposing foreign armed aggression and refusing to recognize the
puppet régime imposed by military force on the people of Kampuchea., It is our
demand that this Committee, as a forum directly affiliated with the United Nations
General Assembly, should respect the relevant General Assembly resolutions and
uphold United Nations purposes and principles by refusing to discuss and rejecting
the request of this puppet régime which in no way represents the people of
Kampuchea.

A few minutes ago, the representative of Bulgaria mentioned the so-called
question of Hitler's crimes. As is well known, the main srime of Hitler was
none other than armed aggression. Who is the aggressor in Kampuchea today?
Who is carrying out armed occupation of a sovereign State? Who is the Hitler?
Is it not amply clear what the answer will be?
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Mr. ARRAII' (Pakistan): Hr. Chairmzn, this unfortunate discussion, which,
however, came about because of the reference to the so-called régime of
People's Kampuchea, is something that my delegation would ave wished to avoid.
In any case, we think that this discussion hog a certain scnse of déjd vu, because
we vent over much of this ground last year. Ilevertheless, certain statements have
been made rather extensively on this question and nmy delegation feels the need to
expand on its own position.

First of all, we believe that the Commitice on Disermament is a body which is
affiliated vith the Unitcd I'ations Genecral figsembly since, in our view, it vasg
created as a result of o decision taken &t the tonth special session of the
General Assembly, which wvas devoted to disarmament.

Secondly, the Committee on Disarmament igc not a Credentisls Committee and for
‘the orderly procedure of its vork it must abide by the credentials which are approved
by the General Assembly. If this were not to be the case, if the credentials of
any delegation vhich is not rccognized by anothier delegation on this Committee were
to be cast into doubt, I think that the work of the Committee on Disarmament would
become extremely complicated.

The Govermment of Democratic Kampuchea, vhatever one's judgement about its
record, is a govermment vhich is recognized by the majority of the States llembers
of the United Nations; its credentials are accepted by the United Ilations

General Assembly by overvhelming mejoritiesg, and its legal status has been
recognized by the United lations.

This Committee is not so empovered, nor can it in any way reopen the question
of the credentials of Democratic Kampuchea. Iluch less can this Committee, by its
actions, give any form of lezitimacy to a régime vhouse credentials are rejected by
the overwhelming majority of the internationcl community, by the majority of the
non-aligned States, by the majority of all the States in the world.

The so-called People'!s Republic of Kampuchea, ilr. Cha.rman, as has been sbated,
is s régime which is entirely a quisling régime, a '"puppet" régime that nas been
installed by the force of 200,000 forecign troops in the capital of ancther country,
the legitimate government hoving been ousted by those foreign troops.

If it is presented that this is the legal régime of the Kampucihiean people, then
the proof would be in the withdrawal of the 200,000 foreign troops. If that régime
survives after the withdrawal of those foreign troops, then one could claim that it
is a legitimate régime representing the people of Kampuchea.

If this Committee vere to allovw the consideration of a request f{rom o rézime
such as this, what is the criterion that we would apply to other roquests tnat ve
may receive for consideration? Tor instance, vould we contemplate o request from
the Turnhalle Alliance in Nomibia for pariicipation in the Committee on Disarmament?
That is a régime installed by South Africa and it has sought recognition for the
Turnhalle Alliance. Would we recognize a request from the rézime in the Transkai
of the Bantustan Land created by South Africa also?
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{Mr, Akram, Dz&ls tan )
These are some of thequestions which arise as a ”dﬁult of tJlS reques ‘which
was purportedly received from the ”ouppe*“ régime in Phnom Phen. And: it is because
of these questions, these very weighty and important cons lderatioihs, that my
delegation believes that this Committee should in no vay prejudice its standing
and its integrity by giving in to such ploys on the part of certain States.

Mr. SOTA VILA (Cuba) (iranslated from Spanish): lir. Chairman, I talke this
opportunity, on the oc,us1on of our flrut intervention -- although I had not intended
to speak this afternoon —- to congratulate you, not ornly on your appointment as

Chairman of the Committee for this month, but more particularly on vhat you have
accomplished in so few days. Our Committee, under your guidance and direction, and
fired with your enthusiasm, has managed %o agree on an agenda, a vork programme and
the participation of non-member States.

As. regards the participation of non-member States, we are sure that the
participation of Finland, Denmark, Sbaln, Austria and Worway will contribute to the
advancement of our work in the Disarmament Commititee. We welcome their participation,
and we are sure that ve shall be able to co-operate full y with them and they with us
in achieving success in our activities.

However, you referred to two further requests: +that of thé People's Republic of
Kampuchea and that of 2 self-styled Democratic Kampuchea. Ve should like to place
it on record that, as far as ve are concerned, the so-called Democratic Kampuchea
does not exist. The State of Kampuchea, with its capital Phnom Phen and its
constituted Government, its population and its territory, is the People's Republic
of Kampuchea. ‘ ' '

Hr. TERREFE (Ethiopia): Mr. Chaimman, I would like to take this opportunity to
congratulate you briefly for assuming the Chair, in the hope that in the near future
I will have more ample time to. congratulate you and others on the occasion of their
participation, as well as on the occasion of their arrival.

I did not intend to speak at this time, but vas hoping that the wise decision
that you made in achieving the participation of five non-members of this Committee
would have led us to a rational solution. Unfortunately this does not seem to be
the case, and for this reason I would lilie to staie ny delegation's position that,
as regards the approval of requests from five ¢ountries for participa tion, namely,
Finland, Demmarlk, Spain, Austria and Mommy, my delegaticn is very pleased to welcome
them and is sure that they will contribute to the discussion on appropriate topics
at the time that they choose.

As far as the representation of Kampuchea is concerned, I think it is a matter
of record that my Govermment recognizes, as the lawful and legitimate representation
of Kampuchea, the People's Republic of Kampuchea.
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Mr. McPHAIL (Canada): Mr. Chairman, how could one fail to join the many
congratulations to the non-members who are to join in our work for the session?
I have to say, however, that, while recognizing the great progress we have made
in moving this guestion forward at such an early date in our session compared with
a year ago, I am struck by the fact that all of the commencs seem to emphasize
another problem, one on which you were reporting no consensus.

We have a position on the question which has been debated, and I repeat
"debated", in the last few minutes, but feel that it is inappropriate for such a
debate to take place in a negotiating form such as the Committee on Disarmament.
We accept that the consensus rule will, on occasions perhaps, go against what
decisions there may have been in the United Nations General Assembly itself. But
the problem which has been debated, if there is one, is a problem for the
United Nations General Assembly and not for the Committee on Disarmament. I
therefore ask that the record of the Committee show that the failure of the
Canadian delegation to take part in this debate is not because we do not have a
position on the matter which has been debated, nor because we subscribe to the
views which have been put forward in this debate by any of the preceding speakers,
but because it is a debate we believe should not have taken place.

Mr. BRANKOVIC (Yugoslavia): Mr. Chairman, I would like fo take this
opportunity to congratulate the delegations of Finland, Denmark, Spain, Austria
and Norway as they are going to take part in the discussions in our Committee,
and to express my delegation's deep satisfaction at this fact. We offer our full
support and co-operation to those delegations, and would like to say that, in
granting these applications, the Committee is fully implementing the relevant
paragraphs of the I'inal Document of the first special session of the General Assembly
on disarmament. -

At the same time, I would like to express my delegation's deep dissatisfaction
with the fact that we were not in a position to reach a consensus on the application
of another State Member of the United Nations to take part in the negotiations in
our Committee., “nfortunately, such procredings do not fol'ow the lines of the
implementation of the relevant resolutions of the General assembly.

Allow me to quote what my delegation said last year at one of the meetings
when this problem was discussed and which was reflected in document CD/PV.74.

"In our opinion, we should immediately give a positive response to a request
received from a State Member of the United Nations and accept its participation
within the requested scope."

I do hope that in the very near future the Committee will be in a position %o
reach a consensus on the ‘application made by one State Member of the United Nations,
namely, Democratic Kampuchea.

Mr. SARAN (India): Mr. Chairman, we quite agree with the observation made by
the distinguished Ambassador of Canada, that this debate should not have taken place
at all. But the fact is that such a debate is taking place, We agree that the CD
should be guided in its work by the United Nations General Assembly and that there
is an integral link between the United Nations General Assembly and this body.
However, we should recognize that this Committee has its own rules of procedure and
that these rules of procedure have to be followed by us in all circumstances,
including in relation to the question that we have been considering.



L1 TV LA
17

Mr, Sorsn, Indiz)

As you very rightly announced with respect to the question of the participation
of some of the States, or so-called States, which have requested participation, there
is no consensus,

The views of my.delegation on this particular question are well known. I would
really just like to reiterate at this point that the Government of India does not
recognize the so-called régime of Democratic Kampuchea. In our view, the sole legal
government of Kampuchea is that of the Pecple's Republic of Kampuchea, headed by
President Heng Samrin and crly the representatives of this Government have the right
to participate in the proceedings of this Committee.

Mr. GYORFFY (Hungary): DMr. Chairman, first of all I would like to join those
delegations who congratulated you and the Committee on the speedy decision
concerning the requests for participation by five States non-members of the
Committees; Finland, Denmark, Spain, Austria and Norway. However, as far as the
rest of the debate which has taken place here is concerned, my delegation would have
preferred to avoid it., I would therefore like to express the disappointment of my
delegation that such a debate has been provoked by certain delegations,

In view of the debate, however, I feel compellad to put on record the position
of the Hungarian Government that the People's Republic of Kampuchea is the sole and
lawful representative of the people of Kampuchea and to express the disappointment
of the Hungarian delegation that the Committee could not come to a decision to
respond positively to its request.

The sinful Pol Pot régime has been ousted by its own people, by the Kampuchean
people; therefore it ropresents no one except itself,

The CHAIRMAN (translated from French): If no one else wishes to speak, I
propose that the Committee should hold an informal meeting at 3 p.m. tomorrow to
continue considering the question of the re-establishment of its ad hoc working groups.

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish): Mr. Chairman, my
delegation did not intend to take part in this afternoon's deliberations, but in
view of the debate which has just taken place, I am compelled to do so., I should
like to begin by congratulating the delegations of Finland, Denmatk, Spain, Austria
and Norway and to express to all of them our pleasure and satisfaction at their
Presence among us, in accordance with the requests Jjust approved by the Committee,

As you will recall, Mr. Chairman, since you mentioned it twice at our informal
meetings, the Mexican delegation on 31 July 1980, as is noted in paragraph 17 of the
Committee's report for last year, submitted a working paper -contained in document
CD/129, dated 29 July 1980, entitled "Working paper containing draft amendments to
section IX of the rules of procedure of the Committee on Disarmament, entitled
'Paxrticipation by States not members of the Committee!." ’

My delegation was very glad to see that this year there appeared to be every
reason to hope that there would be no repetition of the discussions which soc often
took up our time last year. What made us hopp this was the fact that —. fonr exmmple,
as we saw today, in a matter of five minutes we approved five requests. If
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this spirit were to prevail in the. Committee, rné¢ if, neither at. this spring
session nor at the summer session, no further opportunity were to arise for a debate
such as the one we have had during the second part of our meeting this afternoon, my
delegation would not press for a discussion of its proposal for amendments, to which
I have just referred. However, if such an occasion were to recur, then we would
press for our proposal to be examined. That proposal neither had nor has any other
purpose than to overcome, once and for all, the difficulties that may arise when
there is controversy regarding the international representation of a State. :

In this connection my delegation, as early as April 1980, devoted an entire
intervention to explaining its point of view, and later, on 31 July, we again set
forth our views, more briefly. In this connection, I repeat, my delegation believes
that we must be realistic, and if we are realistic we must begin by recognizing that
this Committee is a body sui generis and that, rightly or wrongly, its members do )
not, as far as credentials are concerned, recognize United Nations decisions as
something which has the force of law for the Committee. )

That being the 31tuétlon, and since the Committee's decisions must be taken by -
consensus, my delegation continues to believe that the only way to overcome all these
difficulties once and for all is to make the appropriate changeo in our rules of
procedure.

Obviously, the key words in the amendment we are proposing are those referring to
cases where the international representation of a State is the subject of controversy.
My delegation would prefer it if we could settle this matter without having to engage
in a discussion that might be lengthy and which, I repeat, would involve the amendment
of the rules of procedure; but if a discussion unfortunately proved necessary, Ly
delegation would like to p01nt out here and now to all the distinguished representatives
in this Committee that those are the key words of the amendment, and that what would
then be necessary, in this eventuality, would be to find an obJoctlve criterion for
determining when the international representation of a State should be regarded as
. being the subject of controversy for the purposes of this Disarmament Committee.

That would ke the first thing.

The second is this:; once we have defined the circumstances in which such a case
exists or shall be deemed to exist, it will then be necessary also to define and
establish an objective and fair procedure —-an objective procedure that can be
applied automatically and that will save us from losing time again in discussions
which my delegation considers do not legitimately belong in a disarmament negotiating
forum like this Committee.

The CHAIRMAN (translated from French): If there are no other speakers who would
like To take the floor, I will repeat the proposal I made a few minutes ago, namely,
that we should hold an informal meeting tomorrow at 3 p.m, to continue considering the
question of the Committee's ad hoc working groups., I have been asked also to announce
that the Group of 21 will meet here tomorrow at 10.30 a.m.

The meeting rose at 4.50 p.m.
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Mr., VOUTOV (Bulgaria): Ifr. Chairman, may I first of all express the
satisfaction of the Bulgerian delegation at your assumption of the chairmanship of
the Committee on Disarmament at an important juncture, vhen we are laying the
foundations of our activities for the current session. Please accept my most
sincere wishes for a successful and fruitful performence in this demanding post,
and permit me to note the efficiency and the purposefulness you have displayed in
setting in motion the 1981 session of the Committee. IMay I also pay tribute to
your predecessor, Ambassador Tadesse Terrefec, as well as to the new heads of the
delegations of Romania, Pakistan, Egypt and Zaire.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

The socialist States parties to the Varsaw Treaty stated unequivocally and
categorically in their Declaration of 15 lMay 1980: '"the States represcnted at the
meeting affirm that there are no types of weapons which they would not be willing
to limit or reduce on a basis of reciprocity" (CD/93, p. 10). Ve believe that this
Declaration has not been lost on world public opinion.
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One of the items that vwill atiract the Committee's attention during this
session is the question of the complete snd general prohibition of nuclear-weapon
tésts. I would like to point out that in spite of the constructive steps of the
Soviet Union, steps that have had quite a positive impulse, the trilateral
negotiations have not for the time being brought the expected results. Vithout
wunderestimating in the least the importance of the trilateral tallks, we support
the idea of the non-aligned and neutral countries for the creation of an ad hoc
working group with the active participation of all five nuclear-weapon States.
The Committee should procced to the elaboration of a mandate for such a group
without delay. .

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

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

Vhile remaining 2 firm prooonent of the idea of an international convention as
the most effective way to strengthen the security guarantees of the non-nuclecar-
weapon States, the Bulgarian delegation believes that the possibility of some
interim agreements could also be explored ai this stage. To nreparc for such a
course of action the General Assembly, in its resolution 35/154, called upon "all
nuclear-weapon States to make solemn declarations, identical in substance, concerning
the non-use of nuclear veapons against non-nuclear Statees having no such weapons on
their territories, as a first step towards the conclusion of such an international
convention®. It also recommended "that the Security Council should examine
declarations vhich may be made by nuclear States ... and, if all these declarations
are found consistent with the above-mentioned objective, should adopt an appropriate
resoclution approving them".

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

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

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

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

1 & ?
concentrating on noints of convergence of vievs.

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

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

measures.

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

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

The CHAIRIIAN (translated lrom French): I thank the distinguished Ambassador
of Bulgaria for his statcment and I should also like to thank him warmly for his
kind wecrds with respect to myself.

Mr. KOMIVDS ([lungary): Ife. Chairman, taling the floor for the first time atb
a plenary meeting, I would like to extend to you the congratulations oi the
Hungarian delegation on your ascwmption of the responsible office of Chairman of
our Committee for this month and to express my appreciation of the dynamic way you
conduct the business of the Committec. I do hope that the Committee, wnder your
experienced guidance, will soon tackle the rest of the outstanding problems of
procedure and set itself to the tasks of substance.

My worde of appreciation go also to imbassador Terrefe of Ethiopia vho chaired
the Committee last Aumust, at a decisive stage of our last year's work.
O ’

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

My delegation has observed with satisfaction that the Committee was able
quickly to reach a conscnsus on its agenda and programme of vork for the first part
of its present session, and a similar fast result has been rcached in
re-establishing the lour working groups set up at our last year's session, and in
addition provision has been made for setting up new ones as proposed by several
groups or delegations. Dxperience of our last year's session has proved beyond
doubt that negot ations conducted in thce framevork of wvorki:ig groups constitute the
most efficient method for achicving advance tovards our goals. Vhat ve consider
the most important is that the vorking groups start functioning and make progress
in the negotiations themselves.

Some speakers taling the {loor before me referred to the present international
situation as grave and deteriorating., Vhile agrecing with that viev one can not
but consider it as a dircct consequence of a policy neglecting the realitics
prevailing in the international relations, renouncing the principle of parity and
equal security, openly declaring plans for gaining military superiority. Neu
miclear doctrines are being worked out to reduce or to abolish the political,
technical and psychological barriers before the use of nuclear weanons. To meet
this end a new wave in the nuclear arms race is being initiated by 1IATO in its
decision to deploy in western Lurope huge arscnals of new gencrations of medium-range
nuclear missiles. DRatification of SALT II has been deferred and its future is
becoming morc and morc bleal:.

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

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

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

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

In the work of the Commltbee my d07cgatlon, like many others, gives the highest
priority to the cessation of the nuclecr arms race and nuclear disarmament. During
its last two sessions the Committee had extensive exchanges of views on this issue,
including consideration of the pronosal submitted by the socialist delegations on
ending the production of all types of nuclear weapons and gradually reducing their
stockpiles until their complete destruction. My delegation strongly urges the
setting up of an ad hoc working group without any delay, with the active
participation of all nuclear-ueapon States.

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

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

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

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

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

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

My delegation is of the view that this year the Committee on Disarmament should
pay more attention than nreviously to the question of the prohibition of the
development and manufacture of new types of weapons of mass destruction. The drive
by certain circles for technological superiority in the military field inevitably
means that the latest achievemenis of science and technology will be used for
military purposes, which may lead to a qualitatively new phase in the arms race even
more difficult to control. The socialist delegations of the Committee have long
been proposing that the most radical solution to prevent the emergence of new tyves



CD/PV.105

z
13

(Mr. Komives, Hungary)

of weapons of mass destruction would be to workk out a comprehensive agreement banning
the development of new types of vedpons of mass destruction, supplemented by specific
agreements or protocols banning particular types of such weapons. Resolution 35/149
of the General Assembly adopted on this issue practically reiterates this request

to the Committee. -

Vhile dealing with this questicn I thinl it necessary to remind the Committee
of a proposal made last year and supported by secveral delegationc. During the
discussions of this issue which had teken place in the course of the last few years
it became more and more evident that nev vays need to be {cund tc handle this
complicated and wide~ranging issuc in a more cfficient way. The setting up of a
working group of qualified governmental experts would nrovide an appropriate forum
to survey this question more deeply and with more expertisce, and thce Committeéd too
could profit from it in its proceedings. This is wvhy the socialist delegations
reiterated in working pdper CD/141 their proposal for ihe setting up of such a groun.

It is a matter of concern that according to official statements the ncw
United States administration is considering again the production and deployment of
neutron weapons. I profoundly agree vith the statement of IMrs. Inga Thorsson made
before the Committce on 5 January to this effect. Renewing this plan, vhich had
been dropped earlier in Lace of the nrotest of Duropean »mublic opinion makes timely
and topical again the proposal by the socialist delegations to start negotiations
on an agreenment banning the production and denloyment of neutron weapons which was
submitted to the CCD in 1978.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

In the past year, the rivalry between the two Superpowers has continued to
intensify. On the one hand, these Powers have heightened tension and the danger of
war in various regions of the world, particularly the Middle East, the Indian Ocean
and the Persian Gulf, by the continuous reinforcement of their mllltary forces and
deployment. On the other hand, they are intensifying their competition for
military superiority. One Superpower is clamouring for "maintaining a balance",
but it is in fact going all out to improve the quality of its conventional armaments
now that it has gained quantitative superiority. After it has achieved a rough



CD/PV,105
18

(Mr. Yu Peiwen, China)

parity with the other Superpower in nuclear arms, it is now concentrating on the
development and improvement of its MIRVs. Its nuclear offensive power is now much
greater with the addition of new types of nuclear missiles and strategic bombers.
The other Superpcwer, not to be outdone. is also raising its military budget and
engaging in the research and manufacture of new types of weapons, They have already
begun a new round in the arms race centred on qualitative improvement.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

I now turn to the question of the prohibition of chemical weapons., The CCD
was seized of this question for more than 10 years. It is disappointing that the
objective of & complete prohibition of chemical weapons has remained as remote as
ever. On the contrary, more and newer chemical weapons have appeared in the
arsenals of the Superpowers. During the last year, numerous reports have revealed
that people subjected 0 oppression and aggression are Being cruelly injured and
massacred by the use of chemical weapons. This very real threat of the use of
chemical weapons has given more urgency to the question of the complete prohibition
of such weapons. In our view the Committee should proceed at its present session



CD/PV.105
20

(Mr. Yu Peiwen, China)

on the basis of last year's achievement and enter into substantive negotiations for
the drafting of an international convention on the complete prohibition of chemical
weapons,

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

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

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

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

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

United Nations Disarmament Commission, (u.r Committee should take this into full
account in the course of formulating the programme.

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

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

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

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

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

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

My delegatidn fully shares the remarks, already expressed, on the importance of
this year's session of the Committee on Disarmament. I shall probably not be giving
away a secret if I say that my delegation has arrived at the 1981 session of the
Committee with a clear instruction from its Covernment: to contribute to the
strengthening of thig Committee which constitutes the only forum of a world scope for
multilateral disarmement negotiations, endowed with the confidence of Governments and
the whole international community. In order not to fail this confidence, my delegation
hag been instructed to make every possible effort to ensure the constructive nature of
the work of the Committee and of its subsidiary bodies, to seek persistently a compromise
which would secure a balanced character in the formulas worked out and would not infringe
upon the interests of mutual security. This approach is based on the conviction that
the balance of security must be sought along a declining line of the armaments spiral,
since, in the past ‘35 years, the movement upwards has brought a five-fold increase in
armaments spendings. However, no one would venture to give an affirmative answer to
thls s1mple question: is the world today five times more secure?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

(a)  An outline of negotiating positions, i,e. an awareness of convergent
and divergent positions;
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(») A Selection of issues and their outlines from their startlng points
to their solutions; *

c Agreed organizational platfd}ms} methods and forms of negotiations;
&

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

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

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

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

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

First, the Vorking Group on the prohibition of chemical weapons. My delegation
1looks forwara to participating and to contributing actively and constructively to the
work of the Ad Hoc Vorking Group on Chemical Veapons. The group should--— without
undue delay~- continue end advance the work undertaken in 1980, In our view, it could
in particular take up the issues which were not discussed last year owing to lack of
time, or it could elaborate in a more detailed manner the questions on vhich a general
convergence of views has already appeared.

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

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

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

Another Ad Hoc Vorking Group which should, in our view, finalize its work this
year is the Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament. Hy delegation
shares the opinion that there is no doubt as to the validity of the Group's mandate.,
It has been set up with the specific and concrete task of elaborating a comprehensive
programme of disarmament which will be presented, in due course, 1o the General Assembly
at its second special session on disarmament, to be held in 1982, This adds an
‘element of importance and urgency to its work, since such a programme will have to be
fully drafted well in advance of the special session. My delegation is convinced
that the Group will make en effective and constructive contribution to the success of
the second special session. The comprehensive programae of disarmament which we are

' striving for will not be really comprehensive if it does not include & certain
psychological infrastructure of disarmament. Tt should, in the view of my Government,
provide for such measures as would arm public opinion with the conviction that. to live

~in peace one has first to start to disarm. ’ '

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

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

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

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

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

It is worth remembering that the 1981 session of the Committee on Disarmament is
the last full session we have before the second special scssion of the United Nations
General Assembly devoted o disarmament. It is also worth remembering that we have
certain obligetions which we sre required to meet before thet session. If we want
seriously to meet them ond to achieve tangible results in at least one or two particular
areas of disarmament before the special session, we will have to achieve them within the
next few months, :

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

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

The CHAIRHAN (translated from French): I thank the distinguished Ambassador of
Poland for his statemen® and I should also like to thank him warmly for his kind words
both about mysélf and about my country,

Mr, ONKELINX (Belgium) (iranslaigd_irgm_Erangh): ITr. Chairman, last Tuesday in
this Committee, venituring upon o comparison with lonsieur de Callidres, I said what I
felt on the subject of your chairmanship. I think it might be somevhat unsuiteble if,
as the representative of Belgium, a neighbour country whose relations with France are
so profound, so sustained and so friendly, I were to expatiate upon the satisfaction I
feel at seeing you preside over our work, I would rather note the satisfaction
expressed by everyone in the Committee at the way in vhich you are directing our
discussions; I believe first, that, this illustrates your country's policy end the
excellent relations that I'rance maintains with all States and, secondly, that it slso
represents a recognition of your eminent gualities, In this connection, I should like
to echo the words used by the Ambassador ol Brazil in the speech he hes just made., He
spoke of your "gentle firmness", and I find that this is & uost “clviious description
of the representative of & country once celebrated in song as "gentle Frence'.
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You will remain in our minds as the man who, within the space of a fortnight,
succeeded in solving the bulk of the difficult organizstional problems with which our
Committee was facod. Thanks to your diplomacy and slzill, you have done it while
preserving an exceptionally friendly atmosphere within our Committee.

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

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

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

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

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

greatest possible rigour all the reasons for the situation.

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

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

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

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

Some results wvere also achieved at the last session of the General Assembly,
such as the adoption by consensus of resolution 35/156 D concerning the Study on all
the aspects of regional disarmement. Belgium will do its best to ensure the follow-up
of this Study so that it may, in the words of the resolution, "encourage Governments
to talke initiatives and %o consult within the different regions with a view to agreeing
upon appropriate measurces of regional disarmament'. Belgium hopes that other States
will inform the Secretary-General of the United Nations of their views regarding the
study and its conclusions. In this conmncction I should 2dd thal Belgium is happy to
note the importence attached in Europe to the regional approach and is taking an active
part in the Vienna talks for mutual balanced forces reductions, where the western
countries have, in particular, proposed the concluzion of an interim first-stage
agreement on reductions in Soviet and United States forces and, at the same tine,
have submitted a set of associated measures aimed at strengthening confidence among
the participating States. Belgium is also represented in lMadrid, at the second
conference for the review of the Final Act of Helsinki, to which it would like to
impart renewed wouwentum, especially as regards the military aspects of security, by
supporting the French proposal for a conference on disarmament in Europe.

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

So far as the Committee on Disarmament itsclf is concerned, it should endeavour,
within the framework of its programme of work, to function effectively wherever it
is ablc to make a useful contribution, To be able tc do this, it is essential that it
should evoid paralysing procedural disputes and get on as quickly as possible to the
substance of the items on its agenda. Ve velcome the fact that under your wide,
skilful ond adroit chairmanship the Committee should have made such a good start as
regards orgonizetional matiers.

The working instruments the Committee on Disarmament fashioned at its last session
offer considerable advantages which should not be wasted in 1981. Ho time should be
lost in putting these instruments into use once more. For this reagon, Belgium
suggests that the four working groups set uvp with regard to certain important items
on the agenda -~ chemical weapons, the comprchensive programme of disarmament,
radiological weapons and security assurances —- should rapidly resume their activities
in accordance with the negotiating role of our Committee. This role should be preserved
at all costs, for there are, we believe, enough other forums within the United Nations
framework where more theoretical problems connected with disarmament can be debated.
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My country has on o number of occasions made the point that the working groups .
method has proved perfectly compatible with efforts being rursued in separate
negotiations. It should be possible to reconcile the desire to see those negotiations
succeed ~- both in the field of chemical weapons end in the immensely important one
of the complete prohibition of nuclear tests —— with the legitimate concern of the
Committee on Disarmament to deal in substance with the well-defined items on its
agenda.,

T shouvld like to speak here of those vhich seem to me to be the most important
among thew, bearing in mind the limited time set aside for our work.

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

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

Two topics could be submitted for our attention:

Pirst, that of the means of ensuring a judicious geographical distribution of
stations participating in the network for the detection and identification of seismic
events, more par icularly in the light o’ considerations er)ressed at the informal
meeting of the Committee on Disarmament on 18 July 1980 with the participation of
experts from the Ad Hoc Group concernsd with the detection and identification of
seismic events;

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

Belgium has never ceased to show interest in the negotiations aimed at the
prohibition of chemical weapons. Whereas, during its work in 1900, the Committee
on Disarmament focused its attention principally on problems relating to the
drafting of a convention on the prohibition of the development, production and



CD/PV.105
29

_Belgium)

(Mp. Onkelinx,

stockpiling of chemical weapons and their destruction, it would seem logical and
timely if it were now to endeavour to supplement and, above all, to harmonize the
various viewpoints expressed. Iliy country will spare no effort to try to contribute

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

A reviev of our work shows that the establishment of vorking groups for the
tasks assigned to the Committee is the appropriate way of negotiating in this
body, in an atmosphere of understanding which can contribute to the achievement
of our objectives. Let me therefore express our congratulations and pleasure
to the chairmen of the four groups that have been meeting up to the present,
with the hope that the groups vill be re-established without delay and will
immediately embark on their substantive work.

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

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

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

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

''"The underdeveloped vorld would go on as belfore, only still more
underdeveloped; imperialism would go on as before, only even more
vealthy; end mankind wvould go on as before, only with a thousand million
people more than nov living in the most absolute poverty't.

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

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

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

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

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

These are the general comments that my country wishes to make, vhile reserving
the right to express our vieus and opinions on particular items in grcater detail
in the vorking groups and at future meetings.

The CHATRMAII ($ranslated from I'rench): I thank the distinguished Ambassador
of Cuba for his statement and for the kind vords he addressed to the Chair.

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

MNr. DABIRI (Iran) (translated from French): In the statement made a few
minutes ago, the distinguished and honou_able Ambassador o. Cuba used an erroneous
terminology in referring to the stretch of vater which separates the Iranian
plateau from the Arabian peninsula. As you all knov, that stretch of vater has
been known under the name of the Persion Gulf since time immemorial. The
expression “crgian Gulf has alvays been used in all encyclopaedias and all atlases,
as vell as by all societies and men of cultbure. That term has also alvays been
used by United lrtions bodies and by all other agencies within the United Nations
system. I feel sure that the honcurable Ambassador of Cuba used the term he did
in speaking of the Persian Gulf by oversight; all the same, my delegation wishes
to make this declaration so thabt it may be included in bthe recowd.

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

I vould ask the represcntative of Iran to accept my formal apclogy.
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The CHAIRIAN (translated from French): I thank the representative of Cuba
for his statement. It no one elsc vishes to speak, I would suggest that we
take up Working Paper No. 28, which ve discussed at yesterday's informal meeting,
and I should like to knov if I may take it that there is a consensus in the
Committee regarding the content of this document vith respect to the Committee's
ad hoc vorking groups for 1981. '

Mr. GARCIA RODIES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish): Vith reference to
the third paragraph, I should like to ask a cuestion vhich is on a point of English.
According to vhat you told us yesterday, it vould be for Ambassador Summerhayes,
the distinguiched representative of the United Kingdom, 1o ansver it. I vill
indicate in advance that my delegation uill accept bthe reply, vhatever it is.

The question is the following: the first three lines of this third paragraph
vead: YI% is understood that the Committee vill, as soon as possible, review the
mandates of the three ad hoc vorking groups vith a vieu to adapting, ac appropriate,
their mandates to advance ...' and so on and so forth. 1ty question is vhether
we could not delete the sccond ''their mandates' and replace it by the pronoun "them',
which would follov “adapting'. The text vould then read as follows: It is
understood that the Cormittee will, as soon as possible, reviev the mandates of
the three ad hoc vorking groups with a viecu to adapting them, as appropriate,
to advance ..."', etc. etc.

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

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

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

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

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

Therefore, I think that the only gain to be made would be in a slight
improvement in the elegance of the sentence; as I see it, the existing sentence
is very clear in its meaning.
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The CHAIRMAN (4ranslated fron French)s Iy feeling would be that we could
perhaps leave th- text as it is, because this in no way afiocts the substance.
I see that the French text doco not repeat the refercnce to the mandates of the
working groups, and speaks of adaptiing them according to nced. It can be deduced
from the context that this means adapting the mandates and not the vorking groups.
I realize, in fact, that the English text, as Ambassador Summerhayes caid, is more
explicit. I vonder if it is really nccessary to amend the text cince its meaning
is perfectly clear, although I apnreciatc that Ambassador Garcia Robles'!s concern
for elegance is entirely Justified.

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

It vas so decided.

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

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

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

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

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

The meeting rose at 1.15 p.m.
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The CHATRMAN (ﬁrang{gﬁpd from French): I declare open the 106th plenary
rneeting of the Cormittee on Disarnmament. Uc decided yesterday to hold a plenary
necting today so that the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Croup of Scicntific Dxperts to
Consider International Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seisnic
Events could subnit to the Coumittee his Group's rcport which is contained in
docunent CD/150.

Mr. ERICSSON (Chairman, Ad Hoc Groun of Scientific Experts on scismic events):
As 1% has done several times in the recent past, the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific
Experts to Consider International Co-operative Measures to Detoct and Identify
Seismic Events again presents you with a progress report on its work. Last year,
in July, I had the opportunity to give a somcwhat detailed descripticn of what
this Expert Group was about to do. The Group has described how an international
seisnic data exchange could be designed in order to nonitor 2 complete test nap.

Under its uwost recent mandate, the Group has started to congider, review
and asscss a number of natinnal investigationg into tho sending of seismological
nessages around the globe, involving, in particular, the use of the WMO
conrunication network and a nunber of other, somewhat technical methods which need
to be tested. Such linited tests of the difforent parts of the system werc started
in July last yecar and continue thanks to the very effective co-operation of a
nunber of States through their relevant institutes. There has been actual sending
of messages around the globe, involving institutes and States from herc in Europe
to the other side of the globe, for cxample Australia and Now Zealand, and a
number of States in between. Although the results have becn rost valuable, they
are, however, of a preliminary naturc only, and the Group therefore intends to
pursuc this nmethod further. We have enjoyed the co-operavion of WMO and understand,
informally, that a sinilar experinent night be possible towards the cnd of this year.

This is not the only activity in which the Group is o gaged; a very considerable
cffort is also being nut into the desisn of the date centres, which are intended to
take care of the data and prescent then to the participating States. There are also
efforts to improve our understandiny of how the details of the data should bo
designed, what kind of data should be taken and transnitted, and how data should
be extracted fronm the ground.

Many of thesec investigations are such that they cannot be reported to the
Committec until early noxt year, as the comrmnication tests around the globe are
bound to the times when the netwerk is aveilable for toesting, Therefore, a .
report on then can not be presented to this Comuittes until some time in the Tirst
half of next ycar, as is stated in the report which is before you.

The Ad Hoc Group considered that it would require two or threc further sesgions
in which to prepare a report covering all its present activities in the field, and
therefore suggested that the next segsion, subjoct to the approval of this Cormittec,
be convened here from 3 to 14 August 1981.

Mr. LIDGARD (Sweden): Mr. Chairman, my deleration has received the clevonth
progress report of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider International
Co-opcrative Measurcs to Dotcet and to Identify Scisnic BEvents with grcat -
satisfaction,
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Under its present mandate, the id Hoc Group has initiated a nunmber of
national investigatinns of the foreseen data exchanged, some of then invelving
practical tests which, although of limited scope, requirc international co-~operatinon
not only between a number of 3toves but also with the World Meteorclogical
Organization, t¢ which we arc much indcbted.

I understand that this co-operation and these national investigaticns, to
which ny country has been able to contribute continuously, and I hope significantly,
will continue and bring us all closer to the day when an international seisnic
data exchange will centribute to a truly world-wide co-operation in monitoring and
thereby politically naintaining a global convention on a test ban.

With this in nind, I formally proposc that the Comnittee take note of the
progress report as it is before us in docunent CD/lSO and that we take the nccessary
decisions on it, if possible at our next plenary neeting.

Mr. WALKER (sustralia): Mr. Chairman, I have asked for the floor to thank
Dr. Ericsson for the report which he has just tabled before the Cermittee. Iy
delegation wishes tn congratulate hin and the nembers of his Group for the business-—
like way in which they have addressed their task of considering intcrnational
co-operative neasures to detect and identify seismic events. I particularly wish
to congratulate the Group for their efforts, as ocutlined in the report, and for
the results they have achicved. My country looks forward to a continuation of
their work.

My delegation derives special satisfaction from the various national and
multilateral tests and trial exchanges which are beconing a feature of the Group's
activity. Australis participated in two experinental tests last year, -ne to
investigate whether the global tcleccommunication systen operated by the
World Meteorological Organization mizht be used to transmit seismic nessages, and
the other, conducted by Sweden, for the establishment cf a common data base. It
is our belief that such tests provide information of value to the proposed
international exchange of scisnic data.

We would, however, urge broader participation, for exanple, by countries in
the southern henisphere, in this activity.

Since Mr. McGregor, the Australian menmber of the BExpert Group, is convener of
the relevant study group, ny delegation spocifically wishes to draw attention to
the proposed further tests later this ycar of the exchange of scisnic data over
the global telecommunication systen of WMO, and I take this oppertunity to express
ny belief that this Cormmittee owes a special expression of appreciation to that
organization for its co-operation.

Trial exchanges and sinilar tests with, as I have enphasized, as broad a
participation as possible, undoubtedly have an inportant role to play in
cstablishing a basis for a gysten to verify a futurc comprehensive nuclear
test-ban agreenent.

Mr. OKAWA (Japan): Mr. Chairmen, on behalf of the Japancse delegati~n I wish
to thank Dr. Ericsson for the progress report he has just prosented to usg. I also,
of course, wish to congratulatce Dr. Ericsson and his Group »f Scicentific Experts on
the very important work they have been doing over the years.
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Unfortunately, I again have to express the regret of my delegation that the
experimental exercise on a global scale, which my Government has been calling for,
has not yet been put into practice. My delegation does, however, appreciate the
fact that a trial exchange of what is known as Level 1 date was conducted in
October and November last year through the global telecommunication system of the
World Meteorological Orgenizatvion with the participation of some 14 countrics,
and that certain results were achieved.

However, it must be pointed out that the 141 countrics which took part in the
recent tests were countries which are geographically situated either on or near the
main trunk circuit of the WMO global telecommunication system. Therefore, it is
difficult to say that it was possible to make a full and satisfactory assessment
from the point of view of the global exchange of data. It should be stressed that
countries which participate in such trial exchanges do not have to undertake
complicated procedures, nor do they have to accept too heavy an additional load or
burden on their routine work. Indeed, most of the countries members of the Ad Hoc
Group of Scientific Experts who were not able to take part in the recent trial are
in fact already exchanging seismic data as a matter of routine through the
WMO global telecommunication system, on a regional basis. One therefore wonders
why it would not be possible for such countrier to take part in future trial
exchanges of a similar nature.

My delegation therefore hopes that, when the next trial exchange is conducted
in November and December this year, all countries currently represented in the
4d Hoc Group of Scientific Exverts will find it possible to itake part; and of course
we would like to request or invite those countries which were formerly members of
the AZ Hoc Group, and especially countries in the southern hemisphere, to make
efforts to take part in future trial exchangcs, so that we can make an assessment
of WMO's global telecommunication system from a wider and truly global point of
view,

Finally, I am pleased to support the proposal just made by Ambassador Lidgard,
our distinguishe' colleague from Sweden, that we formally .ake note of the report
of the Ad Hoc Group of Experts.

Mr. SUMMERHAYES (United Kingdom): WMr. Chairman, I also should like, on behalf
of the United Kingdom delegation, to express our appreciation for the report which
Dr. Ericsson has just given to the Committee. I am indced sure that many delegations
will join us in thanking him, not only for the account of his chairmanship -thich
he has just given, but also for the work of the Ad Hoc Group itself and the experts
who have come to Geneva under his leadership.

My delegation ig pleased to see from the report that the Ad Hoc Group and "its
five subsidiary study groups are continuing to meke good progress; we are particularly
vleased to see that a number of practical tests of data handling have been carried
out and that more are nroposed. Ve believe that this sort of practical experiecnce
is particularly valuable in the furthcrance of the mandate of the Ad Hoc Group.

The United Kingdom has varticipated in the past year in some of these experimental
tests and, like the distinguished delegcate of Australia, we would want to see wider
participation in further tests vhich could be undertaeken during this coming year.
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The CHAIRMAN (translated from French): If no other nember of the Comnittee
wishes to speak, I shall assume that we take note of this report and, since
delegations will certainly want more tine in which to exanine it, we can give
it our approval at a later neeting.

I suggest that we hold our mext plenary mecting on Tuesday, 17 February, at
10.30 a.n. We can then resune our discussions and I think that we shall also have
tine at that neeting to formalize o consensus on the question of the chairmanships
of the ad hoc working groups,; a matter we could perhaps consider during a short
informal neeting at wvhich we could agrec on the terns of the statenent to be nede
at the plenary necting.

The meeting rose at 11.15 a.m.
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