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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 
Мез:1 со 
Sweden 
I t a l y 
India 
German Democratic Republic 
A u s t r a l i a 
Czechoslovakia 
Ùcvmtjxy, Pederr'J. НерггЪИс of 
Japan 
Romania 
Canada 
USSR 
Yugoslavia 
Nigeria 
France (the Chairman) 
Belgium 
Canada 
PaldLstan 
India 
Mexico 
Bulgaria 
Hungary 
B r a z i l 
China 
Poland 
Belgivim 
Cuba 
France (the Chairman) 
Mexico 
united Kingdom 
united States 
France (the Chairman) 
S i r Lanka 
Egypt 
Algeri a 
Pakistan 
Ethiopia 
Nigeria 
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PV Country/Speaker Country/Speaker PV 

108 

109 

110 

111 

112 

115 

114 

I. Organization a.nd Procedures 

1. General and Organizational IJork (continued) 

Yugoslavia 
United Kingdom 
India 
Iran 
Canada 
Indonesia 
German Democra^tic Republic 
Venezuela 
Peru 
Burma 
Nigeria 
France (the Chairman) 
Mongolia 
Venezuela 
India 
Indonesia 
Romania 
Egypt 
USSR 
Austr a l i a 
Netherlands 
Hungary 
India 
German Democratic Republic 

(the Chairman) 
Hungary 
Cuba 
Kenya 
Czechoslovakia 
USSR 
Yugoslavia 
India 
Pakistan 
B r a z i l 
I t a l y 
China 
Pakistan 
Venezuela 
Noruay (non-member State) 
Bulgaria 
The Secretary of the Committee 
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PV Country/Speaker Country/Speaker PV 

I. Organisatior 1 and Procedures 

1. General and Organizational VJork (continued) 

116 German Democratic Republic 
(the Chairman) ! 

Venezuela 
united Kingdom 
USSR 
Yugoslavia 
United States 
Pakistan 
France 
Nigeria 

117 Denmark Гпоп-тешЬег State) 
Finland (non-member State) 
France 

118 : USSR 
119 USSR 

Paki stan 
German Democratic Republic 

(the Chairman) 
120 Germany, Federal Republic of 

(the Chairman) 
Netherlands 

121 Venezuela 
Nigeria 
United States 

125 Canada 
Argentina 
Alge r i a (on behalf of Group of 21) 
Gorrxaiy, pGdernl llopiiblic of 

( the СЬгатгд) 
126 A l g e r i a (on behalf of Group of 21) 

India 
127 USSR 

Pakistan 
Germ.-̂ ny, Ft3deral Rcrpublic of 

((the СЬа1гтяп) 
128 Hxmgaiy (the Chairman) 

Mexico 
India 
Canada 
Paki stan 
China 

129 j Hungary (the Chairman) 

! 
1 
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Country/Speaker Country/Speaker PV 

I. Organization and Procedures 

1. General and OrganizationaJ Work (con,tinued) 

B r a z i l 
Argentina 
Morocco 
Romania 
USSR 
Canada 
Cuba 
Algeria 
B r a z i l 
Poland 
German Democratic Republic 
Aus t r a l i a 
Indonesia 
S r i Lanka 
Morocco 
India 
Pakistan 
Ethiopia 
Argentina 
India 
Hungary (the Chairman) 
India (the Chairman) 
Venezuela 
B r a z i l 
German Democratic Republic 
Indonesia 
USSR 
Mexico 
Pakistan 
Canada 
Bulgaria 
Romania 
Yugoslavia 
Belgium 
Svjeden 
Himgary 
German Democratic Republic 
B r a z i l (on behalf of Group of 2l) 
Nigeria 
Mongolia 
Pakistan 
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PV CoTjntry/Speaker Country/Speaker PV 

137 

158 

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 

s o c i a l i s t States) 
Peru 
Burma 
India (the Chairman) 
Bulgaria 
B r a z i l 
German Democratic Republic 
Morocco 
Czechoslovakia 
A u s t r a l i a 
Indonesia 
Mexico 
Svjeden 
China 
Yugoslavia 
Argentina 
B r a z i l 
China 
Egypt 
Netherlands 
Bulgaria 
Venezuela 
Poland 
Romania 
India 
Pakistan 
Noruay (non-member State) 
B r a z i l 
India (the Chairman) 
Indonesia (the Chairman) 
Mexico 
USSR 
Nigeria 
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PV Country/Speaker Country/Speaker PV 

1; Organizatioi a and Procedures 

1. General and Organizational VJork (continued), 

144 1 Japan 
i 145 German Democratic Republic 

Zaire 
Mongolia 

146 Egypt 
Bulgaria 
Sweden (Chairman of S c i e n t i f i c 

Expert Group on Seismic Events) 
147 I t a l y (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 

s o c i a l i s t States) 
USSR 

! Hungary 
: Czechoslovakia 
¡ I t a l y 
! Indonesia (the Chairman) 

148 Mexico (Chairman, Viforking Group on 
Comprehensive Programme of 
Disarmament) 

Svjeden (Chairman, Working Group on 
Chemical Weapons) 

Belgium 
B r a z i l 
Mongolia (on behalf of a group of 

s o c i a l i s t States) 
China 
Poland 
Ethiopia 
Burma (on behalf of Group of 21) 
Cuba 
Indonesia (the Chairman) 
United States 

¡ United Kingdom 
i France 
! USSR 
j Mongolia 
'•• Paid, s tan 
j Indonesia (the Chairman) 
1 
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PV Country/Speaker CoTza try/Speaker PV 

I. Organization and Procedures 

2, P a r t i c i p a t i o n of non-member States 

104 

108 
109 
110 
112 

113 

129 

133 
142 

France (the Chairman) 
Pakistan 
Mongolia 
German Democratic Republic 
USSR 
Bulgaria 
China 
Cuba 
Ethiopia 
Салааа 
Yugoslavia 
India 
Hungary 
Mexico 
France (the Chairman) 
France (the Chairman) 
France (the Chaiiraan) 
Spain (non-member State) 
German Democratic Republic 

(the Chairman) 
H\mgary (the Chairman) 
Hungary (the Chairman) 
China 
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PV Countiy/Spealœr Country/Spealcer PV 

I I . Kucleai' Test Ban 

101 Mexico 
Sweden 
I t a l y 
India 

102 Geriaaii Democratic Republic 
Au s t r a l i a 
СzachoSlovakia 

103 Japan 
Romania 
Ganad a 
USSR 
Nigeria 

105 Bulgaria 
Hungary 
B r a z i l 
China 
Poland 
Belgium 

106 Sweden .(Chairman, Ad Hoc Group of 
S c i e n t i f i c Experts on 
seismic events) 

Sweden 
Aus t r a l i a 
Japan 
United Kingdom 
Prance (the Chairman) 

107 S r i Lanlca 
Alge r i a 
Pakistan 
Etl i i o p i a 
Nigeria 

108 Yugoslavia 
united Kingdom 
India 
Canada 
Indonesia 
German Democratic Republic 
Mexico 
Venezuela 
Peru 

109 Japan 
Kenya 
Netherlands 
Burma 

i 
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PV Country/Speaker Country/SpeaJcer PV 

I I . Nuclear Test Ban (contd) 

110 Mongolia 
USSR 
Mexico 

111 B r a z i l 
Hungary 
Cuba 

112 Nigeria 
Kenya 
С ae cho slovaki a 
Spain (поп~шещЪег State) 
Pakistan 

113 GDR the Chairman) 
China 
Pakistan 
Venesuela 
Norway (non-member State) 

114 Bulgaria 
116 ODR (the Chairman) 

Venezuela 
United ICingdom 
USSR 
Yugoslavia 
USA 
Ракi Stan 
Nigeria 

117 Denmark (non-member State) 
119 GDR (the Chairman) 
120 PRG (the Chairman) 

Poland 
121 USA 
124 Cuba 
125 Canad a 

ilrgentina 
Cuba 

126 A l g e r i a (on behalf of Group of 2l) 
India 

127 Svjeden 
A u s t r a l i a 
A l g e r i a (on behalf of Group of 21; 
Mexico ' 
Hungary (on behalf of a group of 

s o c i a l i s t Sta,tes) ' 
B r a z i l 
Indonesia 
Konya 
PEG (the Chairman) 
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I I . Nuclear Test Ban (contd) 

128 Mexi GO 
India 
Canadffb 
Paki stan 

150 B r a z i l 
/argentina 
USSR 

131 Cuba 
Algeria 
B r a z i l 
Poland 

132 German Democratic Republic 
Australia 
Indonesia 
S r i Laiika 
Morocco 
India 
Pflki stan 

133 Ethiopia 
Hungary (the Chairman) 

134 Venezuela 
Gorman Democratic Republic 
Mexico 

135 Bulgaria 
Romania 
Yugoslavia 

136 Sweden 
Hungary 
German Democratic Republic 
B r a z i l (on behalf of Group of 21) 
Nigeria 
Mongolia 

137 CzechoslovalcLa 
USSR 
India (the Chairman) 
united States 
united Kingdom 
Mexico 

138 Canada 
Bulgaria 

139 Bulgaria (on behalf of a group, of 
s o c i a l i s t States) 

Peru 
Burma 

i 
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1 
" FV С 

! 

iuntry/Speaker CoUntry/SpeaJier 

140 

142 

143 

144 
145 
146 

147 

14s 

< 

I I . Nuclear Tes 

India (the Chairman) 
Bulgaria 
B r a z i l 
German Démocratie Republic 
China 
Norway (non-member State) 
Indonesia (the Chairman) 
Mexi CO 
Nigeria 
Japa-n 
Za.i're 
Egypt 
Swed en 
Svjeden (Chairman of S c i e n t i f i c 
Expert Group on Seismic Events) 
Cuba 
PpVi stan 
A u s t r a l i a 
Ja¿an 

Ind|Onesia (the Chairman) 
Belgium 
Mongolia (on behalf of a group of 

s o c i a l i s t States) 
China 
Ethiopia 
Burma (on behalf of Group of 21) 

t Ba.n (contd) 
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Chronological Alphabetical 

Country/Speaker С ount ry/Spealcer PV 

I I I . Cessation of the Nuclear Arns Race 
and Nuclear Disarmament 

101 The Secretary of the Commit bee on 
behalf of the 
Se cret ary-Goneral 

Mexico 
Sweden 
I t a l y 
India 

102 Sweden 
German Democratic Republic 
A u s t r a l i a 
Czechoslovalcia 
Germaлy, Federal Republic of 

103 Japan 
Romania 
USSR 
Nigeria 

105 Bulgaria 
Hungary 
B r a z i l 
China 
Poland 
Belgium 
Cuba 

107 S r i Lajnlca 
Egypt 
Algeria 
Pakistan 
Ethiopia 
Nigeria 

108 United Kingdom 
Iran 
Venezuela 
Peru 

109 Kenya 
Burma 
Nigeria 
Prance (the Chairman) 

110 

¡ 
! 
i 

Mongolia 
German Democratic Republic 
United Kingdom 
Venezuela 
India 
Indonesia 
Romania 
Egypt 
USSR 
Mexico 
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Chronological i Alphabetical 

Country/Spealcer Country/Speaker PV 

j 
I I I . Cessation of the Nuclear Arms Race ! 

'••and'. Nf-cl-èàr Disarmament (contd) ; 
111 ; Yugoslavia 

B r a z i l 
Hungary 
Cuba 
USSR 
Mexico 

1 
1 i 1 
i 
i 
1 

112 

! 

i 

Poland 
Nigeria 
Kenya 
Czechoslovakia 
USSR 
Yugoslavia 
Spain (non-member State) 
India 
Pakistan 
B r a z i l • i 

115 I t a l y 
China 
Pakistan 
Nor\-7ay (non-member State) 

114 Belgium 
Bulgaria 
Germany, Federa-l Republic of 

116 B r a z i l 
Nigeria 
Finland (non-member State) 
C3)R (the Chairman) 
Venezuela 
USSR 
Yugoslavia 
USA 
Palcistan 
France 
Nigeria 
India 

118 USSR 
119 Mongolia 

С zechoslovakia 
GDR (the Chairman) 

120 PRG (the Chairman) 
Pakistan 
Ргэлсе 

! 
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PV : С ouñtry/ SpeaJcer С ount гу/ Sp е alce г i PV I 
I I I , Cessation of the Nucleax Arms Ra,ce 

and Nuclear Eisa,rmament (contd) 
122 

123 

124 

125 

126 

127 

128 

130 

131 

132 

USA 
Romania 
B r a z i l 
Indonesia 
India 
USSR 
Mongolia 
Cuba 
Netherlands 
USSR 
India 
Svreden 
Canada 
Argentina 
Algeria (on behalf of Group of 2l) 
Cuba 
Algeria (on behalf of Grou.p of 21 ) 
India 
Mexico 
Hungary (on behalf of a group of 

s o c i a l i s t States) 
B r a z i l 
Indonesia 
Kenya 
PRG (the Chairman) 
Hungary (the Chairman) 
India 
Canada 
Palcistan 
B r a z i l 
Argentina 
Romania 
USSR 
Algeria 
B r a z i l 
Poland 
Mexico 
German Democratic Republic 
Indonesia 
S r i Lanlca 
Morocco 
India 

t 
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1 

С ount ry/Sp e ali e r j С ount ry/Speaker 1 
PV i 

I I I . Cessation.of the îluclear Arms Race : 
1 

•.• ,,. and Nuclear DisaimaEiênt (contd) 
133 Etliiopia 1 

Argentina 
India 

134 Venezuela 
B r a z i l 
German Democratic Republic 
Indonesia-
USSR 
Palcistan 
Canada 

1 

135 Bulgaria 
Romania 
Yugoslavia-

136 Svreden 
Hungary 
German Democratic Republic 
Nigeria 
Mongolia 
Palcistan 

137 С zechoslovalcia 
India (the Chaiiraan) 
United Kingd-om 
France 
United States 

138 Сэлааа 
Bulgaria 

139 Peru 
USSR 
India 
Burma 

140 India (the Chairman) 
Bulgaria 
B r a z i l 
German Democratic Republic 
Finland (non-member State) 
Czechoslovalcia 

142 China 
Egypt 
Nor4'iay (non-member State) 
B r a z i l 

143 Indonesia (the Chairman) 
German Democratic Republic 
Mongolia 
Mexico 
Nigeria 
China 

j 
1 
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Chronological'" Alphabetical 
PV-.i С ount ry/Spe'-alce r С oiint ry/Spealcer 1 ; 

147 

148 

—• - i r i . Cessation o"f" the "Nuclear Arms Race 
. . l.ajià Nuclear Disarmament (contd)"-

144 I Germany, Federal Republic оГ 
' Japan 
Delgium 

1 India 
145 j 

146 

German Democratic Republic 
Zaire 
Mongolia 
Egypt 
United States 
Bulgaria 
USSR 
Prance 
Cuba 
Palcistan 
Australia 
Romania 
United Kingdom 
Mexico 
Mongolia (on behalf of a group of 

s o c i a l i s t States) 
USSR 
Hungary 
Czechoslovalcia 
India 
Canada 
United States 
Belgiujn 
B r a z i l 
Mongolia (on behalf of a group of 

s o c i a l i s t States) 
China 
Poland 
Ethiopia 
Burma (on behalf of Group of 21) 
Cuba 
Indonesia (the Chairman) 
United States 
United Kingdom 
France 
USSR 
Mongolia 
China 
Palcistan 

I 
I 
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PV Country/Spealcer.. С ountry/Spe alee r PV 

IV. Effec-tive international • arrangements to assure 
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or 

threat of use of nuclear weapons 

101 Mexico 
102 Australia 

Czechoslovalcia 
Germany, Federal Republic of 

103 Romania 
USSR 

105 Bulgaria 
Hungary 
B r a z i l 
China 
Poland 
Belgium 

107 Algeria 
Pakistan 

108 Bulgaria 
110 Mongolia 

Egypt 
111 Hungary 
112 Spain (non-member State) 
113 Norway (non-member State) 
115 Buigaria 

Pakistan 
116 Yugoslavia 

Romania 
B r a z i l 
Nigeria 
USSR 
United Kingdom 
Egypt 
Finland (non-member State) 
Switzerland (non-member State) 

117 China 
India 
Pakistan 

119 Mongolia 
121 Hiingary 
122 Indonesia 
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Chronological Alphabetical 

" PV С oun t ry/s pe aie e r ' Country/Spealcer PV 
- - - - - - ÏV. Effective international arrangements to assure 

- non-nuclear-weaipon State's "a^aiñst thê use or 
threat "of-use of nucleâ 'Xjeáno'ns (continued) 

124 Cuba 
Netherlands 
USSR 
India 

125 Sweden 
Canada 
Argentina 

126 India 
127 Australia 

, Mexico 
Hungary (on behalf of a group of 

So c i a l i s t States) 
USSR 
Pakistan 
Kenya 
I t a l y 
Buigaria 

128 India 
Paicistan 

130 B r a z i l 
USSR 

131 Cuba 
132 German Democratic Republic 

Australia 
Indonesia 
S r i Lanka 
Morocco 

133 Ethiopia 
134 USSR 
135 Romania 
136 Sweden 
139 Burma 
140 Finland (non-member State) 
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Chronological Alphabetical 

PV Country/Spealcer С oun t rj'/S pè alee r .....py.. 

IV, E f f e c t i v e international arrangeraents- to assure 
non-nuclear-weanon- States- against thé use or 

¡ threat, of use. of .nuclear-weapons (continued) 

142 ' China 
EQrpt 
Netherlands 
Bulgaria 
Poland ^ 
Romania 
India 
Pakistan 
Austria (non-member State) 
Norway (non-member State) 
B r a z i l 

143 German Democratic Republic 
Mongolia 

• USSR 
China 

144 Japan 1 
145 Zaire i 
146 ; Egypt ; 

147 , I t a l y (chairman, Ad Hoc Working 
Group on Security Assurances) 

. Cuba 
Palcistan ) 
United Kingdom i 

148 •Belgium 
Mongolia (on behalf of a group u f 

s o c i a l i s t States) 
China 
Ethiopia 
Burma (on behalf of Group of 21) 
Indonesia (the Chairman) 

1 
i 
! 
; 

î 
È 
i 

i 

_ i 

1 
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PV с ountiy/S pe alce r С ountry/S pe ake г PV 

V. Chemical Weapons 

101 Mexico 
Sweden 
I t a l y 
India 

102 Australia 
Czechoslovalcia 
Germany, Federal Republic of 

103 Japan 
Romania 
USSR 

105 , Bulgaria 
Hungary 
B r a z i l 
China 
Poland 
Belgium 

10? Algeria 
Pakistan 

1 0 8 United Kingdom 
109 Netherlands 
110 

i 

Mongolia 
Aus t r a l i a 
USSR 
Netherlands 
Hungary 
India 

m ' B r a z i l 
112 Spain (non-member State) • 

113 Norway (non-member State) 
117 Sweden 

Indonesia 
Denmark fnon-member State) 
Finland (non-member State) 

1 1 8 Germany, Federal Republic of 
Canada 
China 
B r a z i l 
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,̂ _ . C.Q-antry/Speslœr Country/'Speaker pv 

V. Chemical Weapons (continued) 

119 ' Mongolia 
'USSR 
Pakistan 
Czechoslovakia 

120 Australia 
Poland 
Netherlands 
Yugoslavia 
'France 
Belgium 

121 • Hungary 
Venezuela 
United Kingdom 
Canada 
Nigeria 

122 Romania 
B r a z i l 

123 Japan 
124 • Cuba 
125 Canada 

Argentina 
126 ' India 
127 A u s t r a l i a 

Mexico 
Hungary (on behalf of a group of 

s o c i a l i s t States) 
Pakistan 
Kenya 
Sweden 

128 Mexico 
'India 
Canada 
Pakistan 

130 . B r a z i l 
Argentina 

131 Cuba 
, Poland 

132 German Democratic Republic 
Indonesia 
S r i Lanka 
Morocco 
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Chronological -. . Alphabetical 

PV - . -Country/Speaker Country/Spealcer - • - PV : 

- V. Cheiaicarl Víeapons -(continued) 
Ethiopia 
Hungary (thé Chairman) 

136 Sweden 
137 , Switzerland (non-member State) 

India (the Chairman) 
138 Japan 

Yugoslavia 
United Kingdom 
Germany, Federal Republic of 
United States 
Poland 
Finland (non-member State) 

; 

139 USSR 
Romania 
С añada 
Argentina ' 
Burma 

140 Finland (non-member State) 
Morocco 
Czechoslovalcia ^ 
German Democratic Republic ¡ 

141 A u s t r a l i a 
Indonesia 
Mexico 
Svjeden 
China 
Yugoslavia 
Argentina ! 

142 India I 

143 Netherlands 
145 Zaire : 
146 Egypt 1 

United States ' 
j 147 1 

Cuba 1 
Palcistan ' 
Australia ' 
United States \ 

148 • Sweden (Chairman, Worln'ng Group 
on Chemical Weapons) 

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

5 
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- -PV Country/Spealœr Countr:^/Spe al:er PV 

VI. NevJ types of weapons of mass destruction and new 
systems of such weapons; rad i o l o g i c a l weapons 

101 Mexico 
India 

102 German Democratic Republic 
Au s t r a l i a 
Czechoslovakia 
Germany, Federal Republic of 

103 Romania 
USSR 

105 , Bulgaria 
Hungary 
B r a z i l 
Poland 
Belgium 

107 Pakistan 
108 United Kingdom 
110 . Mongolia 
I l l USSR 

Spain (non-member State) 
117 Denmark (non-member State) 
119 Czechoslovakia 
122 Hungary 

Yugoslavia ' 
Romania 
B r a z i l 
Sweden 

123 I t a l y 
India 
USSR 
Mongolia 

124 Cuba 
Poland 
Nigeria 

Í 

125 Canada 
Argentina 
Cuba 

126 India 
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" ' Chronologieai Alphabetical 

С ountry/Spe alcer Coimtry/Speaker PV 

VI, " New types of weapons of raass destruction and neví systens 
of such-weapons; - radiólop;ic-al weapons ("continued) 

127 Australia 
Mexico 
Hungary (on behalf of a group of 

s o c i a l i s t States) 
Pal:istan 
Kenya 

128 Hungary (the Chairman) 
India 
Pakistan 

130 B r a z i l 
Argentina 
Morocco 
USSR 

131 Cuba 
Algeria 
Poland 

132 German Democratic Republic 
Australia 
Indonesia 
S r i Lanka 
Morocco 

133 . Ethiopia 
Hungary (the Chairman) 

134 Venezuela 
156 Belgium 

, Sweden 
Hungary-
German Democratic Republic 
Nigeria 

137 Czechoslovakia 
.Romania 
'uSSR 
Netherlands 
Morocco 
Indonesia 

139 Burma 
140 Finland (non-member State) 
141 Mexico 
143 USSR 



CD/228 
Appendix I I l / V o l . I 
тэа̂ е 2 б 

Chronological Alphabetical _ . . 

-PV С ountry/Spe alce г Coimt: y/Spealcer PV 

VI. New types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems 
of such weanons; radi o l o g i c a l weapons (continued) 

146 Egypt 
147 • Hungaiy (Chairman, Ad Hoc Working 

Group on Piadio l o g i c a l Vie apon s ) 
Cuba 

148 

¡ 

Belgium 
Mongplia (on behalf of a group of 

s o c i a l i s t States) 
China 
Ethiopia 
Burma (on behalf of Group of 21) 
Netherlands 
Indonesia (the Chairman) 

1 

4 

• 
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Co u ntry/Spe a ke r Country/Speaker 

VII . Consideration of other areas dealing with the • 
Cessation of the Arms Race and Disarmament 

and Other Relevant Measures 

PV 

1. Annual Report of the Secretary-General 

101 I The Secretary of the Committee, 
on behalf of the 
Se cretary-General 
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PV 1 ' 
Country/Speaker Country/Speaker PV 

1 i 
Consideration of other areas dealing vfith the it 
Cessation of the Arms Race and Disarmament 

and Other Relevant Measures 

2. United Nations role i n Disarmament 

111 USSR 
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Chronological 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 

3. Special Session of the General Assembly on disarmament 

101 The Secretary of the Committee 
on behalf of the 
Se ere tary-Ge neral 

Mexico 
I t a l y 

• 

102 Czechoslovakia 
Germany, Federal Republic of 

I 
! 

103 Romania 
Yugoslavia 
Nigeria S 

i 
105 China 

Belgium í 

107 Ethiopia 
110 Director, United Nations 

Institute for Disarmament 
Research 

B r a z i l 

\ 

113 Norway (non-member State) 
127 The Secretary of the Committee 
128 Mexico 

India 
Canada 
Pakistan 

130 Braz i l 
Argentina 

131 Cuba 
Algeria 
Poland 

132 German Democratic Republic 
S r i Lanka 
Morocco 
India 

133 Ethiopia 



CD/228 
Appendix I I l / V o l . I 
page 50 

Chronological Alphabetical 
PV Country/Speaker Country/Speaker PV 

VII. Consideration of other areas dealing with the 
Cessation of the Arms Race and Disarmament 

a nd Other Relevant Meas are s 

Special Session of-the General Assembly'on disarmament (continued) 

134 i India (the Chairman) i 
Venezuela 
B r a z i l 
German Democratic Republic 
Indonesia 
Pakistan 

136 Nigeria 
140 Cze choslovakia 

144 

146 

143 Indonesia (the Chairman) 
India 
Egypt 
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Chronological 
1 

Alphabetical 1 

PV j , Country/Speaker j Country/Speaker PV 

VII. Consideration of other areas dealing- with the 
Cessation of the Arms Race and Disarmament 1 

and Other Relevant Measures 
Í 

ïïuclear-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 
I t a l y 
Argentina (on behalf of 

Group of 21) 
Iran 
United States 
Japan 
Canada 
German Democratic Republic (on 

behalf of group of s o c i a l i s t 
States) 

131 Cuba 
Algeria 
Poland 

132 German Democratic Republic 
Indonesia 
S r i Lanka 

153 Ethiopia 
134 Venezuela 

German Democratic Republic 
Pakistan 

136 Mongolia 
Pakistan 
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Chronological Alphabetical 1 

PV Country/Speaker 
1 ... . 

Country/Speaker PV 
1 
1 VII. Consideration of other areas dealing with the 

Cessation of the Arms Race and Disarmament 
and Other Relevant Measures 

1 
4. Nuclear-weapon-free Zones (continued) 

140 Finland (non-member State) 
142 Egypt 

Bulgaria 
Norway (non-member State) 
Braz i l 

143 German Democratic Republic 
USSR 
China 

145 Zaire 
146 Bulgaria 
147 Pakistan 
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Chronological Alphabetical 

PV Country/speaker Country/Speaker PV 

- V I I . Consideration of othei • areas dealing with the 
Cessâtion_of the Arms Race and Disarmament 

and Other Relevant Measures 

5. Non-Proliferation с 
I 
f Nuclear Weapons 

101 Mexico 
Sweden 

102 Czechoslovakia 
103 Japan 

Nigeria 
105 Hungary 
107 Egypt 

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 B r a z i l 

Argentina 
Morocco 
I t a l y 
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¡ Chronological 1 
Alphabetical - j 

\- PV Country/Speaker Country/Speaker PV 
1 1 

1 
VII. Consideration of other areas dealing with the 

1 Cessation of the Arms Race and Disarmament 
1 and Other Relevant Measures 

5. Non-Proliferation of Hue" Lear Weapons (continued) 
1 

131 Algeria 
132 German Democratic Republic 

A u s t r a l i a 
Indonesia 
S r i Lanka 
Morocco 
Pakistan 

• 

1 

133 Ethiopia 
India 
German Democratic Republic 

138 Canada 
139 India 
140 Finland (non-member State) 
142 Pakistan 

Austria (non-member State) 
Norway (non-member State) 
B r a z i l 

143 German Democratic Republic 
China 

144 Japan 
145 Zaire 
146 Egypt 

United States 
147 Pakistan 

Canada 
J 

i 
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PV Country/Speaker Country/Speaker PV 

VII . Consideration of other areas dealing with the 
Cessation of the Arms Race-and Disarmament• -

and '^ther- Relevant Measures 

6. Peaceful uses of nuclear energy 

101 Svreden 
128 Pakistan 
129 Egypt 
130 B r a z i l 

Argentina 
Morocco 
France 
Argentina (on behalf of 

Group of 21) 

132 A u s t r a l i a 
Indonesia 
S r i Lanka 
Morocco 

134 Venezuela 
Pakistan 

136 Belgium 
137 Netherlands 
139 India 
142 B r a z i l 
145 Zaire 
146 Egypt 
147 Pakistan 
148 Burma (on behalf of 

Group of 21) 

i 

1 
! 
i 
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PV Country/Speaker ! Country/Speaker PV~ 

VII. Cons-ideration ef other areas dealing viith the 
Cessation of the Arms Race and Disarmament 

and Other Relevant Measures 

7. BW Convention 

113 Norway (non-member State) 
1 1 8 Germany, Federal Republic of 
121 Nigeria • 

140 Morocco 
Cze choslovakia 

146 United States 
147 United States 

• 

i 
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PV Country/Speaker Country/Speaker PV 

VII. Consideration of other areas dealing víith the 
Cessation of the Arms Race and Disarmament 

and Other Relevant Measures 
• 1 

1 

8. Geneva Protocol of 1925 

101 Sweden 
I t a l y 

t 

102 Germany, Federal Republic of 
105 Belgium 
112 Spain (non-member State) 
117 Sweden 

Indonesia 
118 Germany, Federal Republic of 

China 
119 Cze choslovakia 
120 Australia 

Poland 
Netherlands 
France 
Belgium 

• 

121 Hungary 
Venezuela 

123 Japan 
130 Argentina 

Iran 
132 Morocco 
137 Sv7itzerland (non-member State) 
138 Poland 
139 Argentina 
140 Morocco 

Czechoslovakia 
141 

Indonesia 
145 Zaire 
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PV Go untry/S pe a ke r Country/Speaker PV 

123 
130 

1 

VII. Consideration of other areas dealing with the 

123 
130 

1 

Cessation of the Arms Race and Disarmament 

123 
130 

1 

and Other Relevant Measures 

123 
130 

1 

¡ 
9. Certain conventional weapons. 

123 
130 

1 

I t a l y 
Argentina 

1 



C D / 2 2 8 
Appendix Ш Д о ! . ! 
page 59 

Chronological Alphabetical I 

PV 1 Country/Speaker i Country/Speaker PV 

I VII. Consideration of other areas dealing with the 
! Cessation of the Arms Race and Disarmament 

and Other Relevant Measures 

10. Peace Zones 

156 Mongolia 
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i 
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PV Country/Speaker , Country/Speaker PV 

VII. Consideratio.n.of other.areas ' dealing with the 
Cessation of the Arms Race and Disarmament 

and Other Relevant Measures 
! 

11. Outer Space 

127 Sweden 
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Alphabetical 

i ^ Country/Speaker Country/speaker 
• 

PV 
1 VII, Consideration of other areas dealing with the 
1 Cessation of the Arms Race and Disairaament 
i and Other Relevant Measures 
i 
1 

12. General and complete disarraament 
l u i Prance (the Chairman) 

The Secretary of the Committee on 
behalf of the Secretary-General 
Mexico 
Sweden 
I t a l y 
India 

102 Geiraan Democratic Republic 
Au s t r a l i a 
Czechoslovakia 
Germany, Federal Republic of 

103 

i 

Japan 
Romania 
USSR 
Yugoslavia 
Nigeria 

104 Canada 
105 Bulgaria 

Hungary 
B r a z i l 
China 
Poland 
Belgium 
Cuba 

-

107 S r i Lanka 
Egypt 
Algeria 
Paki stan 
Ethiopia 

108' United Kingdom 
India 
Iran 

109 Kenya 
Burma 

110 Mongolia 
I t a l y 
Romania 

111 GDR (the Chairman) 
USSR 

112 

i 1 

Poland 
Nigeria 
Kenya 
Czechoslovakia 

, Spain (non-member State) 
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PV Country/Speake r ¡ Country/speaker PV 

VII. Consideration of other areas dealing with the 
Cessation of the Arms Race and Disarmament 

( and Other Relevant Measures 
12. General and complete disarimraent (contd) 

113 I t a l y 
Indonesia 
China 
Yugoslavia 
Pakistan 
Venezuela 
United Kingdom 
Norway (non-member State) 

114 Romania 
Hungary 
B r a z i l 
Bulgaria 
USSR 
Burma 
Germany, Federal Republic of 

115 Pakistan 
Japan 

117 India 
Denmark (non-member State) 

118 USSR 
120 PRG (the Chairman) 

Poland 
Prance 

122 USA 
123 I t a l y 
124 Cuba 
125 Canada 

Argentina 
126 India 
127 A u s t r a l i a 

Mexico 
Hungary (on behalf of a group 

of s o c i a l i s t States) 
B r a z i l 
USSR 
Indonesia 
Pakistan 
FRG (the Chairman) 

128 Mexico 
India 
Canada 
Pakistan 



Appendix I I l / V o l . I 
page 43 

Chronological Alphabetical 

PV Country/speaker Country/speaker PV 
- VII. Consideration of other areas dealing with the 

Cessation of the A rms Race and Disarmament 
and Other Relevant Measures 

12. General and complete disarmament (contd) 
129 Egypt 
130 
1 

B r a z i l 
'Argentina 
Romania 
•USSR 
Canada 

Ï3I Cuba 
Algeria 
Poland 

132 German Democratic Republic 
Au s t r a l i a 
Indonesia 
S r i Lanka 
Morocco 
India 

133 Ethiopia 
134 India (the Chairman) 

Venezuela 
German Democratic Republic 
Indonesia 
USSR 
Pakistan 
Canada 

• 

135 Bulgaria 
136 Belgium 

Sweden 
Hungary 
German Democratic Republic 
Nigeria 
Mongolia 

137 Morocco 
138 Canada 
139 Bulgaria 

Peru 
USSR 
India 
Burma 

140 Finland (non-member State) 
Czechoslovakia 
German Democratic Republic 

1 
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PV Country/Speaker Country/Speaker PV 

141 

14? 

VII. Consideration of other areas dealing with the 
Cessation of the Arms Race and Disarmament 

"and Other Relevant M'easures 
12. General and complete disarmament (contd) 

I t a l y 
Germany, Federal Republic of 
Mexico 
China 
Venezuela 
Poland 
Norway (non-member State) 
^ India (the Chairman) 
Indonesia (the Chairman) 
Germany, Federal Republic of 
Japa,n 
Belgium 
India 
Zaire 
; Egypt 
United States 
Burma (on behalf of Group of 21) 
France 
Cuba 
Pakistan 
• Romania 
' United Kingdom 
Mexico 
USSR 
Hungary 
Czechoslovakia 
India 
.United States 
Mexico (Chairman, Working Group on 
. Comprehensive Programme of 
' Disarmament) 
,Belgium 
' B r a z i l 
China 
Ethiopia 
Burma (on behalf of Group of 21) 
' Mexico 
Cuba 
China 
• Pakistan 
Indonesia (the Chairman) 

143 

144 

145 

146 

147 

1148 
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- Chrono-logioal Alphabetical . . . 

• PV ; - - Country/Speaker Country/speaker •PV 

101 

103 
130 
134 
135 
144 
146 

147 

- • VII. Consideration of other areas dealing with the 
Cessation of the Arms Race and Disarmament 

and Other Relevant Measures 
13. Reduction of M i l i t a r y Budgets 

The Secretary of the Committee on 
behalf of the Secretary-General 
, Romania 
Argentina 
' Indonesia 
Yugoslavia 
Germany, Federal Republic of 
United States 
Cuba 
Romania 

{ 
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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 
14« Economic and so c i a l consequences of the arms race 

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

103 Romania 
109 Kenya 
112 • Kenya 
113 Norway (non-member State) 
125 , Cuba 
147 Cuba 
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.. . _ , .ChCQno.lp̂ içal Alphabetical 

107 

124 

125 

131 

134 

135 

-.Country/ Sp)e_ake.r Сp.unt ry/Spe a¿ce_r .„ ! 

VTI. "Consideration-'gl'" other areas'"deallyg ^^ith the 
•Cessation of" the "Arms' Race ' and" Di'sarmaaent 

• and "Crthe'r Relevant Measures 

15. Sisaz-mament- and Develupment 

Egypt 
Cuba 
Cuba 
Cuba 
Indonesia 
Yugoslavia 

PV 
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Chronological Alphabetical 
PV : Country/Speaker Country/Speaker PV 

VII. Consideration of other areas dealing with the 
• ' C e s s a t i o n of the 'Arms- Race- and' Disarmsment 

' • ' and Other Relevant 'Меггзтггез-

i 16. Regional approach to disarmament • 
101 It a l y '< 

102 Germany, Federal Republic of 
103 Romania 

USSR 
104 Belgium 

! 
105 Bulgaria 

Hungary 
Poland 
Belgium 

i 
t. 

г 1 • 
108 United Kingdom I 

i 110 United Kingdom 
111 USSR 

Mexico 1 • 
113 Norway (non-member State) 1 

1 
114 Belgium 
116 Finland (non-member State) 
120 Poland 

Prance 
121 Himgary 
122 USA 
123 USSR 

Mongolia 
128 India 
132 German Democratic Republic 
134 USSR 
140 Finland (non-member State) 
144 Germany, Federal Republic of 

Belgium 
146 Bulgaria 

USSR 
147 United Kingdom 
148 

i 
China 
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PV í Country/Speaker Country/Sgeaker i PV . 

128 

130 

132 

133 

134 

i VII. Consideration X)f other areas • dealing with the 
1 Cessation o£ the Arms Race and Disarmament 

cind Other Relevant Moasiiros 

17. Arms race/Disarmament and International Security 

i Hungary (the Chairman) 
, Pakistan 
' Argentina 
Iran 
German Democratic Republic 
! S r i Lanka 
Morocco 
India 

j Ethiopia 
I India (the Chairman) 
Venezuela 
German Democratic Republic 
Indonesia 
USSR 

135 

147 

Bulgaria 
India 
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PV Country/Speaker Country/Speaker PV 

VII. Consideration of other areas dealing with the 
Cessation of the Arms fiace and Disarmament 

and Ofcher Relevant Measures 

18. Information 

Mexico 
German Democratic Republic 
India 
Hungary (the Chairman) 
Ethiopia 
Bulgaria 
Romania 
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- Càronological-- • • - 'AliàiaiDetic-al " - " ' , 

•m - Country/Speaker • . . - -Coimtry/Speaker 

VII. Consideration of other areas dealing with the 
Í 

Cessation of the Arms Race and. Disarmament 
- • and~Other Relevant "'Measures 

- 19. Disarmament Commission 

128 India 
150 B r a z i l 
151 B r a z i l 

Poland 
140 B r a z i l 
142 China 
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PV 

Chronological Alphabetical 
Country/Speaker Coimtry/Speaker 

'VII. Conaideration of other areas dealing with the 
Cessation of - the Arms.Race and Disarmament 

- and Other Relevant Measures 

20. Prohibition of Environmental V/arfare 
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1 
Chronological j Alphabetical 

PV 1 Coimtry/Speaker I Country/Speaker 1 FV 

130 

145 

VII. Consideration of other areas dealing with the 
Cessation of the Arms Race and Disariaament 

and Other Relevant Measures 

21. Programme of Studies 

Argent ina 
Zaire 

! 
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PEESEÏÏT AT THE TABLE 

Mr. A. S.\LM-BEY 
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l i i s s 1-T. PEEYIffi РШ/iBAD 

Mr. R.A. Wi\I.KER 
Mr. R. STEEIE 
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llr. A. OffiffiLDK 
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lirs. v/AÎÎG Zhiyun 
Mr. LUI Chen 

I-lr. L. SObi VILA 
l'Irs. V. BOROWDOSKY 1АСКШЛСН 
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Czechoslovakia; 

Egypt ; 

Ethiopia; 

France ; 

German Democratic Republic; 

Germany, Federal Republic of; 

Hungary! 

India; 

Indonesia; 

I-îr. II. EU2EK: 
Иг. P. LUKES 
l i r . Л. CWA 
I'Ir. L. STAVÜÍOmi 

I'Ir. E . Á . EL REEDY 
1--Ir. I.A. H J I S S M 

Mr. МЛТ. FAE-IMY 
Miss ¥. BASSBI 

I4r. TERREFE 
Mr. F. YOHAIWES 

Mr. P. de l a GORGE 
Mr. J. de BEAUSSE 
Mr. M, COUTHURES 

Mr. G. HERDER 
î'ir. H. THIELICKS 
ílr. M. SCHNEIDER 
Mr. H. K^mPUSS 
Mr. P. втаташ 

Ibc. G. PFEIFFER 
Mr. F. 1аШ0Ы]Н 
Mr. H. MÎJLLER 
lir. W. ROHE 

Mr. I. KOMIVES 
Mr. G. GYORFFY 
Mr. A. LiiKATOS 

Mr. A.P. VEinaTESV/ARAli 
Mr. S. S/JL/JI 

iîr. S. L/iRUSM/iN 
Mr. M. З Ю Ж 

Iran; I4r. M. DABIRI 
I4r. D. ЖЕЕ1 
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I t a l y ; Nr. E. SPEE/J -TZA 

Mr. V. CORDERO D I MOÎWEZEMOLO 

îlr. Л . G I /LR R A P I C O 

Mr. В. CiiBRilS 
Mr. и. D E MOHR 

l ' Ir . E . D I G I O V A N N I 

Japan ; Mr. Y. 0KIÚ4A 
lîr. R. I3HII 

Kenya; Mr. S. SHITEMI 
I4r. G.N. MUNIU 

Mexico ; l'tr. A. G/JÎCIA ROBIES 
bîr. A. CACERES 

Mongolia; Mr. D. ERDEMBILEG 
l i r . L. BAYART 
Mr. S.-O. BOLD 

Morocco : № . A . S K J I L L I 

Mr. M. CHRjlIBI 

Netherlands; № . R . H . FETE 

M r . H . WAGEîTM/ilŒRS 

Nigeria: № . 0 . ADSiaJI 
'№. V/.O. iliOIiSiUIYA 
№ . T. AGUTYI-IRONSI 

Palcistan : '№. M. /IHI4ED 
№ . M. /JCRAI'I 
№ . T. iilT/iP 

Peru : № . F. V/J.DIVIESO 
Mr. A. DE SOTO 
Mr. J. AirniCH MOÎJTERO 
№ . A. THORNBERRY 
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Poland; 

Romania; 

S r i Lanka; 

Sweden ; 

Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t 
Republic'sl 

United Kingdom; 

United States of America; 

Venezuela; 

Mr, B. SUJK'i 
Mr. B. RUSSIN 
Mr. S. КОиЖ 
M-r. T. STROMAS 

Mr. L. m i T Z A 
Mr. 0 . lOîlESCU 
lie. L. TV/iDER 
Mr. T. ÎÎEIESCMU 

I4r. H.K.G.S. P̂ ilHAKIU'JÎA 

Mrs. I. THORSSON 
I4r. C. LmG/iRD 
Mr. L. NORBERG 
Mr. U. ERICSSON 

FIr. Б.Р. PROKOFIEV 
Mr. V.A. PERPILIEV 
Mr. L.S. MOSMOV 
Mr. V.A, SEMIONOV 
Mr. A,G. DOULY/ilNf 

Mr. ï.V. КООУЖКО 

№ . V.V. LOSHCHINm 

№ . D.M. SUI^EERHAYES 
Mr. N.H. MRSHALL 
№ . Б. NOBLE 
№ . E. YEO 
№ s . J.I. LnTK 

Mr. c e . PLOWEBREE 
Ms. К. CRITTENBERGER 
№ . J.A. MISKEL 
№ . H. WILSON 

Mrs„ R, ÎIUJICA DE АО/ЖЗ 
№ . O.A. AGUILilR 
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Yugoslavia: 

Zaïre ; 

Secretary of the Committee and 
Personal Representative of 
the Secretary-General; 

Assistant Secretary-General 
Centre f o r Disarmament: 

Mr. M. VRHIEffiC 
Mr. BRimKovic 

Mr. BAGBEFI ADEITO liZENGEYA 
ïlr. F'KONGO DONTONI Ш . Ш Л 
Mr. LONGO В. lïDLQA 
Mr. OSIL GNOK 

Mr. R. JAIP/iL 

Mr. J. M/iRTENSON 

Deputy Secreta-iy of the 
Committee on Disarmament ; Mr. V. BERAS/llEGUI 
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Tlie СЫАШ'йШ (translated from French); Thehonotir of presiding over the 
inauguration of our;work this ¿/-ear fa-lls to the representative of France. 

I therefore declare open the t h i r d secsion of the Committee on Disarma,ment 
and i t s one hundred and f i r s t plenary meeting.' 

I am sure I can speak for a l l of us i n expressing our sat i s f a c t i o n at taking 
up again toda-y the task that has been entrusted, to us i n the service of disarmament 
1 should l i k e to say to my colleagues how happy I am personally to oe with them 
again and to be э-ble to continuo with them a co-operation which .has always been 
courteous and friendly. 

NeedleGfi to say, I am at the disposal o f a l l delegations to do whatever may 
help forward the ac с om.pl i slime nt of the Committee's mission. I s h a l l need your 
assistance i n the carrj^ing out of my tasks â ; Chairman, and I should l i k e to thank 
you i n advance for i t . 

On behalf of the Commdttoe I wish to thank our distinguished colleague from 
Ethiopia, Ambassador Tadesse Terrefe, who conducted our work with great competence 
and authority during the month of August l a s t and viho has continued to discharge th 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s of Chairman up to today. 

I should l i k e to welcome among us today Mrs. Thorsson, Under-Secretary of Sta-t 
of the Ministry of Foreign A f f a i r s of Sweden, and Mr. Срегэ-nsa, Under-Secretary of 
State of the Ministry of Foreign A f f a i r s of I t a l y . Me are grateful to them for 
their participation in our opening meeting and fo r the interest t h e i r Governments 
have thus shown i n our worlc, Mrs. Thorsson i s , of course, as head of the Swedish 
delegation i n the Committee, a member of our "family". 

• I should also l i k e to welcom.e our new colleagues, Ambassador E l Pieedy, the 
representative of Egypt, Ambassador Ahmad, the representative of Pakistan, 
Ambassador Malita, the representative of Romania and Ambassador Nzengeya, the 
representative of Zaire. 

l/e a-re also happy to see here at the opening of our session Mr. Ilartenson, 
Director of the United Nations Centre for Disarmament. 

Lastly, i t i s a pleasure to have among us here Mr. Bota- and i l r . Huntzingei", 
Director and Assistant Director, respectively,' of the United Ilations Institute for 
Disarmament Research, the establishment of which was recently welcomed by the 
General Assembly. 

I should- lilce uov to make a few remarks about oui- work for this year. 

The ComiHittee ' s l a s t session, i n 1900, took place against the backgroimd of 
a d i f f i c u l t 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 disarmajnent were thereby a-f fee ted, f o r they cannot be dissociated 
from the p o l i t i c a l situation in general. 

http://om.pl


CD/PV.101 
8 

(The Chai mían) 

líe nevertheless a l l recognized that the very r i s k s inherent i n that, situation 
should prompt us to .seek ways of restoring confidence and security, a,nd consequently 
to piursue, wherever possible, the goal of disarmament. 

The Committee thus, a l b e i t t a r d i l y , began l a s t year to taxkle i t s basic tasks. 
Certain r e s u l t s , mod-est, but net n e g l i g i b l e , were achieved by the ^rorking groups 
we set up. 

The p o l i t i c a l climate i n which we are opening our t h i r d scscion i s scarcely 
dif f e r e n t from the one prevailing .at•the same time l a s t year. There are even new • 
causes for concern, nevertheless, as i n 1980, we should not .allow the d i f f i c u l t i e s 
of the present situation to deter us from making eff o r t s to achieve disarmament. 

The success of these e f f o r t s v r i l l , of course, depend to a very large extent 
on a return to better conditions i n international re l a t i o n s . 

The task before us this year i s of p a r t i c u l a r importance f o r the disarmament 
e f f o r t imder the aegis of the United. Hâtions. Vfliat we must do, in-fact,, i s , by 
making r e a l progress, to help maintain the impetus given by the General.Assembly 
at i t s f i r s t special session devoted to d.isarmament, and i n that v;ay to create ithe 
conditions f o r the success of i t s second special session. That success w i l l depend . 
for the most part on the results achieved by the Committee on Disarmament, which 
i s the negotiating body and consequently the keystone of the system established, i n 197S» 

The outcome of a l l t h is f o r us-is clear, i t seems to me. V/e should devote 
ourselves to our r e a l task v/ithout .delay and to that end fashion the necessary-
viorking tools as quickly as possible. The s p i r i t of co-operation that should guide, 
a l l of us and the experience we have, already acquired should help us this year. 
to achieve better r e s u l t s . We s h a l l then be able to make the contribution which 
the community of nations expects from us i n -the search f o r progress tov/ards a world 
system of, security more acceptable to a l l . 

Ambassador J a i p a l , personal representative of the Secretarj'--GGneral and Secretary 
of the Committee, w i l l now read out the message cent to us by the Goсrotary-General. 
I give him the f l o o r . 

Plr. JAIPAL (Secretary of the Committee and Personal Representative of the 
Secretary-General): The follováng i s the message from the Secretary-General to the 
Committee on Disarmament a.t the opening of its- 1931 session: 

"The Committee on Disarmament i s resuming i t s мотк o,t a time of strain 
and uncertainty i n international r e l a t i o n s . In my message to the Committee 
l a s t year, I noted disturbing trends i n the international situation' and 
expressed the hope that they would not affect ongoing negotiations on arms 
l i m i t a t i o n and disarmament. I am glad that- despite these trends, the 
Committee v/as able to make some progress, through i t s subsid.iary bodies on 
important substantive questions on i t s agenda. 
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"But i t also has to be acknovrledged that the goal of disarmament remains 
as elusive as ever. ITnile discussions and negotiations continue in various 
f o r a , armament expenditures r.rc- increasing at an alarming rate and have novr 
risen to 500 b i l l i o n d-ollars per year. Never before has so much money been 
spent oh railita^rj/- piirsuits.» . 

"The tense situa.tion that prevails in the world i s reflected i n and indeed,' 
contributes • to the accelerating s p i r a l of m i l i t a r y erpenditLire. Maat need 
now are co-operative endeavours by a l l nations, and i n particula,r the major 
m i l i t a r y powers, to enter into serio-as negotiations based upon concrete 
proposals i n order to reach genuine disarma-ment agreements. 

• "In recent months, the deliberative process r e l a t i n g to disarmament has 
been strengthened by two events; the decision to convene a second specie,l 
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament•and the declaration 
of the 1980s as the Second Disarmament Decade. I t i s my sincere hope that 
the detailed pi-ogramme for this decade, v/hich contains goals, principles and' 
a c t i v i t i e s , w i l l be speedily implemented. 

"Important as these steps are i n the deliberative sphere, they cannot 
but highlight the expectation for results in the negotiating process. 
P a r a l l e l progress at the deliberative a,nd negotiating levels ÍB essential to 
avoid a gap which would otheri/ise adversely affect the functioning of the 
machinery established at the f i r s t special session. 

"There i s one specific area, namely, nuclear issues, vmich deserves 
p r i o r i t y attention, as has been underlined by the a^doption of many 
resolutions on this subject by the t h i r t y - f i f t h session of the General Assembly. 
Two measures, already recognized as essential i n the Pin a l Document of the f i r s t 
special session, are of pa-ramount importa-nce: a nuclear test ban and'nuclear 
disarmament. Viith a.ll the nuclear powers represented i n the Committee on 
Disarmament, the vrorld now looks to this for™ to chart the course towards 
substantive negotiations on these complex issues. 

" I t has often been stressed that i n a nuclear x/ar thei-e can be no winnei-s, 
but only losers. -As wo now enter the Second Disarmament Decade, there i s r e a l 
need to prove that we are seriously addressing ourselves to the most pressing 
problems on the disarmament agenda, v.niile the long history of disarmament 
negotiations has been uneven and s p o r a d i c t h e arms race has been rapid and 
-incessant. Rather than being discouraged by this development, i t should compel 
us to break the vicious c i r c l e of increasing tension and i n t e n s i f i c a t i o n of 
the nuclear arms race. 

"I extend to the Committee my best wishes- for a successful 1931 session." 
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The СШ.1-ШШ (translated, from 'French) i ' I thank Amhassad.or J a i p a l for the text 
he has just read., out to us and. I should, be grateful i f he vjould. kind.ly convey to the 
Secretary-General our warm gratitude f o r the important message he kind.ly ad.dressed. 
to the Committee. . • • 

Plr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (translated, from Spanish); My delegation consid.ers 
i t fortunate both f o r the Committee on Eisarmament and for a l l i t s members 
that through the rotation of the o f f i c e i n accordance with the rules of proced.ure, 
i t f e l l to France to assume the Chairmanship of the Committee d.uring t h i s month of 
February that has just begun. 

This means that, d.uring the i n i t i a , l phase of our so-called, "spring session", 
which i s always a most d i f f i c u l t and. complex one, we have someone l i k e yourself to 
guid.e our work '— a person who can r i g h t l y prid'.e himself on-being one of the pioneers 
who have contributed, most to the tasks already accomplished, by the Committee, such 
as the drafting of i t s rules of proced.ure-, the formulation of the so-called, "decalogue" 
and. of the agend.as of the l a s t two years,-smd the establishment, i n March I 9 Q O 5 of 
four ad. hoc v;orking groups. 

¥e must also say that i n you, J\mbassad.or d.e l a Gorce, we find, not only the 
professional competence and. experience you have already so often d.emonstrated, but 
also many other q u a l i t i e s that are r a r e l y found, together i n the same person, such as 
i n t e l l i g e n c e ^ sense of humour, rec e p t i v i t y toward.s the views of others,' modesty and 
a f f a b i l i t y i 

Since a l l these q u a l i t i e s , l i k e the two which I f i r s t mentioned, are invaluable 
fo r the work of d i r e c t i n g and. guiding the d.iscussions of a negotiating body l i k e 
t h i s one, i t w i l l be readily und.erstood why wo consider ourselves fortunate i n seeing 
you i n the post which from tod.ay onwards you v i i l l occupy d.uring the entire f i r s t 
month of the third, session of the Committee on Disarmament, arid why i t i s a source 
of p a r t i c u l a r pleasure to us to offer you unreserved.ly the co-operation of the ' 
d.elegation of Mexico-in the discharge of your importaxit functions. 

Before conclud.ing t h i s brief'introd.uction I should, l i k e to express my 
d.elegation' s gratitud.e and. congratula,tions to the distinguished, representative of 
Ethiopia, Ambassad.or Terrefe, for M s a-ble and at the same time discreet exercise 
of the Chairmanship of the Committee d.uring his period, of o f f i c e . 

Lastly, Mr. Chairman, my delegation wishes to echo the words of welcome you 
ad.dressed. both to -the distinguished, ropresentajtives who ha.ve just joined, the Committee 
and. to the eminent members of the United. Nations Secretariat who axe with us tod.ay. 

Mr. Chairman, the year x^hich i s now beginning i s the f i r s t since the unanimous 
approval by the General Assembly, i n December l a s t , of the resolution d.eclaring the 
I9QOS 'as' the Second. Disarmament Decad.e. I t i s also the third, year of work of the 
Committee on Disarmament since t h i s "single m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament nogotiatii-ig forum" 
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was constituted at the special session,of the General Assembly i n 1978• Both fact s , 
i t seems to us, should., act as a powerful incentive to us to ensure that our 
d.eliberations i n 1981 d.o not resemble those of the two previous yeexs, d.uring which — 
we have to admit — the progress achieved, with regaxd. to the substantive aspects of 
the items -on o.ur. agend.a has been i n s i g n i f i c c j i t . 

V/e also believe tha,t i t would, be d.esirable to keep well i n mind, the conclusions 
to be drawn from the following tlireo events which have occurred d.uring the period, 
since last year's session was' concluded on 9 August 1980 and. wliich may usefully be 
recalled, here !. 

• 1. The Second. Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-
P r o l i f c r a t i o n of Nuclear V/ca.pons, wliich was hold, i n t h i s very c i t y of Geneva from 
11 August to 7 September 1980. As my d.o legation pointed, out at the closing meeting, 
the f a i l u r e of that Conforonce held clear.lessons which should, be pond.ered. by, the 
nuclear Pov;ers i f they arc concerned, with the fate of the Trea.ty and. v/ish to .help 
strengthen i t and. enable i t one day to secure universal ad.herence. Among those 
lessons the very f i r s t i s the obvious need, to a.d.opt concrete and. effective measures 
to bring about without delay the "cessation of the nuclear arms race at an early 
d.ate", as stated, i n a r t i c l e VI of the Treaty. The States members of the Group of 77 
which took part i n the Review Conference pointed, this out i n an ir r e f u t a b l e manner, 
d.eclaring i n the working paper they submitted, on 26 August 1 9 8 O : 

"Instead, of cessation there has been an i n t e n s i f i c a t i o n of the nuclear 
arms race. Thus betг̂ êen 1970 and. I 9 8 O the t o t a l of nuclear warhead.s i n the 
strategic arsenals of the United. .States and. the Soviet Union has almost t r i p l e d , 
jumping from 5,800 to 16,000. likewise, world, m i l i t a r y expenditiure during the 
same period, has increased, from 180 thousand, m i l l i o n d.ollars to 5 O O thousand, 
jüillion d o l l a r s . New teclaño logical'developments have occurred i n the B i i l i t a r y 
field.. New generations of nuclear weapons have .boon d.eyeloped. and. d.eployed. at 
a faster rate. .Increasing d.eployment of new nuclear weapons i n the t e r r i t o r i e s 
of non-nuclear weapon States and i n the oceans has taken place. 

"An alaxming trend has also d.oveloped. l a t e l y favouring a so-called, 'new 
strategy' for the use of nuclear weapons, based, on the theory of a l i m i t e d 
nuclear war which could, be won by one of the parties i n c o n f l i c t . Such a 
theory i s doubtless i l l u s o r y , but i t d.oes involve the very r e a l danger of making 
'thinlcable.' and. bringing closer the hypothesis of a nuclear world, war, which 
accord.ing to the General Assembly may well mean the end. of the human species." 

2. The publication, i n October 1980, of a report by the ixmed Services 
Committee of the United. States Senate wliich provid.ed. the .most conclusive proof of 
how r e l a t i v e and. uncertain i s man's control over nuclear weapons and the^ carriers of 
these t e r r i b l e instruments of m.as3 d.estruction. This report i n fact, with the 
unimpeachable authority lent i t by i t s source, states that i n a period, of 18 months 
the North American A i r Defense Command, record.ed. 147 nuclear false alarms which were 
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s u f f i c i e n t l y serious to require an evaluation as to- -whether or not they represented -
a potential attack, i n addition to four other alarms which had been much more serious 
and had. resulted i n ord.ers being given to B-52 bomber crews and. intercontinental 
b a l l i s t i c missile units to be ready to go into action. 

3. The ad.option by the United Nations General Assembly, at its-thixty^fif-thrsession , 
of no-fevrer than 42 resolutions r e l a t i n g toldiaarmament questions. I t 
vjould. be inappropriate to attempt to analyse tod.ay the content of so many resolutions. 
We should, r i s k being unable to see the wood, for the trees. I s h a l l therefore confine 
myself to a rapid review of some of them, beginning with the s i x which I s h a l l 
envunerate, whose provisions, although intend.od, with one exception, for implementation 
outsid.e the framework of tho Committee on Disarmajnent could, perhaps servo, as it.were, 
as a backdrop and. i n some respects as an i n s p i r a t i o n f o r the d.eliberations of t h i s 
negotiating body. 

Tho most important of these resolutions i s , without d.oubt, resolution 35/l56 К 
on the SAIJT negotiations which was ad.opted. by consensus and, whoso significance i t 
would, I thinl-c, be d i f f i c u l t to exaggerate. In t h i s resolution the General Assembly 
re c a l l e d or reaffirmed previous resolutions on tho subject; urged the two signatory 
States of the SALT I I Treaty not to d.elay any further the implementation of the . 
procedur.e .provid.ed. f o r i n a r t i c l e XIX of the Treaty for i t s entry into force, taking-
p a r t i c u l a r l y into account tliat "not only t h e i r national interests but also the v i t a l 
i n t e r e s t s of a l l the peoples are at stake i n t h i s question"; expressed i t s confid.ence 
that, pending the entry into force of the Treaty, the signatory States, i n conformity 
with the provisions of the Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties, " w i l l r e f r a i n 
from any act which would, defeat the object and. purpose of the Treaty" ;• reiterated, 
i t s s a t i s f a c t i o n at the agreement reached i n the join-t statement of pri n c i p l e s and 
basic guid.elines, signed.the same d.ay a,s tho Treaty, 18 June 1979? 'to the,effect that 
both parties would: continue " i n accord.ance with the p r i n c i p l e of equality and. equal 
security", to pursue negotiations on measures for the further l i m i t a t i o n and. . 
reduction in the number of strategic arms, as we l l as f o r t h e i r further q u a l i t a t i v e 
l i m i t a t i o n ; invited, tho Governments of tho United States of Amorica and. the 
Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics to "keep the General Asseubly appropriately 
informed, of the results of t h e i r negotiations, i n conformity with the provisions of 
paragraphs 2J and 114 of the F i n a l Document" of the f i r s t special session d.evoted-to 
disarmament, and d..ecid.ed to include i n tho provisional agend.a of i t s ' t h i r t y - s i x t h session 
the item e n t i t l e d "Strategic arras l i m i t a t i o n t a l k s " . 

In second place I wish to mention resolution 35А43? which was adopted by 130 votes 
to none, both because the Government of Mexico has the priv i l e g e of acting as 
d.epositary of the Treaty of Tlatelolco, Ad.ditional Protocol I of which forms tho 
subject of the resolution, and also because of the importance the Committee on 
Disarmament has always attached, to overytliing r e l a t i n g to the only nuclear-free zone 
ex i s t i n g which r*over.s d.ensely populated, t e r r i t o r i e s , as i s the case with'the 
Latin /unerican zone. In t h i s resolution, the General Assembly, a f t e r r e c a l l i n g with 
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sa t i s f a c t i o n that the United. Kingd.om and. the Kingd.om of the Uetherland.s had become 
parties to Ad.ditional Protocol I i n I969 and. 1971 respectively, expressed, regret 
that the signature of the Protocol by the United. States and. by Prance, which the 
General Assembly had. d.uly noted, with sat i s f a c t i o n and. which had talcen place on 
26 May 1977 and. 2 March 1979 respectively, liad. "not yet been followed, by the 
corresponding r a t i f i c a t i o n s , notwithstand.ing the time already elapsed, and, the 
i n v i t a t i o n s that the üssembly has ad,d.ressed. to-them", i n v i t a t i o n s which were reiterated, 
"with special urgency" i n the resolution from which I am quoting, whose 
implementation i n practice by those for whom i t г-jas intonc.ed. i s to- be examined, by 
the General Assemblj^ at i t s next session. 

Another resolution on a similar theme i s resolution 35/147J on the establishment 
of a nuclear-weapon-froe zone i n the region of the Î4id.d.le East, the ad.option of 
which offered, the encouraging novelty that, for the f i r s t time i n the succession of 
years during wliich the subject has been und.er consid.eration, i t took place by 
consensus. The content of the resolution i s almost id.entical with that of the 
resolutions ad.opted. at the thirty--tMrd, and. thàrty-fourth sessions; and. i n i t the 
General ;.Assembly, i n t e r a l i a , urged, a l l parties d i r e c t l y concerned, "seriously to 
consid.er taking the p r a c t i c a l and. urgent steps required, for the implementation of 
the proposal to establish" the zone i n question, and. reaffirmed, again i t s 
rocoramend.3.tion to the nuclear-weapon States "to r e f r a i n from any action contrary to 
the s p i r i t and. purpose" of the resolution. 

Und.oubted.ly, resolution 35/47 also deserves to appear on t h i s short l i s t ; 
i n i t the General Assembly unanimously decidod to establish a preparatory committee 
for i t s . second.- special session d.evoted. to disarmament wliich, i n accord.ance with wliat 
was d.ecid.ed i n December 1978» w i l l be held, i n the spring of 1982; d.efinod the 
functions of the Committee and. took the opportunity to reaffirm the " v a l i d i t y of 
the P i n a l Document" of i t s f i r s t special session d.evoted. to disarmament and. i t s 
"conviction that disarmament remains one of the essential objectives of the 
United. Nations"; expressed, i t s concern over "the continuation of the arms race, 
which aggravates international peace and. security and. also diverts vast resources 
urgently need.ed for economic and s o c i a l d.evelopraent", and. reiterated i t s "conviction-
that peace ran be secured, through the implementation of disarmament measures, 
p a r t i c u l a r l y of nuclear d.isa.rmament, conducive to the r e a l i z a t i o n of the f i n a l 
objective., namely, general and. complote disarnament und.er effective intornational 
control". 

Resolution 35/152 I, whJLch was adopted by 152 votos to none, i s another which 
i n spite of i t s apparent nod.esty, has more than s u f f i c i e n t merits to quality for 
inclusion i n t h i s l i s t , however s t r i c t the c r i t e r i o n of selection applied.. The 
object of t h i s resolution i s i n fact to contribute to the implementation of tha,t very 
important task which was d.escribed i n the P i n a l Document as the mobilization of , 
world public opinion on behalf of disarmament. To that end. the (General Assembly 
requested, the Secretary-General of the United. Nations, with the assistance of a small 
group of experts, to carry out a stud.y on the "organization and. financing of a world. 
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disarmament campaign und.er the- auspices of the United. Nations", a, study vhich i s to 
be examined by the General Assembly at i t s t h i r t y - s i x t h session. 

Lastly, resolution - 35/156 F v/hiich the Assembly adopted, by 126 votes to non--:>, 
also incontrovertibly merits inclusion among those f a l l i n g within the category I' 
mentioned, e a r l i e r . I t may be recalled, that t h i s resolution refers'to the. report 
of the Secretary-General, prepared and unanimously approved, by a group of 12 ex:perts, 
a l l of d i f f e r i n g n a t i o n a l i t i e s , which contains à "comprehensive study on nuclear 
weapons". In the resolution, the C-eneral Assembly d.eclarod that, tho report was 
"a higlily s i g n i f i c a n t statement on present nuclear arsenals, the trends i n t h e i r 
technological d.evelopmont and the effects of t h e i r u s e , as well as on the various 
doctrines of d.etorrence and. the sec\irity .implications of the continued quantitative 
and qua l i t a t i v e d.evelopment of nuclear-weapon systems". 

Although the requests a.nd. recommendations of tho General Assembly i n t h i s 
resolution are aimed, p r i n c i p a l l y at ensuring the wid.est possible dissemination of 
the report i n as many languages as possible, for which purpose i t seeks the ' 
co-operation of the Secretary-General, a l l govermients^ the .specialized, agencies 
and. national and. international non-governmental organizations, nevertheless there i s 
one paragraph i n i t v/Iiich i s s p e c i f i c a l l y addressed to the Committee on Disarmament 
i n which.it is'.recommend.ed. to "talce the report and i t s conclusions into account i n ' 
i t s e fforts towards general and. complete disarmament under effective international 
control, i n p a r t i c u l a r i n the f i e l d , of nuclear disarmament". 

The paragraph I have just quoted, and. to which I referred, e a r l i e r , i s the only 
one i n the s i x resolutions that I have very b r i e f l y reviewed, i n which there i s a 
reference to the Committee on Disarmament, since, as I also noted e a r l i e r , these 
resolutions were intend.ed. for impleinentation outsid.e the framework of the Committee'.' 

I f wo now turn to consid.er tho resolutions wMch — i n the word.s used each year 
by the Secretary-General — "entrust s p e c i f i c r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s to the Conmiittee on 
Disarmament", i t seems to me d.esirable to divid.e then into two categories, the f i r s t 
consisting of those which refer to the four items on the Conr'iittee's agGnd.a-which ' 
were d.ealt with i n I 9 8 O by t h e fo^ar ad. hoc world.ng gToups, and the second.--consisting 
of those r e f e r r i n g to the two other items on the Committee's agend.a i n respect of ' 
which repeated, e f f o r t s to set up two further working groups proved, f r u i t l e s s . 

With regard, to tho resolutions i n the f i r s t category, which includ.e both the 
resolution on the Second. Disarmament Decad.o, which refers to a l l the items mentioned., 
and. a number of s p e c i f i c resolutions, i t i s s u f f i c i e n t , I t l i i n l i , to say that not 
only i s there nothing i n any of them wMch might b'o. interpreted, as being incompatible 
with tho conclusions contained, i n the reports of the four ad. hoc working groups, 
a l l of which were approved, by the Committee i n accord.ancG v i i t h the consensus r u l e , 
but, rather on the contrary, they contain provisions whose effect cannot be' other , 
than to reinforce those conclusions. 

http://which.it
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. There i s 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 i s set out i n the reports 

• of the working groups, which form an i n t e g r a l part of the Committee's report 
for 1 9 8 0 ; . • 

1. As regards the•Ad Hoc Working Group cn the Comprehensive Programme of 
DLsaxmamient, which was given not an annual mandate but one which covers also at 
least the year 1 9 S 1 , i t i s "essential", as i s stated i n i t s report for 1 9 8 0 , that 
i t should be enabled "to resume i t s work immediately" upon the commencement of the 
present session, which we are inaugurating today.,. 

2 . With regard to the two ad hoc working groups \ihich were concerned with 
chemical and r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons respectively, both vrare established by the 
Committee "for the duration of i t s 1 9 8 0 session". Waat must be done id-thout delay, 
therefore, i n accordance with the conclusions whjLch vexe approved by consensus, i s 
to establish i n 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 subject usually 
referred to as "negative guaranteed', which, l i k e the two wor!d.ng groups I have just 
mentioned, was established by the Committee "for the duration of i t s 1 9 8 0 session", 
i t may be said that although the Group's f i n a l recommendations do not include any 
wliich would expressly require the establishmient of a new worlcing group i n 1981, i t 
would seem that the recomm.endation i t m.ade to the Committee "to continue to negotiate 
at the beginning of i t s 1981 session with a view to rea^ching agreement on effective 
international arrangements" i n that connection, should be interpreted as meaning 
that the Group was i n favour of such a. l i n e of auction, vihich i s , moreover, i n 
harmony with the tenor of the two resolutions recently adopted on the subject by 
the General Assembly — resolutions 35/154 and 35/155 — which e:q3licitly mention 
the report of the Viorking Group,. I f t h i s interpretation i s accepted as v a l i d , the 
Committee should proceed i n t h i s case i n the same way as with the two groups I 
mentioned e a r l i e r . 

The sitxiation i s different i n the case of the second ca,teg3ry - of resolutions 
to which I referred a moment ago, namely, those that deal with the cessation of 
a l l nuclear weapons testing and those that deal with nucleax disarmament i n general, 
sinoe'-it has not so far been possible to set up ad hoc working groups for those 
subjects. Consequently, and i n order to deal with two q^iestions to which the 
General Assembly has accorded as a matter of p r i n c i p l e the highest p r i o r i t y , I s h a l l 
examine at greater length the relevant resolutions of the t h i r t y - f i f t h session, 
including also a b r i e f survey of the main background of these matters i n the 
Committee.on Disarmament. 

In December l a s t the General Assembly adopted two resolutions on the f i r s t 
fif the two subjects which I have just mentioned, that of the cessation of a l l test 
explosions of nuclear weapons. Whatever may be the differences on some points 
between these two resolutions — 35/145 A and 35/145 Б — they e n t i r e l y coincide 
as regards the need for the Committee on Disarmament to proceed to the immediate 
establisiiment of an ad hoc working group which should begin without delay, as a 
question of the highest p r i o r i t y , the m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiation of a treaty to 
acliievo t h i s objective. 
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Tlie f i r s t resolution, after reaffirming the Assembly's conviction that such 
a treaty " i s a m.atter of the liighest p r i o r i t y and constitutes a v i t a l element for 
the success of efforts to prevent both v e r t i c a l and horizontal p r o l i f e r a t i o n of 
nuclear weapons and a contribution to nuclear disarmament", i n i t s paragraph 4 
uxges " a l l States members of the Coimnittee on Disarmament" to "support the creation 
by the Committee, upon i n i t i a t i o n qf i t s session to be held i n 1 9 8 1 , of an_ 
ad hoc world.ng group which should begin the m u l t i l a t e r a l -negotiation of a treaty for 
the p r o l i i b i t i o n of a l l nuclear-weapon tests". 

The second resolution, i n i t s paragraph 5» requests "the Committee on 
DLsarraament to take the necessary steps, including the establishment of a, 
•vrorking group, to i n i t i a t e substantive negotiations on a comprehensive test ban 
treaty as_a matter of the highest p r i o r i t y at the begimiing of i t s session to be 
hold i n 1 9 8 1 " . 

The United Nations General Assembly thus supported i n an unmistalcable manner 
the proposal which, as early as Pebruarj^ 1980, v/as submitted formallj'' by the 
Group of 2 1 of the Committee on Disarmament i n i t s working docment CD/64, and 
which i t subsequently reiterated and amplified i n working documents CD/72 of 
4 Iferch I98O and C D / 1 3 4 . o f 6 August I98O, i n the second of which there appears the 
following paragraph which i s b a s i c a l l y i d e n t i c a l with the decisions of the 
General Assembly that I have just quoted; 

"The Group of 2 1 expresses the hope that a working group on the 
complete cessation of nuclear weapon testing i n a l l environments w i l l be 
set up without any further delay and undertalce substantive negotiations 
a.t the beginning of the Committee's I 9 8 I spring session". 

Bearing i n mind what I hai^e just recalled, together with the fact that, as 
they reit e r a t e d expressly i n working paper. CD/135 of 7 August I960, the group of 
s o c i a l i s t States "supported the proposal of the Group of 2 1 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-'ireapon tests", as veil as the fact 
that more than one__ of the States i n tho groiip kno-vm as the Western group and other 
States have also i n the pa.st expressed the i r sympa»thy for such a move, i t would 
appear that there are good reasons for being confident tha,t f i n a l l y , during t h i s 
f i r s t phase of the I98I session, the Committee on DisarmaTiient \-a-ll decide to lend 
an ear to what can t r u l y be described as a universal cry of impatience. 

To give you a general idea of the many reasons vihich maleo th i s step so 
necessary, and i n order that you may well -anderstand how long ago such a decision 
should have been taken, I sh a l l simply r e c a l l here the main provisions of the 
preamble to resolution 3 5 / 1 4 5 A? the draft of wliich I myself had the honour of 
presenting to the F i r s t Committee of the General Assembly on behalf of i t s 
GO-sponsors, the delegations of Kenya, Palcistan,. S r i Lanlca, Sweden, Venezruela, 
Yugoslavia and Mexico, 

In that resolution, the General Assembly began by emphasizing three things; 
that the complete cessation of nuclear-weapon tests i s a question that has been 
under consideration for more than a quarter of a century and over 4 0 resolutions 
have been adopted on the subject; that the cessation of tests i s a basic objective 
of the United Nations i n the sphere of disarmament, the a,ttâinment of which i t 
has repeatedly requested should be given the highest p r i o r i t y , and that on 
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seven different occasions the General ÁssoEhly has condemned such tests i n the 
strongest terms,' having•since 1974 stated i t s conviction that "the continuance'of 
nuclear-weapon. testing w i l l i n t e n s i f y the arms race, thus increasing'the danger 
of nuclear war". 

I t then reiterated the categoric assertion made i n several pi-evious 
resolutions tha,t "whatever may be the differences on the question of v e r i f i c a t i o n , 
tliere i s no' v a l i d reason for delaying the conclusion of an agreement on a 
comprehensive test-ban". 

I t then recalled that since 1972 t h e Secrota,ry-G<2neral of the United Nations 
has declared that " a i l the teclmical and s c i e n t i f i c aspects of the problem have 
been so f u l l y explored that only a p o l i t i c a l decision i s now necessai,ry i n order 
to achieve fina.l agreement"; that "when the existing means of v e r i f i c a t i o n are 
taken into account, i t i s d i f f i c u l t to understand further delay i n achiieving 
agreement on an undergTound test ban", and that "the potential r i s k s of contin-oing 
underground nuclear-weapon tests would far outweigh any possible r i s k s from ending 
such tests".. 

Lest anyone should thinlc that the Secretary-General might have changed his 
mind i n the time that had elapsed since he first•expressed those views, the 
General Assembly took good care to r e c a l l also tha^t the Secretary-General himself, 
i n his foreword to the United Nations'report on a comprehensive nuclear test ban 
(which was distributed to the Committee on Disa,rmai^ent i n document CD/86 on 
24 March 198O) had reiterated m t h special emphasis the opinion he expressed 
nine years ago and, after s p e c i f i c a l l y r e f e r r i n g to i t , had added, "I s t i l l hold 
that b e l i e f . The problem can and should be solved now". 

Polio-wing up the reference to that report, 'the General Assembly pointed out 
that i t had been prepared i n compliance vath an express decision by i t s e l f and 
that the experts who had drafted i t had emphasized that "non-nuclear-weapon States 
i n general have come to 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 v e r i f i c a t i o n of compliance no longer seems to be an obstacle to 
reaching agreement". 

The l a s t paragraph of the preamble of resolution 35/145 A, which I have been 
quoting, draws part i c u l a r attention to a fact that there i s a -tendency at tines to 
forget, the fact.that the three nuclear-weapon Sta.tes which act as depositaries 
of the Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests i n the Atmosphere, i n Outer Space 
and Under Water, undertook i n that Treaty, a l m o s t 20 years ago, to seek.the 
achievement of "the discontinuance of a l l test explosions of nuclear weapons for 
a l l time" and that such an imdertaking was e x p l i c i t l y reiterated i n I968 i n the 
Treaty on the Non-Proliforation of Nuclear Weapons. 

These, b r i e f l y , are some of, the main reasons wh;̂'' i t i s imperative that an 
ad hoc viorking group of the Conmiittee on Disarnament slio'uld be set up at once to 
begin the m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiation of a treaty for the prohibition of a l l nuclear-
weapon tests. 
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The arguments i n favour of setting up another ad hoc working group to deal 
with the subject which i n the Cormrdttee's agendas for-1979 .and 1980 was e n t i t l e d 
"cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disaimamont" are equally clear 
and convincing. 

Suffice i t to r e c a l l i n t h i s connection that the f i r s t of a l l , the resolutions 
adopted by the General ilssembly, resolution 1 ( l ) , which was adopted unanimously 
on 24 January 1946 by the 51 Mem.bers making up the General Assembly at that time, 
concerned the establishment of a commission one of whose p r i n c i p a l tasks i t should 
be to maJce s p e c i f i c proposals "for the elimination from, national armaments of . 
atomic weapons", and that 32 yea.rs l a t e r , at i t s f i r s t special session devoted to 
disarmament, that same General Assembly, after solemnly declaring that "effective 
measures of nuclear disarmament and the prevention'of nuclear war h3,ve the'highest 
p r i o r i t y " , made t h i s unequivocal sta'tement's 

"Nuclear weapons pose the greatest danger to manlcind and to the survival 
of c i v i l i z a t i o n . I t i s essential to h a l t paid reverse the nuclear arms ' 
race i n a l l i t s aspects i n order to avert the danger of >7ar involving 
nuclear weapons. The ultimate goal i n t h i s context i s the complete 
elimination of nuclear weapons." 

Nearly two years ago, on 19 A p r i l 1979? at the Committee's twenty-eighth-meeting, 
my delegation gave the reasons why i t seamed to i t "-onthinlcable" that an attempt 
might be made to prevent the Committee on Disarmanont from " f u l f i l l i n g i t s duty 
concerning what has been said and repeated over and over again, that the disarmament 
which should have top p r i o r i t y i s nuclear disa,rmaxiient". 

Last year, on two separate occasions — at the SOth meeting, held on 22 A p r i l , 
and at the 87th meeting, held on 26 June — I explained and am-plified the reasons 
•vffiy i t seemed to us — and i t s t i l l seems to us — that " i t would be d i f f i c u l t to 
f i n d a body m.ore suited to deal with 3- matter whu-ch, a.s has been stressed i n so 
many international documents, i s of ' v i t a l i n t e r e s t ' to a l l peoples", than t h i s 
Committee which, аек-уои well know, was declared by tho United Nations to be the 
"single miLLtilateral disarmament negotiating forum". 

.At the second of the two meetings I mentioned, the one hold on 26 June 1980, 
after r e c a l l i n g tliat the Group of 21 ha,d stated on 27 Fobruarj'- that i t supported 
i n p r i n c i p l e the establishment of working groups on the items on the Committee's 
annual agenda, my delegation gave clear expression to i t s viev7s on t i i i s subject 
i n the following words: 

" I t i s greatly to be hoped that that p o s i t i v e statement may be given 
p r a c t i c a l application before the end of the Committee's current session, i n 
the matter of negotiations on the cessation of the i.mcontrolled nucleax 
arms race and nuclear disarmament, on vihich — we should always remember — 
nothing less than the fate of mankind depends." 
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As we a l l know, i t did not prove possible f o r these hopes to be f u l f i l l e d 
during our l a s t session, despite the fact that the Group of 21, i n i t s working 
paper CD/116 of 9 July I98O, formally proposed tho setting up of an ad hoc 
working group, to begin negotiations imjnediately on this subject, i n the course of 
which i t should take up various issues, including,, i n the f i r s t instance, the 
foilowing: 

"Tlie elaboration and. c l a r i f i c a t i o n of the stages of nucleax 
•disarmament envisaged i n paxagxaph 50 of the Final Document, including 
i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of the r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s of tho nuclear-vioapon States and 
the role of the non-nuclear-weapon States i n the process of achieving 
nuclear disanna-ment". 

As i n the case of the question of the cessation of nuclear weapon tests, the 
General Assembly has f u l l y supported the i n i t i a t i v e s to which I have, just referred, 
and i t has d.one so, again, not i n one resolution but i n two different resolutions — 
35/152 C, which was based on a draft sponsored by I3 co-ontries of the Group of 21, 
among them Mexico, and 35/152 D, the draft text of which was submitted by the 
s o c i a l i s t countries. These two resolutions, i n spite of their differences, are 
i d e n t i c a l i n seeking the establisbiient of an ad hoc working group .on this- qiiestion 
too, although the f i r s t of them does so i n stronger terms tlian the second, for i n 
i t s paragraph 1 the General- Assembly "urges the Committee on Disarmarnent" to 
establish the aforesaid ad hoc working group "upon i n i t i a t i o n of i t s session to 
be held i n 198I". 

¥e therefore hope that the Committee may be able i n respect of t h i s matter 
also to respond to the evident yea^rnings of manl-cind, and that two now ad hoc 
working groups w i l l be set up at the very beginning of the present session. 

Clearly, although we are at one with the Group of 21 i n believing that 
ad hoc working groups are "the best available maohinery for the conduct of concrete 
negotiations within the Committee on Disarmament", we nevertheless do not believe 
that such groups have magical powers. In order to a t t a i n the results the peoples 
of the world hope for from the Committee, there w i l l be a need for that rare 
element that i t i s customary to c a l l " p o l i t i c a l w i l l " ajnd i n p a r t i c u l a r the p o l i t i c a l 
•vhll of the nuclear Powers. I t w i l l be necessaxy to convert into substantial 
r e a l i t i e s 'the powcrf-ol exhortations that f i l l the Pinal Docwient of the 
f i r s t special session of the General Assembly devoted to disrarmanent, following 
the advice contained i n the Doc-ument i t s e l f that the pressing need now i s to 
translate i t s provisions into p r a c t i c a l terms and. "to proceed along the road of 
binding and effective international agreements i n the f i e l d , of disarmament". 
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Tills course of action i s becoming more and more impera,tive every day 
beca,use, i n the vrords used by the General Assembly at i t s special session', 
"the existence of nuclear weapons and the continuing arms race" pose such^a 
threat to the "veiy survival of manlcind" 'bhat manlcind i s confronted with a. 
choice: "we muŝ t h a l t the arms race and proceed to disarmament or face 
annihi].a±ion". 

We ought therefore to bea.r constantly i n mind that, a.s Mr. José Lopez P o r t i l l o , 
the President of Mexico, said l a s t week i n one o f the speeches he made during 
his recent v i s i t to India: 

"During the l a s t quarter of a century the arms race has reached a 
l e v e l ••v.dthout h i s t o r i c a l precedent both as regards the quantity and 
as regards the degree- of sophistica-tion of the instruments of war i n use, 
i n reserve, i n production and under development, 

"The fab-olous cost of t h i s arms ra.,ce i s constuTdng resources essential 
for subsistence and development. This squandering of resources on warlike 
purposes generates new tensions and exacerbates those already e x i s t i n g , 
closing the vicious c i r c l e between inequality and poverty and the arms race 
and..v/-ar. 

" A l l peoples who are for peace and lav/ must endeavour- to reduce the 
tensions and reject the pressures which are impelling us towards a nev; 
cold war," 

Clearly, no one has f u l l e r information or a better basis for judgement 
than the heads of State of the nuclear Powers. I t i s a l l the more to be 
regretted, therefore, that these men should generally Imve refrained from., the 
public expression of some of t h e i r most important views u n t i l the moment at which 
they lay down or were on the point of levying dovm t h e i r high o f f i c e . Thus,., for 
example, few opinions have been more authori t a t l A ^ than the oft-quoted advice that 
President Eisenhov/er gave to his fellow counti-yi-aen i n h i s farevrall speech v.-hon 
he v/amed them a.gainst tho " a-cquisition of -unwarranted influence, whether sought 
or unsought, by the m i l i t a r y i n d u s t r i a l complex", and of "the "danger that public 
policy could i t s e l f become the captive of a s c i e n t i f i c - t e c h n o l o g i c a l e l i t e " . 

Something s i m i l a r , vre. b e l l eve, v d l l happen i n the case of the following 
analysis, made barely three vreeks ago i n another farewell address, that of 
President Carter, who v.'as the t h i r t y - n i n t h head of State o f the "Jnited States. 
After- r e c a l l i n g that 35 years had passed since the f i r s t atomic bomb f e l l on 
Hirosliima ajid that since then the nuclear shadcvr had hung constantly over the 
world, he said: 

"Our minds have adjusted to i t , as a.fter a time our eyes adjust to 
the dark. 

"Yet the r i s k of a nuclear conflagration has not lessened. I t has 
not happened yet, but that can give us l i t t l e comfort — for i t only has 
to happen once. 
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"The danger i s becoming greater. As the a.rsenals of the superpowers groví 
i n size and sophistication and as other governments acquire these vreapons, 
i t ma,y only be a matter of time before madness, desperation, greed or 
miscaJculation l e t s loose this t e r r i b l e force", 

Vie believe that the CommJ.ttee on Discurmament should not delay i n a,doptirig 
effective measures to i n i t i a t e negotiations on nucleax- disarmament that would bring 
about the cessa.tion of a l l nuclear weapon tests and the gi-adual attainment of the 
s p e c i f i c goals set forth i n pars,g3:aph 50 of the P i n a l Document. 

At one point i n t h i s statement, I sipoke of what I called a "universal cj.7/ of 
impatience" . I f we continue i n d e f i n i t e l y postponing the axcomplishment of the •. 
prioirity tasks f o r which the Committee was set up, this cry w i l l become a. 
"universal cry of indignation".since vriiat i s at stake — I w i l l repeat i t f o r 
the nth time — are the v i t a l interests of a l l peoples and the very fate of 
manlcind. As the General Assembly expressly recommended us to do i n one of i t s 
resolutions to г̂ rhich I have referred todaj, \-re ought this year Very much to bear 
i n mind the conclusions of the comprehensive study on nuclear wea-pons of which, 
to close this statement, I should l i k e to quote the three following: 

"In order to claim that i t i s possible to continue, forever, to l i v e 
with nucleaa- weapons, the balance must be maintained at a l l times 
irrespective of a.ny technological challenges that may present themselves 
as a result of the arms race. In addition, there must' be no accidents 
of a human or teclmical natui-e, which i s an impossible requirement as 
shovm by the va.rious incidents of fa,lse alarms and computer malfunctioning 
that are reported from time to time. Sooner or l a t e r one of these 
incidents may give r i s e to 3. r e a l accident with untold consequences. For 
these and other rea-sons i t i s not possible to offer a blanlcet guarantee of 
eternal s t a b i l i t y of the deterrence balance and no one should be pemitted 
to issue calming declarations to t h i s effect... 

"Even i f the balance of deterrence was an entirel:/ stable phenomenon, 
there ŝ re strong mora.l and p o l i t i c a l o-rguments against ct, continued reliance 
on t h i s DaJance. I t i s inadmissible that the prospect of the annihilcition 
of human civilizai,tion i s used by some States to promote t h e i r security. The 
future of manlcind i s then made hostage to the perceived security of few 
nuclear-vreapon States and most notably that of the two super-Powers, I t i s 
furthermore not acceptable to establish, for the i n d e f i n i t e future, a world 
system, of nuclear-weapon States and non-nuclea.r-weapon States. This very 
system carries vrithin i t the seed of nuclear-weapon prolifei-ation. In the 
long nm, therefore, i t i s a system that contains the origins of i t s o\m 
destruction.,. 

"So long as reliance continues to be placed upon the concept of- the 
balance of nucleax deterrence as a method for maántaining peace, the . 
prospects f o r the future w i l l alvrays remain dark, menacing and as imcertain 
as the fra,gile a,ssumptions upon which they are based. Fortunately t h i s i s 
not the only alterna.tive that i s available to mamcind... The Charter of the 
United Ifetions and nuclear weapons date t h e i r existence from the same time. 
The future road should point to a f u l l reliance on the Charter and to the 
elimination of a l l nuclear weapons." 
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for h is statement and 1 sliould also l i k e to thank him. f o r tho very kind - indeed too 
kind - \s'ords he addressed to the Chair. 

lira. THORSSQg (Swodon): W n e n today we start the I 5 8 I session of the Committee 
on. Disarmament, we have to. look ba.ck on two consecutive ye.?.rs—the f i r s t tv/o years 
of the ConiTiittee ' s existence — of f a i l u r e to achieve rea,l results i n oui' work. And 
vie ought therefore to t e l l ourselves i n a l l s.inceri-tj'' tha.t our main ta-slc nov;, 

t\io and a half years a.fter the Goner.a.l Assembly's f i r s t special session do votad to 
disarraajnent, and 'only one and a half years before the convening of the second 
special session on disarmament, must be to analyse the reasons behind these f a i l u r e s 
and to try to find new approaches i n order to achieve genuine progress i n our e f f o r t s . 

True, l a s t year the CD m.anaged to establish working groups i n four arca,s of our 
a c t i v i t i e s . Sweden i s p a r t i c i p a t i n g — and w i l l continue to do so a c t i v e l y i n the 
year.to come — i n the endeavours of these v;orking groups. But i t i s essential to 
the true purpose of these endeavours to be r e a l i s t i c i n the assessment of vihat can be 
achieved i n r e l a t i o n to the request f o r negotiations, with p a r t i c u l a r emphasis on 
two h i g h - p r i o r i t y areas, that i s , a CTBT and a CW convention, dii-ected to us by the 
•[Jnited Nations General Assembly. 

I s h a l l not now t r y to make such an assessment. A more a,ppropria,te time f o r 
that v ; i l l cone l a t e r . ffy point i n this ea.rly part of ray sta,tement i s re?,lly tha,t 
these tvio h i g h - p r i o r i t y area„s must be, and rema^in, the centre of our a^ttention and 
our e f f o r t s i n the time remaining to iis up to the General AsseD.bly's second 
special session devoted to disarmament. 'Thoy w i l l also be the subject of the main 
part of my statement today. 

Mr..Chairman, I should l i k e , before continuing, to congratulate you on your 
assumption of the Chairmanship of the Committee during the f i r s t pa.rt of t h i s very 
important session. The ccmpotence you ha,ve demonstrated i n the Committee diiring the 
past tv70 years boars witness to the wealth of experience you have had i n the sphere 
of international r e l a t i o n s as the representative of a, great nation. I ain sure that 
your s k i l l as Chairma.n w i l l help make our negotia.tions f r u i t f i i l . 

Allow me, now, f o r a while to continue with some general observations on our 
work before .1 turn to my ma,in subjects. 

The agenda of the CD during i t s I98I session looks l i k e being a very fvll one. 
There i s even .a r i s k that i t w i l l become overloa,ded. I t i s my opinion tha,t f o r this 
session and .also f o r l a t e r ones vv'e must set s t r i c t p r i o r i t i e s and elR,borate a 
workable, perhaps pluriannual, prograamae of work, l e s t we get bogged down i n too 
many issues i n too many working groups at one ajid the s^ne time. 'This would not 
help us to achieve r e s u l t s , so urgently, so despera.tely needed. Wo rea.lize of 
course the interest which various delegations attach to va.rious disarmament items but 
v;e f e e l nevertheless, and quite strongly, tha.t the Coimnittee must concentrate on i t s 
negotiating role on .a s t r i c t l y selected number of items, naxiely, the ones given the 
highest p r i o r i t y by the united Nations General Assembly when i t referred these items 
to us f o r negotiations — a CTBT and a chemical wea.pons convention, as well as'a 
comprehensive programme of disarmament, the elaboration of which the CD has' been asked 
to complete before the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament. We fear that othervrise the Committee's reputation w i l l suffer and that 
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i t and i t s members w i l l be the object of harsh c r i t i c i s m , not least at the 1982 
special session on disarmainent. Mr. Cholrman, I emphasized the vrord negotia,tions, 
as the CD i s the m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating body, and as the tv;o superpowers have 
participated i n the decision to create the CD f o r that p-orpose. I s h a l l return to 
this issue towards the end of ¡ny statement. 

Continuing developments i n the nuclear f i e l d iinderline the need urgently to 
conclude a CTBT, which the ;vorld has been promised for so long. ¥e a l l know the 
argument, and v/o have repeated i t u n t i l we a,re almost sick of i t , that t h i s i s a, 
necessity i n order to prevent or, at lea.st render more d i f f i c u l t , the acquisition of 
nuclear explosive c a p a b i l i t y or the further improvement'of already existing 
capa,bilities. In spite of thait, the superpowers challenge the i r ovm l e g a l l y binding 
commitment to a C'EBT, i n an almost demonstrative way. This w i l l not d_û any more. 

The d i f f i c u l t i e s , to use a mild word, of the Second Review Conference of the 
Pa,rties to the MPT — of specific significance to the xíork of the CD although not 
formally a natter f o r i t s consideration — demonstra.ted what I would ca.ll a myopic 
and dangerous d i s a h i l i t y — or perhaps a lack of w i l l — to come to grips with the 
problem of the p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear arms. The non-proliferation régime ha.s 
become bogged down i n contradictory p o l i c i e s -within and between States a.nd groups of 
States. Whereas the NPT, with a l l i t s shortcomings i n l e t t e r and iniplenentation,' 
w i l l hopefully continue to receive the strong b.acking of i t s some II5 Parties, i t 
seems obvious that the rea.l challenge to the non-proliferation régime outside, and 
perhaps also within the Trea„ty, become more a.cute with every day. Obviously, i f 
these threats are not checked much more f o r c e f u l l y and consistently, the relevance 
of the Treaty r i s k s to suffer. I t s l i f e t i m e , without prolongation, i s 25 years, so 
by that st.andard, i f has already .reached maturity. I t i s , therefore, probably none 
too soon to start considering the future. Rather than attempting to elaborate nev; 
treaties, however, we should try to build on what exists i n order to f i n d a nevi 
consensus, both i n r e l a t i o n to the peaceful uses of nuclear energy and i n r e l a t i o n 
to the reduction and a.boliticn of nucleax weapons. 

I t i s probable fhat the considerable technological, environmental, sa.fety and 
economic problems encountered by nuclear energy could take some of the heat out of 
the controversies surromding nucleaxr co-operation ainong States. Fiirther p r a c t i c a l 
e f f o r t s to t h i s effect are also under way i n the liiEA and i n the preparations for 
the 1983 Huclea.r Energy Conference to be held i n Belgrade. Such m u l t i l a t e r a l work, 
combined -with certain b i l a t e r a l agreements, could go some v/ay towaxds defusing the 
peaceful co-operavtion aspect of the problem, at least f o r the majority of States, 
thrcugh the establishment of a v/orkable balance between non-proliferation endea,vours 
and co-operation commitments. 

There seen to be cases, however, where the all u r e of nuclear v/eapons takes 
precedence over a,ny interest i n peaceful nuclear co-operation, where, indeed, the 
interest i n developing a peaceful nuclea.r'industry seems secondary to the interest, 
i n achieving a nuclear explosive capacity. In such causes a l l e f f o r t s must be паЛе 
to discourage States from choosing the deaid-end road of acquiring nuclear w^eapons. 

It must be demonstrated that the nuclear weapons mystique, the notion that a 
nuclear weapon can i n any wa.y increa-se the national security of а-пу State, i s a 
fraud '— what I ha,ve e a r l i e r called "the greatest falla„cy of our time" which, fax 
from increasing anybody's security, i s certaxn to reduce i t for a l l . 
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Here, of course, the nuclear Powers are requested to recognize t h e i r p a r t i c u l a r 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y to set an example. There i s , regrettably, l i t t l e sign that such a 
recognition i s forthcoming. I t would indeed be more accurr.te to tem the 
performance of the superpov/ers i n t h i s respect a stud.y i n i r r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . 

Let me take Ыо ex8,m.ples. 

Lramatic revelations have been made recently concerning the alarm ci,nà nuclear 
weapons safeguards system of one superpower. 

According to a United States Congressional report i n October I98O there were, 
i n an 18-month period, 147 false alarms that were serious enough to require an 
evaluation of whether they represented a potential nuclear weapon attack. 

Pour other alarms, including two that ha-d not been disclosed previously, were 
considered even more serious and resulted i n orders that increased the state, of a l e r t 
of B-52 bomber crews and intercontinental b a J l i s t i c missile units. 

F i n a l l y , there were also 3 , 7 0 3 lesser alarms, primarily caused by atmospheric 
disruptions, or to use a simpler expression, thunderstorms and lightning. 
Mr. Chairman, I believe that such "atmospheric disruptions" w i l l continue to occur 
around .the systems of surveillance. Should human survival be dependent on тЛихэ,! 
phenomena a.nd technological or human f a i l u r e s of this kind? imd hov; could nuclea-r 
vreapon States face that re s p o n s i b i l i t y ? 

From, another récent report, a.lso quoted i n the United States press, we learn 
that at lea.st 27 accidents, so-called Broken Arrows, ha.ve occurred involving 
United Sta-tes nuclear weapons. One of them i s reported to have l e f t , only one out of 
six control mechanisj^s intact to prevent, tho explosion of a 24-mega,ton nuclea.r 
weapon, 1,800 times stronger than the I 9 4 5 Hiroshima bomb, over United States 
t e r r i t o r y . I t has further been alleged, i n the same context, that 10 further 
accidents occurred i n the t e r r i t o r i e s of other States, 

In a.ddition to a l l t h i s , there i s increased ala.rm over late increases i n 
leukemia as a result .of exposure to nuclear wea.pons testing i n the United States i n 
the 1 9 5 0 s . 

Some of the cases may be overstated or tendentious and, as alviays, there i s no 
information of a similar nature from the other side. There i s , however, l i t t l e 
reason to believe that the same fa,lse ala.rms, a,ccidents â nd exposures a,re not 
occurring there, too, as veil as, i n a more limited v;ay, i n the other nuclear weapon 
States. 

But a weapon v;hich ca.uses such dangers to a coimtry's own population and other 
populations even i n peace-time should c l e a r l y be declared unacceptable already on 
such grounds, not to talk about i t s impossible consequences for everybody i f used i n 
wartime. There i s much concern about the environinental and other hazards of nuclear 
power. Perhaps recent revelations w i l l help to bring home to everybody that the 
peacetime dangers of nuclea„r wea,ppns also are too grave to contempla,te. 

We s h a l l probably we told tha.t such alarmist talk i s completely unfounded. 
Management and control routines w i l l be inproved, and so on and so forth. But the 
basic fact remains that v/e are tal k i n g about a v/eapon which can, i n a matter of 
minutes, reach every corner of the globe, a weapon a few of which ca.n, i n a natter of 
seconds, extinguish c i v i l i z a t i o n as we know i t . Such v.'ea.pons cannot ever be sa^fely 
managed and controlled; they must simply be abolished. 
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But instea,d of choosing a j o i n t path of r e s p o n s i b i l i t y and reason the 
superpowers and, to some extent, the lesser nuclear Powers seen bent on pursuing 
the course of mutual and general annihilation. 

iilready l a s t year SALT I I was i n trouble for a variety of internal and 
external reasons. To assess i t s fate today i s a l l but impossible. Strong voices 
h,ave been raised recently to have these eight years of negotiations slielved i n another 
vain attempt at achieving that elusive, yes, impossible, nuclear superiority instead 
of a possible pa,rity or .eq-oi vale nee of forces. New v/eapons systems, projects of a 
complexity and cost beyond imC;.gination but of doubtful m i l i t a r y benefit, are already 
far advanced and ready to be implemented. 'fhe era of mobile ICBKs and new i^Ms, 
gro^id- or space-based, would not be far a,way i f t h i s nevi round of arms competition 
i s a,llowed to get under way. There a,re fe\i experts who do not see a grave threa,t 
to s t a b i l i t y i n such p o l i c i e s . I f there has been an,y constant feature of the 
nuclea,r age i t ha,s been that action provokes counteraction ad infinitum or u n t i l 
such time as the weapons come to be used. 

We therefore today request the superpowers to stop a further f u t i l e round i n the 
armaments race, to f i n d a way f i n a l l y to complete the la,boriously negotiated Ŝ ILT I I 
agreement and to move from there to negotiations to further reduce the l e v e l of 
nuclear arms. 

Preparatory talks to t h i s effect started l a s t October i n r e l a t i o n to theatre 
nuclea.r weapons i n Europe. -However much there i s an opportunity here v/hich must 
not be l o s t , serious doubts seen indicated. Already more than a year has passed,, 
since the NATO decision to continue the qualitative arms ra.ce i n develo2oing 
572 Pershing l i s and cruise missiles, something which i s euphemistically ca,lled 
"modernization". Their deployment, although a.ppa.rently somewhat delayed, i s getting 
closer. The Soviet SS-20 programme, preceding the NATO decision and being an 
expression of the sane trend, i s already f a r advanced. At the pace negotiations are 
moving, there i s every l i k e l i h o o d that they w i l l never become much nore than a 
f i g - l e a f for f a i l u r e o,nd v ; i l l r e s u l t , i f at a l l , i n an .iigreement which does l i t t l e but 
r a t i f y the m i l i t a r y dispositions already taken — and which v i i l l leave Europe an even 
nore dangerous pla.ce to l i v e i n . 

I t goes without saying tha.t l i m i t a t i o n or reduction agreenents must be 
a,cconpanied a.lso by mutual restra.int i n the gc-neral foreign p o l i c i e s of the 
superpov/ers, and a s t r i c t application of a l l norms of international behavioinr. 
Serious breaches of these non-is i n the recent past and a continued reliance on роггег 
p o l i t i c s have eroded the basis of confidence on xvhich aims l i m i t a t i o n and reduction 
must build. 

I f there i s an intention, a,s was aigreed by a l l , including the superpov/ers, ,at 
the General Assembly's f i r s t special session devoted to disarmament, to pursue 
serious negotiations on nuclear matters i n t h i s Coimiittee, there are, -of course, 
certain things which can be done and which a.re l-ong overdue. As has been stressed 
tine and again, there i s no measiire which could nore d^ecisively contribute to a, 
halting of the nuclear ams race than a C'TBT adhered to by a l l States. . I t i s not a 
t o t a l panacea but i t s i n t r i n s i c and symbolic importance would be very considerable. 
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¥e have no idea of whcîrë the t r i l a t e r o . l negotiating parties stand today on 
the CT3 issue. But we know where they stood l a s t ŝ onnrier, ?ná that knowledge waf=. 
far from reassxiring. Assuain^g that the remaining problems .of v e r i f i c a t i o n c.a-n he 
resolved —'• a very- uncertain assumption a.s they seem to have been highly 
p o l i t i c i z e d — the t r i p a r t i t e negotiations, we are t o l d , aim not at reaching a 
•treaty of imlimited duration, to v/hich these three Powers pledged themselves i n 
•Moscow i n 1963 — a pledge repeated i n the tenth preonbular paragraph of the líPT i n 
1968 — but at a.n agreement of a mere three years' duration. 

In the General Assembly's F i r s t Committee l a s t autui;m, I stated my doubts about 
such a, limited - treaty. I t v-jould probcably remain limited mainly to the o r i g i n a l 
three parties and would hence not pronote the world-v/ide ad.herence so badly needed 
as an effective means to prevent horizontal p r o l i f e r a t i o n . I t could well s t a l l 
m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on a CIBT "for a l l time" — to иве the words of the pledge 
ma,de i n I963 and confirmed i n I968 — and would consequently have a negative impact 
on our j o i n t e f f o r t s within the CD to achieve a.nd maintain an international 
v e r i f i c a t i o n system. This may a l l be of less concern to the t r i p a r t i t e States, but 
i t i s c e r t a i n l y unpalatable to outside non-nuclear weapons States. 

In practice, a three-yea.r CTBT v/o-old not be a treaty i n the sense of the 
commitment nade i n I963 ^ut vmuld anoimt to a moratorium on nucleax tests. When 
we achieve i t , I think we should a l l consider i t as such i n a positive s p i r i t . I f 
i t were agreed to accept a three-year moratorium, tho remaining problems of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n between the t r i p a r t i t e States would not be of immediate concern and 
could well be solved within the moratorium period. Wo have, of course, been told 
ad nausean that a, CTBT ahd hence a noratoriura cannot a.t present be adequately 
v e r i f i e d through national neans only. But I thinli that we have been able to 
demonstrate s a t i s f a c t o r i l y that the lik e l i h o o d of detection of clandestine nucleax 
testing i s very high. The danger of loss of face and c r e d i b i l i t y would no doubt 
constitute a s u f f i c i e n t deterrent. We are, of course, also aware that suspicions 
of possible vi o l a t i o n s of existing disarma.ment agreements or protocols on В and С 
weapons have str-^ngthened the case for a,c:equa.te vorifica.ticn meausuxee i n r e l a t i o n to 
any agreement, including a CTBT. We axe convinced,'however, that the means of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n i n r e l a t i o n to nuclear tests that exist now are f u l l y adequate to 
police a three-year mora:,toriun. 

Apart from continued t r i p a r t i t e negotiations, tha,t period should also be 
u t i l i z e d to the f u l l f o r i n t e n s i f i e d m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations vrithin t h i s b'ody, 
including i n paxticular a l l a^spects of the international verifica.tion system. The 
goal of such p a r a l l e l negotiation must, of course, renain the e a r l i e s t possible 
conclusion of a, trea,ty banning a l l nuclear tests i n a l l environnents and f o r a l l 
time. 

Last year's session, amd to a. considerable degree also the Second Roviev/ 
Conference of the Paxties to the WPH, were moxred by the sorry procedixal wra^ngle, 
vjhich was again repeated a;t the t h i r t y - f i f t h session of the United Nations 
General Assembly, about whether to establish a working group of the CD on a CTBT. 
Let me only sâ y today that I should l i k e to talce i t f o r granted that such a group 
w i l l now be set up without further delay or foot-dr?,gging on the paxt of some of the 
nuclear Pov/ers. Their arguiaents a,gainst i t — i n so fax as they exist — axe not 
convincing, and i n a h i s t o r i c perspective t h e i r c r e d i b i l i t y i n t h i s context i s very 
low. V/e must simply avoid a r e p e t i t i o n of la.st year's despicable performance on 
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tRat and other procedural issues before the Committee. I therefore formally propose 
the esta,blishing of a' CD workinê' group for m u l t i l a t e r a l negotia^tions on a CTBT early 
i n the 19s 1 session. 'Гпе close l i n k s betv/een nuclear arms restraint on the part of 
the superpoviors, as expressed i n i i r t i c l e VI of the №PT, a C'TBT and non-proliferation 
a,re obvious. I t i s cer t a i n l y correct i n p r i n c i p l e , as some hold, that non-
p r o l i f e r a t i o n i s desirable ала j u s t i f i e d i n i t s own right, since, as I have just 
stated, nuclear weapons do not a.dd to anybody's socujrity. 

I t i s also correct that the ams ra.ce i s only p a r t l y fuelled by developments i n 
nuclear testing a,nd mainly a function of various technological a,dva.ncos. 

But i t i s nevertheless also correct, p o l i t i c a l l y с.;Па morally, to stress the 
immense importance of a CTBT and the f u l l .ii;iplenentatian of x i r t i c l c VI of the FPT i n 
order to promote non-proliferation and m i l i t a r y and a.rmaments restraints generally. 
Responsible action to this effect on the part of the nuclear Powers viould constitute 
a tremendous boost i n these respects. And, of course, the armaanents ra.ce i t s e l f 
must be stopped. The problems tha.t w i l l face the world and the superiDOwers 
themselves i n the years to come — such as those of the environiaent, na.tural 
resources, food and population — cannot be resolved through the squandering of 
immense funds and s k i l l s on a continued m i l i t a r y build-up of a l l kinds. To change 
this insane course i s the real challenge before the great Powers, to which we — the 
small — can only prod them with a l l the means at our disposal. 

-Again i n the other hi g h - p r i o r i t y area of work i n the CD, second only to the CTBT, 
tha^t of achieving a, ban on chemical weapons, a s i n i s t e r development to the contrary 
seems to be threa.tening. Tilings have been said, prelimina.ry decisions have been 
taken l a t e l y , that seem to put i n jeopardy v.hatever progress has been achieved during 
more than ten years of arduous negotiations' and to malee possible a new wave of 
chemical rearnotment. This development includes reports tha.t chemical vreapons ha.ve 
been used i n recent wa,rs and certain n i l i t a j y operations i n various regions of the 
world. I t also includes preliminary decisions to maniifactuxe nev; generations of 
chemical wea.pons and suggestions concerning the storage of such wea.pons. These 
things together m.ay indicate a greater i m p l i c i t acceptance of the use of chemical 
weapons and could mean a serious erosion of the 1925 Geneva. Protocol. 

It goes without sa.ying that the CD w i l l ha.ve to put whatever willpower and 
force that i t can mobilize behind efforts to counteract such a development. 

iind i t v / i l l have to ha.ppen novr. We have the tools. So l e t us staxt working 
again. 

In my l a s t intervention i n the CD, on 10 July 1980, I took the opportunity to 
welcome the fa.ct that — at long l a s t — i t had been possible to sta.rt prepaxations 
for negotiations i n the CD on a convention on tho prohibition of chemical wea.pons. 
Ihe Swedish delegation views the v/ork of the Ad Hoc Working Group which was 
established for t h i s purpose as so fax constructive and f r u i t f u l . As reflected i n 
the report of the CD, the discussions i n the Working Group reconfirmed the general 
recognition of the urgent need to negotiate a.nd elaborate a m u l t i l a t e r a l convention 
on the complete and effective p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons. The achievements of 
the Working Group prove that i t i s possible to pursue within the CD concrete 
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negotiations- on a very inportaiit and, both technically and p o l i t i c a l l y , veiy 
complicated subject. Although provided with a rather ambiguous mandate, the 
V/orking Group succeeded — thanks to the serious approach taicen by p a r t i c i p a t i n g 
delegations' i n defining the areas of convergence and those where views remain 
to be reconciled. The performance of the V/ork.ing'Group has cl e a r l j ^ demonstrated . 
that such an Ad Hoc Working Group provides the most appropriate oi-ganizational 
framework f o r our negotiant ion s on a CW-convention. 

In General Assembly resolution 35/144 Б, which wa,s adopted by consensus, the 
CD i s urged to continue negotiations on a multila.teral CW-convention a.s from the 
beginning of i t s 1 9 8 1 session. ЗУ̂у" delega-tion considers i t highly important to 
set up now, at the very beginning of our session, an Ad Hoc Working Group i n order 
to continue and advance the work already luidertalcen. Since there i s general 
agreement on the urgent need to elaborate a t r u l y m u l t i l a t e r a l CV/~convention, we 
trust that agreement on an appropriate mandate can be reached without undue delay. 
V/ithout com.mitting our position i n t h i s regard, i t seens to us that one possible 
solution would be simply to state that the V/orking Group s h a l l continue negotiations 
on a m u l t i l a t e r a l convention on chemical weapons. A simila-r vvording was used 
i n the General Assembly resolution I just referred, to. 

The f i r s t taslc of the Working Group w i l l be to organise i t s own work. . V/e 
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 i n th i s respect. 
At t h i s point I would, however, lilce to state that our further efforts should be 
organized i n such a manner as to avoid a repetition of the discussion of subjects 
where we have already reached agreement. The 193 0 Ad Hoc Working Group has set 
the scene f o r further progress i n I 9 8 I and, by taking i t s report into f u l l 
consideration, i t should be possible to start our work at the point where we stopped 
la s t year. 

The 1 9 80 Working Group agreed to structure i t s work -under tliree general headings, 
namely, "scope", " v e r i f i c a t i o n " and "other matters". The Swedish delegation has 
stated i t s viev/s on a l l these aspects. I would, however, a,t t h i s j-unc-ture l i k e to 
refer b r i e f l y to the question of scope. There appears to be general agreement 
i n the Committee that i n order to achieve an effective prohibition the scope w i l l 
have to be comprehensive. hi the course of la s t year's discussion the Sv/edish 
delegation explained i t s "onderstanding of a comprehensive prohibition ana v/e 
introduced in that context the concept "chomicaJ weapon capaJoility". This concept, 
i n t e r a l i a outlined in document CD/97, attracted considerable support i n the 
Committee, and v/e f e e l encouraged to pursue i t . Although the tei-m as such wa-s not 
acceptable to a l l delegations during last year's discussion, v/e believe that our 
approach i s v-zell i n l i n e v/ith the general direction of the discussions so f a r 
undertalcen. 'The report of, the Ad Hoc Group l i s t s some of the a c t i v i t i e s and 
speci f i c items to be prohibited -under a CV/-convention. In order to render such 
a convention t r u l y comprehensive v/e believe that i t i s highly essential that i t . 
should cover a broad range of a c t i v i t i e s v/hich are needed for chemical v/arfare, 
including planning, organization and t r a i n i n g to the extent that they are intended 
f o r the use of chenicaJ weapons. A convention, without a. ban on such a c t i v i t i e s 
would not prohibit parties from organizing and planning f o r the establishment of 
m i l i t a r y chemical v/arfare units'and t r a i n i n g them to use chemical weapons. The 
physical acquisition of chemical weapons, including chemical warfare agents, may 
take a comparatively short tine. Such agents could i n fact even be taken out of 
c i v i l i a n i n d u s t r i a l production of toxic chemicals. 
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In order to outline i t s thoughts further, the Swedish delegation will shortly-
present another worlcing paper on th i s subject. My words today should serve as an 
introduction to that vrorking paper. • 

Mr. Chairman, t h i s Comnittee should allow no-one to drag his feet i n order to 
stop or put obstábales i n the v/ay of urgent vrork i n this, f i e l d . I urge the early 
continuation, a,t th i s session, of the work begun i n 1980 through the establishment 
of a Working Group with an appropriate mandate. 

I should lilce to l i n k the concluding part of t h i s statement vàth what I sa,id 
at the beginning i n elaborating some further thoughts on our present predicament. 

This point i n time when we open the 1981 session of the CD i s marked by 
-uncerta^inties and warnings. 

Events have happened recently which make i t even more d i f f i c u l t f o r us to see 
cl e a r l y ahead or to i-inderstand present r e a l i t i e s , against the background of which 
vre have to work and v^hich v.'e s h a l l have to t r y to change. 

This point i n time witnesses new developments i n the f i e l d of nuclear weapons 
through further and gigantic leaps forward i n m i l i t a r y teclinology. Por at least 
the f i r s t part of this c r u c i a l l y decisive decade these a.re i l l - b o d i n g i n the 
extreme. We must aak ourselves i f they are i r r e v e r s i b l e and, i f that should be 
the case, where that would lead us. 

Let us keep in mind that everyone i n the world -imder the age of 45 has no, 
or only very vague, memories of Hiroshima, and i t s r e a l i t i e s . Is that one of the 
reasons why the recent united Hâtions Study on Huclear Weapons has almost 
disappeared from the public debate and even from the debate on the o f f i c i a l level? 
I f i n d i t of the utmost importance that the conclusions of the Study be kept 
intensely i n -the public's eye, i n spite of the fact that — oi- better — more 
p a r t i c u l a r l y because the nuclear v/eapons States boycotted the Expert Group that 
produced the report, did not participate i n i t s work and did not provide i t with 
the requested open material. 

' Por túnate.ly, i t wa.s possible'for the Expert Group to overcome the obstacles 
created by the nuclear weapons States and to present i t s conclusions based.on a 
wealth of factual information. 

Prom t h i s and other sources we know that the nuclear arsenals of the super
powers are many times larger than those needed f o r the effective fulfilment of 
th e i r declared purpose of deterrence. The teclnological d i v e r s i f i c a t i o n of 
nuclear weapons has made i t more and more d i f f i c u l t to maintain that t.he so-called 
balance of terror i s a f-unctioning instrument f o r peace. The r i s k s that the 
development w i l l get out of hand are increasing. P a r t i c u l a r l y worrying i s the 
fact that new delivery systems permit nuclear vreapons "to be used" i n the same way 
as other weapons, leading up to the i l l - b o d i n g idea that a nuclear war could be 
fought and won. The study shows, on the contrary, that there can bo no winner in 
a nuclear war and that i t s primarj'- and secondary effects would be catastrophic f o r 
a l l countries of the world. The notion tha^t a nuclear war could bé kept under 
control i s found to be u n r e a l i s t i c . This means i n p o l i t i c a l terms, that the 
superpowers arrogantly keep the peoples of the world hostage f o r what they perceive 
as t h e i r ovn security needs. But'the study shows that a system based on a 
precarious balance of nuclear deterrence can never be a r e l i a b l e long-teriTi solution 
for international security. 
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Farthemore, i n the gloomy a.tm.osphere i n v;hich we l i v e and work, i t i s at 
least heartening to know that groups of dedicated physicians i n various countries 
are determined to bring to the attention of world public opinion tlie medical effects 
of a nuclear war, i n other words, the unbelievable horrors of human sufferings that 
would follow. This indispensable knoviledge should be brought home to c i t i z e n s 
everywhere, to enable tliem to raise t l i e i r voices i n an i n v i n c i b l e protest cry:' 
ITo more liiroshimasi /md s t i l l tliere are wise'men, i n East and Vtest, who from. . 
t h e i r desivs and t h e i r computers preach the gx)spel. of the limited nuclear war that 
can be fought and won. Shame on t h e i r blindness and t l i e i r inhuman theories; 

The r e a l i t i e s of today show us, i l r . Chairman, that i n spite of what comm.on 
sense and an ordinary amount of foresight would t e l l those who consider themselves 
bi g and mighty, we s h a l l i n the foreseeable future witness no faxewell to arms. 
The predictions f o r the early years of t h i s decaxle point to a continuing arms race, 
a further increase i n m i l i t a r y expenditures beyond the disgusting figure of WQIÍ 
above 500 b i l l i o n dollars annually, further leaps forward i n m i l i t a r y teclinologies. 

The new Defense Secretary i n One of the superpowers said less than two v/eeks ago: 
"I am very much aviare of the need to add greatly to my coimtiy's m i l i t a r y strength." 

• This would lead me to the unfortunately r e a l i s t i c assessment that i n the 
early 1 9 8 0 s , and i n spite of the coming second United Nations C-eneral Assembly 
special session on disarmament to be lield in 1 9 8 2 , .there are limited reasons to 
expect a conclusion of a CTBT f o r a l l time, a cessation of the nuclear arms face, 
a convention banning production and stoclcpiling of cliemical weapons, a start of a 
disarmament process. 

And we should Iceep i n mind that the c r u c i a l factor, time, i s not on our side. 
The longer negotiations and agrreements are delayed, the more d i f f i c u l t they tend 
to become, 

'̂'ie often speak about the need, even the necessity,' to have an increasingly 
widespread public opinion engaging i t s e l f i n the struggle f o r peace and survival. 
But we do not make i t very easy f o r concerned c i t i z e n s to come on speaking terms 
with us. The armament-disarmament debate deals with facts and figures, which 
understandably transcend what can e a s i l y be g-rasped. Vfeo can catch the proportions 
of a r e a l i t y where the present worldviide storage of nuclear weapons correspond to 
1 , 3 0 0 , ООО Hi2x>shima bombs? imd l e t us further agree that the language i t s e l f , with 
i t s 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 ha.ve entered 
the vocabulary of the armaments community, such as bonus-lcills and mega-death. 
This has the effect, of throwing dust into people's eyes. Everybody Icnows what a 
cannon or a guii i s , but. wliat i s tlie general cognitive value, one may ask, of a 
mininuke or a MIRV, of lîonest John or .Fat Boy? 

Part of this, development i s furthermore accounted for by the veiy approach to' 
disarmament v/hich has been adopted f o r p r a c t i c a l purposes i n the absence of genera.1 
and complete disarmament — the step-by-step e^pproacli. As we a l l Icnow, disarmament 
negotiations thereby necessarily engage i n highly technical matters and issues, 
which unfortunately tend to obscure the very purpose of the whole process. But we 
must always keep i n mind that disarmament i s too important'to be l e f t solely to 
experts and governments. V'/e must be able to communicate with people i n human terms 
in ord.er to get t h e i r indispensable support and demand f o r results. 
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Л prerequisite f o r a decisive increase in puhlic awareness of "present dangers" 
i s , of course, that a ra d i c a l change i n thinking, attitudes, values, decision-
naking and actions should take plaxe soon. îîcv, in the international debate, 
reference i s often nade to the need f o r a display of p o l i t i c a l w i l l of nations and-
govemnents in order to reach results i n the decades-long, gray drudgeiy of 
disarmament tellies. Tliis i s without doubt correct, but by now, somewhat worn out. 
Because of that, another radical change i s needed. Vv'hat i s required n_ow i s a 
clear expression of the p o l i t i c a l v d l l of peoples, materializing i n the action 
needed, to make governments mobilize t h e i r p o l i t i c a - l w i l l to move decisively. tov/a,rds 
re a l and genuin.e disarmament. 

This i s not sheer rhetoric, although I sonetiaes f e e l that the words we use are 
"losing any real meaning. I f , i n the medium- or long-terrj perspective, we aro going 
to survive the consequences of our ош actions, these worn-out words must be given 
back t h e i r true and very concrete purport. 

More than two and a half years have passed since the General Assembly's f i r s t 
special session devoted to disarmament, \iihat has he.ppened since then? Vihich 
paragraphs of the Fi n a l Doc-ament's Action Programme have been implemented since then? 
Less than one year and a half remains to the second special session on disarmament. 
What w i l l the CD have to'report then? Real progress i n the m u l t i l a t e r a l 
negotiations on high p r i o r i t y issues entrusted to us? Or nothing else but the fact 
that such m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations were denied us by forces beyond our c o l l e c t i v e 
control? 

It i s high time to choose. The doomsday clock has again moved closer to 
twelve. Does tha,t mean that we have shown our i n a b i l i t y to stop wha.t must be 
stopped? 

í'b?. Chairman, I spoke e a r l i e r i n t h i s sta,tement of the amount of harsh c r i t i c i s m 
the second speciai session on d.isarmament w i l l bestov: upon iis i f we do not improve 
our performance. Perhaps the special session w i l l remember Oliver Cromwell's 
famous shout to the Rump Parliament i n I653 : "Give place to better men!" But I do 
hope not, I do hope that, facing what sometimes seems the impossible, we s h a l l 
not give up, nor s h a l l we give in to forces which continue to put obstacles in our 
way. I believe that we. should a l l agree to make another and another and another 
try, to f i n d new ways, new approaches. 

This i s the message that should guide us : four per cent of world m i l i t a r y 
expenditures, less than fourteen days of present use of resources f o r m i l i t a r y 
purposes, would eradicate the worst consequences of mass poverty and create a 
brighter future f o r the children of the earth. 

The СЕ/ЛР^Ш-Г (translated from French); I thank Mrs. Thorsson for her statement 
and f o r the kind words she addressed to the Chair. 

I see that we do not have time now to hear the two speaicers remaining on our 
l i s t f o r t h i s plenary meeting. I would therefore suggest that we suspend t h i s 
meeting now and resume i t at З'ЗО p.m. 

It was so decided. 

The meeting was suspended at 1 p.m. and reconvened at 3-45 P-Q' 
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lîr. SPERMZA (Italy ) (translated from French): I'Ir. 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 s i t u a t i o n , with 
i t s serious repercussions on the process of dótente, and hence the added d i f f i c u l t i e s 
of successfully conducting negotiations on axms l i m i t a t i o n and disarmament. 

Today, one year l a t e r , i t would be d i f f i c u l t to find any reasons for greater 
optimism: the occupation of Afghanistan continues and .other c o n f l i c t s and tensions 
have compounded t l i i s ' c r i s i s ' i n different--parts of the world, thus providing f e r t i l e 
ground for the acceleration of the arms race. But although the p o l i t i c a l climate i n 
which the Committee on Disarmament i s resuming i t s vrork i s not i n i t s e l f favourable to 
our e f f o r t s , i t nevertheless malees them s t i l l more necessary and urgent. The events 
I have just mentioned have shattered international confidence, vihich i s the basis f o r 
any negotia.tions l i k e l y to be crowned v/ith success. I t i s t h i s confidence v/hich must 
be restored, through conclusive actions t e s t i f y i n g to the determination, on the part 
of a l l States, to achieve peaceful co-existence i n observance of international 
commitments and obligations under the Charter of the Unj.ted Ilations . 

Tills i s the task that has been undertal-ce.nby the Madrid Conference on Security 
and Co-operation i n Europe, v/ithin i t s ovm geograpliical context. In this connection, 
I should l i k e to dra.w attention to the i n i t i a t i v e , i n v/liich my country i s p a r t i c i p a t i n g , 
aimed at defining, as paxt of the balanced progress of the CSCE process, the terms of 
a mandate for convening a Conference on Disarmament i n Europe. This Conference should 
provide, i n an i n i t i a l phases' for the negotia^tion of confidence-building mea.sures 
applicable to the whole of the European continent, -from the A t l a n t i c to the Urals. 
Such measures, v/hich v / i l l have to be meaningful at the m i l i t a r y l e v e l and mandatory, 
v/ould be accompanied by provisions calculated to ensure' adequate v e r i f i c a t i o n of the 
commitments made. This could pave the v-/ay f o r subsequent arms-control and disarmament 
measures. 

To t h i s same end, my country i s v/orking for the achievement of concrete results at 
the Vienna Conference so as to.arrive a-t a, mutual and balanced reduction of forces i n 
Central Europe, and fo r relaled meat,sures to strengthen confidence, security and 
s t a b i l i t y throughout Europe. 

More generally, I t a l y expresses the hope tha,t the SilT process concerning the 
control and l i m i t a t i o n of the strategic v/eapons of the two main nuclear Pov/ers v / i l l 
continue. I t noted v/ith s a t i s f a c t i o n the opening at C-eneva, l a s t autumn, of preliniinary 
talks between the United States and the Soviet Union, v/ith the object of reducing 
long-range theatre nuclea,r forces to the lowest possible l e v e l , and rea.ffirms i t s 
d.e terminât i on to contribute to the continuation and success of those talks. 

The United Nations General Assembly, v/hose deliberations form the basis of our 
v/ork, adopted, at i t s t l i i r t y - f i f t h session, resolution 35/47 concerning the second 
special session devoted to disarmament, to be .held i n 1982. The v/ork of this Committee 
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i s therefoi-e destined to proceed with that date i n aind. In view of the complexity 
of the task before us, 10 months w i l l not be too long i n v;hich to create an 
auspicious climate for the success of the second special session. 

In order to achieve this gool, a l l States must strive scrupulously to f u l f i l 
one prior condition, namely, to ensure that peace and security are not subjected to 
further attacks through the use or the threat of use of force i n internationaJ 
relations. 

The outcome of the special session w i l l also depend on the eff i c i e n c y and 
dispatch v;ith ^diich the Disarmament Coramittee manages to dead, v/ith the matters 
f a l l i n g v/ithin i t s competence. As the only multila.teraJ negotiating body i n the 
disarmament f i e l d , i t i s , i n fact, a key element i n the mechanism established at the 
f i r s t special session. The Committee has been entrusted with prime r e s p o n s i b i l i t y i n 
applying the Programme of Action contained i n section I I I of the Pinal Document. 

If , i n 1982, the f r u i t s of four years of discussions and v/ork i n this Committee 
v/ere to be judged unsa^tisfactory, the very c r e d i b i l i t y of this body as v/ell as that 
of the system established i n 1978 to promote v/orld disajrmament, could suffer. 

Any slov/ing-dovm of the momentum impa-rted by the f i r s t special session, and the 
feelings of f r u s t r a t i o n and insecurity that v/ould inevitably ensue, might give fresh 
impetus to the arms race and increase the r i s k of c o n f l i c t s . 

I t i s bearing this prospect i n mind, and having regard to the l i m i t a t i o n s i t 
imposes v/ith respect to time, that this Committee should, i n m.y view, prepare i t s e l f 
to tackle the problemiS v/hich v j i l l arise at both the procedural and the substantive 
le v e l s . The c r i t e r i o n v/hich must govern our v/ork i s that of continuity and gradation ^ 
i n p a r t i c u l a r , by building on the basis of víhat has already been a,chieved i n the .past. 
In this wejy, i t should be possible to resume, from the outset, constructive discussions 
on those agenda items for v/hich i t has already been possible to reach the stage of 
concrete negotiations. I refer, i n paa-ticular, to questions f o r v/hich four ad hoc 
VTOrking groups v/ere established at the lOvSt session and ha.ve, on the v/hole, achieved 
appreciable results. 

Por my part, I should l i k e to make a. few comments, here aaid now, on some of 
these questions. 

In the area of the prohibition and destruction of chemical v/ea;pons, the 
substantial v/ork accomplished l a s t year — of v/hich, moreover, the General Assembly 
took note v/ith s a t i s f a c t i o n — must constitute the point of departure for tahing up , 
the threads of the negotiations at the current session. The problems on v/hich a 
cohsensus has emerged and those on v/hich more or less acute divergencies s t i l l need 
to be removed have been i d e n t i f i e d v/ith s u f f i c i e n t c l a r i t y . The Committee v/ould 
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tliere'fore appear to be in_ a position f u l l y to discharge i t s ro l e , vdiich i s to 
negotia,te o, m u l t i l a t e r a l convention. The experience of l a s t yea,r shov/ed that the 
continuation of t h e ' b i l a t e r a l ne'gotiations between the united States and the 
Soviet Union — vdiich v/e v;ould l i k e to see rapidly concluded — and the p a r a l l e l 
holding of m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations are not only not i n c o m p a t i b l e b u t may prove 
t o b e mutually b e n e f i c i a l . 

The progress maxle, at both the m u l t i l a t e r a l and the b i l a t e r a l l e v e l s , on the 
c r u c i a l issue of v e r i f i c a t i o n , holds out hope that a positive conclusion to the talks 
i s henceforth no longer unattainahle. Ita^ly i s convinced tha,t an e f f i c i e n t system of 
verifica.tion can be based on a number of геа.зопаЬ1е measures accepta.ble to a l l - S t a t e s ; 
the agreement to include "on-site inspections" i n some,cases i s an important step 
for\fa.rd i n t i l l s respect. 

: Ver i f ica.tion of the use to v/hich chemicaJ v/eapons may ha-ve been put i s an 
essential aspect of the question of v e r i f i c a t i o n i n general. I t a l y , aware of the 
need to establish, here and nov/, a. form of international procedure, especially i n a, 
s i t u a t i o n demanding the strengthening of mutual confidence, f i r m l y supported 
resolution 35/144C adopted at the t l i i r t y - f i f t h 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 v/eapons in"some parts of the 
v/orld, t h i s resolution pursues the dual objective of strengthening the' Geneva, Protocol 
of 1925? by f i l l i n g certain gaps, and helping to improve the climate of confidence 
among nations wliich has been seriously undermined by certain international events. 

The elaboration of a. comprehensive programme of disarmajnent is. an i n i t i a t i v e 
whpse potential advantages have alv/ays been recognized by I t a l y . It would seem 
reCi.listÍG to believe tha.t, by resuming the negotiations begun la.st year a,t the outset 
of the current session, the Disarmament Committee v / i l l be ahle to complete i t s v/ork 
in' time for the programme to be submitted to the second s-p-3cial session f o r 
consideration, as requested i n the relevant General Assembly resolution. The I t a l i a n 
delegation is- ready to paxticipate i n this v/ork, i n a constructive and open-minded 
s p i r i t . I t s position on the vajrious points at issue i s v/ell-knov/n and ha.s been set 
forth i n the vjorking papers that have been submitted from time to time. It rests on 
a. number of general principles v/hich, i n our viev/, should be suita-bly reflected i n the 
comprehensive programme: a.bove a l l , respect f o r the fundamental right of e£vCh State 
to i t s security, wliich means, i n the v/ords of the F i n a l Document, tlmt "at each stage, 
the objective should be undiminished security at the lov/est possible l e v e l of 
armaments." The concept of security i s complex and may have different meanings 
depending on'the geostra.tegic situa^tion of each State and other fa.ctors. It i s 
essential that an e f f o r t be made to talce account of these diverse interpreta.tions 
and to adopt a balanced approach to the:various problems — one v/hich respects the 
balance betv/een nuclear disarmament mea.sures and conventional disarma,ment measures, 
betv/een global disarmament measures and regional measures, and betv/een the scope of 
the l i m i t a t i o n s agreed and the extent of v e r i f i c a t i o n s . 
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For many countriec, including my ovrn, the c r i t e r i o n of balance i s fundamental, 
and the raaán attraction of a. disaxmament programme purporting to be ''comprehensive'' 
i s ; 'precisely that such a balanced approach i s possible. Each part of the world ha.o 
passed through different i i i s t o r i c a l experiences. As regards I t a l y , and i t s omi 
p a r t i c u l a r situation i n the European region, security caii only be a^chieved, at the 
present stage, within the context of a c o l l e c t i v e self-defence a l l i a j i c e , i n conformity 
vjith A r t i c l e 51 of the Chapter of the United Nations. 

It. i s on the ba.3is of. these facts, r e s u l t i n g from the ge o p o l i t i c a l r e a l i t y , that 
my country i s doing i t s utmost to promote arms-control and disarmament measures. 
Other States and other regions ha.ve had different experiencçs and acquired a , 
different outlook. The problem i s to t r y to understand these differences and to 
harmonize them â s much as possible. 

The pa.rticular insistence of my delegalion, and of other delegations, on the 
search f o r a, balance between nuclear disarmament measures and conventional disarmament 
measures, stems from t i l l s r e a l i t y . 

The p r i o r i t y which i s r i g h t l y accorded to nuclear disarmament because of the 
devastating effects of nuclear weapons should not mahe us overlook the fact tlia.t, 
since 1945? millions of people have been victims of conventional weapons,., and that 
f o u r - f i f t h s of milito,ry expenditure i n the vrorld i s allocaled to conventional weapons 
and armed forces. These s t a t i s t i c s assume even greater significance when the 
interrelationship betvjeen disarmament and development i s taken into consideration. 

In my o'pinion, the Committee vrould be well axlvised, i n the interests of the 
general balance a.nd effi c i e n c y of i t s г/огк, to consider, also, specific problems 
rela,ting to conventional disarmament. In t l i i s connection, I would remind the 
Committee of a working paper (CD/'56) vrhich I t a l y submitted to i t last, year on a 
subject vihich i t rega.rds a.s being of top p r i o r i t y , namely, the control and l i m i t a t i o n 
of the interna^tional transfer of weapons. 

In this context, the comprehensive programme of disarmament may provide a useful 
reference framework, capable of co-ordinating particular i n i t i a t i v e s i f i t succeeds i n 
proposing an integrated set of disarmament measures to be applied, under adequate 
control, i n successive sta-ges of the dioarraaraent process. A set of balanced measures 
would be more effective i n precluding the r i s k of u n i l a t e r a l advantages a,nd i n ensuring 
that each phase met the same c r i t e r i o n of balance and s t a b i l i t y . Seen i n this l i g h t , 
neither the establishment of tiffie-limits nor the imposition of l e g a l l y :binding 
obligations can play a decisive role;, the safeguarding, at each stage, ..of. an over-all 
balance caps.ble of stimulating the indispensa.ble p o l i t i c a l w i l l of the parties 
concerned, i t seems to us, i s certainly more important. 

My delegation i s convinced thait useful negotiations on r a d i o l o g i c a l 
vreapons and on strengthening the security of the non-nuclear-weapon States can be 
resumed inmedia.tely. Progress on these matters vrould constitute--a positive element 
i n the over-all balance of the Committee's work. My delegation i s w i l l i n g , moreover, 
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to discuss the most ajppx"oprinte means vvhereby the Committee could give adequate 
consideration to the.problem of the complete p r o l i i b i t i o n of nuclear-weapon tests,-
Two elements emerged during the second h::-,lf of I98O v.'hich d-2serve speciaJ. ,?!,ttention: 
the detailed three-Power report submitted to th i s Com,mittoe on 31 July I9SO (CD/130), 
and the second Revievj Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the lion-Proliferation 
of. Nuclear Weapons, held i n August t.he same year. 

The t r i p a r t i t e report marks a very important sta.ge i n efforts to reach agreement 
on a, comprehensive test ban. It outlines a universa.l type of trea,ty which could 
cert a i n l y include a truly, interna.tional v e r i f i c a t i o n system. This p o s s i b i l i t y , which 
i s g r a t i f y i n g , leads us to believe that"conditions are ripe f o r the opening of concrete 
negotiations i n this forum.. I f the CTB i s developed as an authentically m.ultilatcra,l 
legal instrument, i t w i l l r e t a i n a l l i t s value as a res t r a i n i n g influence on v e r t i c a l 
and horizontal p r o l i f e r a t i o n . The most effective way of committing the entire 
interna^tional community vrould be for a l l States to participate i n the v e r i f i c a t i o n 
system envisaged: t h i s process of "multilateralization'' can talce place only w i t l i i n 
the Disarmament Committee, the only m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating organ i n the clisa,rmament 
f i e l d . 

The v/ork of the second Pieviev/ Conference of the P?.rties to the NPT revealed the 
lim i t a t i o n s of the e x i s t i n g non-proliferation system. That system i s threatened vrith. 
progressive erosion; consequently, i t i s desira.ble to elaborante new measures c.aJculated 
to streng1;hen i t and at the same time to encourage the sear-ch f o r a ne\i international 
consensus on nuclear matters. To th i s end, a comprehensive test-ban treaty could 
represent an effective measure that could be speedily applied. Again i n this f i e l d , 
experience shovrs — and I refer to the excellent vrork carried out so f a r by the group 
of seismic experts — tha.t the results of the. m u l t i l a t e r a l efforts ma,de i n t h i s area 
could, also malee a useful contribution to the trila.tera.l negotiations. 

. l-Ir. Chairman, the Committee on Disarmament i s s t i l l the principa,l negotia.ting -
body for the disarmament process at the global l e v e l , owing to i t s mission, and the 
i n s t i t u t i o n a l tasks entrusted to i t . Last year, i t registered limited but s i g n i f i c a n t 
progress, both on the structuring of i t s a c t i v i t i e s and on the substance of negotiation.i 
Those results .were achieved largely tlirough the common determination of participa^ting 
delega-tions to see i n the vrorsening of the international s i t u a t i o n an encouragement to 
negotiate, rather than a reason to dovm tools. 

I t a l y hopes that the vrork v/hich has just begun w i l l be imbued viith t h i s same 
s p i r i t of determination. I t reaffirms i t s complete readiness to act i n a constructive 
manner to promote the necessa,ry• agreements i n a f i e l d of such vita.l importance to 
manlcind as that of arms l i m i t a t i o n and. disarmament, l-.'orld public opinion, r i g h t l y 
concerned by developments on the internationa.l scene, must be able to fi n d a source 
of hope i n the vrork of our Committee and i n that of other international organizations 
engaged on the same task. 

The CHAIFJL'N (translated from French) : I thanlc His Excellency Mr. Speranza, 
Under-Secretary of State of the Ministry of Foreign A f f a i r s of I t a l y , for. his 
statement. I should also l i k e to thanlc him for the kind v/ords he addressed to the 
Chair. 
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I-Ir. VEMCATESWARân (in d i a ) : l-'Ir. Chairman, i t i s a matter of great s a t i s f a c t i o n 
to my delegation to see yon. assume the ' Chairmanship of our-.Committee, not only 
becaxise of the close and extensive relations between our two countries but also: 
because we have, through our assccia/tion, learnt to admire your diplomatic s l d . l l and 
have come to repose confidence i n уогпг a b i l i t y to chart the work of the Committee 
ov-er a constructive course. I pled.ge to you the f u l l e s t co-operation of my delegation 
i n the d-ischarge of youx- d i f f i c u l t duties. 

I take tho opportunity also to o:q3ress tho appreciation of my delegation to the 
distinguished Ambassador of Ethiopia, H.E. Ta.desse Tcrrefe., who so ably conducted the 
work of the Committee at i t s concluding session l a s t yeai". To him. f e l l the d i f f i c u l t 
task of reconciling the sometimes divergent and opposing vievfs of member delegations 
into Э. coherent consensus eventually reflected i n the Committee's report to the 
United Nations General Assembly at i t s t h i r t y - f i f t h session. 

On behalf of the Indian delegation, I welcome i n our midst today four new 
colloagues, namely, tho distinguished Ambassadors of Egypt, Palâstan, Romania and 
Zaire. We have no doubt that the i r presence i n the Committee váll fujrther advance 
the common cause to v/hich WG are a l l co.mmitted. 

In reviewing the work of the Conmiittee during i t s l a s t session, my delega.tion has 
drawn some relevant conclusions. We would l i k e to share these with the Committee i n 
the hope that they nay help us i n using tho lim.ited time at our disposal diu-ing the 
session more e f f i c i e n t l y i n discharging our mandate. 

During I9QO, the Committee on Disarmament spent an inordinately long time over 
procedural questions. We strongly believe that the Committoc has s u f f i c i e n t l y 
f l e x i b l e rulos of procedure to enable i t to discharge i t s main function of undertalcing 
substantive negotiations, without getting virapped щ) i n vrhat i s a common disease with 
most international forums, namely, a preoccupation with procedure. The decision l a s t 
year to set up four Ad hoc Working Groups was exti-emely important and s i g n i f i c a n t , 
but our delegation would have wished that these Groups could.have started t h e i r 
substantive work right at the start of our I98O session without los i n g an inordinate 
amount of tim.e for the rather formal decisions to be taken On thei r detailed. 
mandates. This experience leads us strongly to urge that the four Au. hoc Worlcing 
Groups which functioned so ef f e c t i v e l y i n the l a t t e r half of the I98O session, and 
wliich the Committee agreed i n i t s report should continue t h e i r work i n 1 9 3 1 , should be 
set up now, immediately, without any loss of time. They should bo requested to 
commence s i t t i n g s under the exi s t i n g mandates while we negotiate new mandates, 
wherever they may be considered necessary, f o r any part i c u l a r Worlcing Group. My • 
delegation i s prepared to proceed on t l i i s basis straight away and to participate i n 
th e i r work. 

With respect to the agenda of our Committee f o r the current session, I am 
sure everyone would agree that none of tho seven items on the agenda of the Committee 
l a s t year have i n fact, been dealt with cxliaustively or i n a conclusive .manner. I t 
would be therefore quite appropriate i f essentially the same agenda wero to 
continue to serve us dinring our current session as w e l l . 

http://sld.ll
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As f a r as the programme of work i s concerned, my delegation as alv/ays has an 
open mind. These arc matters v/hich nay Ъо settle d to tho host interest of a l l - t h e 
delegations i n th i s Commj-ttee through mutual consultations t>iat may Ъо condticted by 
our distinguished Chairman. The Cliairman as v/ell as the Secretariat arc quite av/are 
of the major preoccupations of the various delegations represented i n this Committee. 
I have no doubt that they v/ould be able to v/ork out a successful and flejcible 
programme of v/ork f o r t h i s Committee, taldng these preoccupations into acco\int. 

bfy delegation has consistently attached the highest urgency and importance to the 
negotiation of urgent measures f o r the achievement of nuclear disarmament and f o r the 
prevention of a nuclear v/e.r. V/e have stated before, and. v/o v/ould l i k e to rei t e r a t e 
again, that v/e consider i t i i o n i c a l and inexplicable that an issue v/hich has a 
direct bearing upon the very survival of mankind i s yet to receive the kind of 
intensive and vrrgent attention i t c l e a r l y deserves i n this m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating 
body. Pev/ i n this Committee v/oUld disagree that V/orlcing Groups are the best mechanism 
fo r conducting substantive negotiations on the various items on our agenda. Nuclear 
disarmament i s an item on our agenda. Nuclear disarm.ament i s also the most important 
item on the agenda since the use of nuclear vi/capons anyv'/hore v / i l l have catastrophic 
consequences for manlcLnd as a v/hole. V/e f a i l , therefore, to ujxlerstand v/hy there i s 
s t i l l opposition to the sotting up of ah ad hoc woilcing group to vmdertako 
negotiations on t h i s v i t a l question v/Ioich affects the security of a l l nations of the 
v/orld. The Group of 21 already at the l a s t session put forv/ard a proposal f o r the 
se t t i n g up of such a.v/orlcing grotip. This c a l l v/as also reiterated at the 
t h i r t y - f i f t h session of the General Assembly i n i t s resolution 35/152 C. I t i s the 
earnest hope of my delegation that the Coiamittee v / i l l be able to achieve a speedy 
consensus on this proposal and that the v/orlcing group can commence i t s deliberations 
at the very beginning of the I9SI spring session. I t v / i l l be a shameful r e f l e c t i o n 
on.this Committee i f the delegations represented here go to the second special, session 
of -the General Assembly on disarmament v/ithout some concrete iprogress to report on 
v/hat the P i n a l Document of the f i r s t special session categorically declared to be the 
most urgent problem facing mankind. 

The Grovip of 21, during the 15ЗО session of tho Committee, also strongly pressed 
for the se t t i n g up of a world.ng group f o r the negotiation of a comprehensive 
test-ban treatji-. Unfortimately, such an ad hoc v/orlcing group could not be set up i n 
I98O oviing to-the negative attitude of some nuclear-v/eapon States and t h e i r a l l i e s . 
I v/ould appeal to these delegations to r e f l e c t upon tho consequences of 0]p.posing the 
v/lshes of the vast majority of the nations and peoples of the world v/ho quite 
r i g h t l y regard the continuation of nuclear vicapons t e s t i n g as a particu.lai-ly cynical 
disregard of the interests of the v/orld conmiunity and harmful to tho human race as a 
v/hole. India v/as amongst the e a r l i e s t proponents of a comprehensive test ban treaty 
and hopes that a l l nucle?.r^v/eapon States v / i l l dcm.onstrato the necessary p o l i t i c a l v / i l l 
i n agreeing to a consensus on this proposal, which v/ould also serve to establish the 
c r e d i b i l i t y of t h e i r professed commitment to the goal of achieving nuclear 
disarmament. 

I t i s not the intention of my delegation at t l i i s stage to dv/ell at length on' 
each item on our agenda. However, i t has t r a d i t i o n a l l y been the pra,ctice of 
delegations to use t h e i r opening statements i n the plenary to liighlight v/hat they 
consider to be the most urgent questions that must be dealt v/ith by the Committee on 
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Disaxmament. As mus't already be obvious from our strong support for the proposal for 
the s e t t i n g up of a new ad hoc worldng group for the conduot of negotiations on 
nuclear disarmajnent, my delegation continues to'attach the highest importance to the, 
achievement of nuclear disarmaiiiont and the prevention of nuclear war. 

lifhile the Committee on Disarmament opens i t s deliberations today, i t i s 
s i g n i f i c a n t that the Commission on Human Rights has already been i n session f o r the 
past fevj days' here i n Geneva.. Perhaps we ought to remind ourselves of the inte,gral 
l i n k wliich exists betv/eeh the achievement of disarmament and. the promotion of human 
r i g h t s . After a l l , the most basic and fundamental human right i s the rig h t to l i f e 
i t s e l f . I t i s precisely this right which i s tlireatened bj^ the continued accumulation 
and refinement of the instruments of death. And who v.^uld deny that the most 
h o r r i f i c instrument of death that man has created so f a r i s the thermonuclear vreapon? 

V/hen nuclear weapons came into existence, towards the close of the second world 
viar, they were recognized as constituting a t o t a l l y nev7 dimension- i n the history^ of 
warfare. The destructive power of these г̂ гeapons puts them i n a class apart from' even 
the most destructive conventional weapons ever known. For the f i r s t time, tho 
instantaneous annihilation of an entire State or gxoup of States had become fe a s i b l e . 
Also f o r the f i r s t time, here was a weapon against which no effective defence was 
possible. 

In a world, therefore, v/it.h opposing States possessing nuclear vreapons, a war 
using nuclear weapons could only mean sxíift annihile-tion of a l l belligerents a l i k e . 
Also, unfortunately, even i f just a few nations were, to choose this path of insanity, 
the consequences vrould not bd limited merely to these, individxial States, since the 
effects of thermonuclear vreapons cannot be confined to national boundaries. The 
entire hum.an race has thus become hostage to the possible i r r a t i o n a l i t y of a fev; vrtio 
hold these weapons and viho, against a l l evidence, are busy evolving nev; theories of 
nuclear vrarfarc based on the f a l l a c y that nuclear vjar i s v/agcable, and \ííla.t i s even more 
absurd, viinnable. As members of the Conmiittee are av/aro, many distinguished 
strategists belonging to nuclear-weapon States' have themselves repeatedly exposed the 
f a l l a c y of ouch theories. 

Could nuclear v/eapons ever be conceived as a credible instrianent of v/arfare? 
I ' l i l i t a r y strategy becomes meaningless v/ithout a p o l i t i c a l objective capable of 
r e a l i z a t i o n . Nuclear v/eapons. have for the f i r s t time made possible v/hat v/as regarded 
by strategic thinkers as being u n t i l then only a theoretical p o s s i b i l i t y -- an 
Absolute \ I a x , Absolute V/ar i s senseless, p r e c i s e l y because i t would le.̂ .ye neither 
v i c t o r nor vanquished and v/ould therefore serve no conceivable p o l i t i c a l or, for that 
matter, militar^'' piirpose. Despite the fact that the use of nuclear v/eapons v/ould serve 
no r a t i o n a l p o l i t i c a l or m i l i t a r y aim and would ahnost certainly result i n assured 
mutual d e s t i T i c t i o n , how i s i t that such v/eapons not only continue to e:dLst but are 
continuously being accum'ulato'd and refined? 

In order to escape the i l l o g i c a l i t y of tho notion of an absolute v/ar that i s . 
inherent i n the invention of thermonuclear v/eapons, the concept of so-called nuclear 
deterrence has been advanced. In a nuclear age, deterrence involves the theoretical 
a b i l i t y of a State to impose unacceptable destruction on i t s adversary and, at 
the same time, i t s v/illingness to v/ithstand massive destruction, perhaps even to the 
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point of s c I f - a n n i M l a t i o n . Such a state of a f f a i r s , i t i s implied, would hopefully 
prevent the outhrealc of a nuclear war. Since, however, any..political aim xiould he 
irrelevant i n the aftermath of an actual nuclear-war, deterrence i n this context i s 
i n the l a s t analysis based on dangerous b l u f f . I t i s ultimately based on the 
i r r a t i o n a l i t y of accepting the idea of national suicide. 

The lack of r a t i o n a l i t y as well as c r e d i b i l i t y that i s inherent i n such a 
doctrine has not boon l o s t on those who- espouse i t . However, instead of 
aclcnovfiedging the i l l o g i c a l i t y of the use of nuclear weapons and talcing urgent steps 
to achieve nuclear disarmament, nu.clear-v;eapon States havo chosen to attempt the 
impossible and to square the nuclear c i r c l e by adopting two different tacks both 
equally i n v a l i d v/hen examined closely. On the one hand, nuclear weapons technology 
has moved i n the dir e c t i o n of evolving a whole range of so-called t a c t i c a l or 
b a t t l e f i e l d nuclear weapons that would create the i l l u s i o n of bridging the gap between 
conventional arms and strategic nucleax weapons. Concurrent \-/ith t l i i s technological 
development i s the attempt to apply t r a d i t i o n a l doctrines of use relevant only to 
conventional weapons to t h i s new generation of so-called t a c t i c a l nuclear vi^eapons. 
But as has been pointed out time and again and aclcnowledged by strategists i n 
nuclear-weapon States themselves, even the limited use of t a c t i c a l nuclear vreapons 
vrould inevitably cause massive destruction unprecedented i n htiman his t o r y . The 
effects vrould be not only immediate i n character but also of a long-term nature. 
The experience of the B i k i n i and l l a r s h a l l islands v/here nuclear-weapon tests had 
been conducted, prove that even after several d.ecádes i t may not be possible f o r 
people- to retLirn safely to an area onco devastated by nviclear weapons. The 
contamination of s o i l and vegetation, and̂  genetic distortions of the human poiDiilation 
exposed to nuclear radiation, vrliich has been the experience i n these islands vrhere • 
nuclear-weapon tests v/ere carried out, should warn those who continue to believe that 
somehovr the use of so-called t a c t i c a l nuclear vreapons would result i n acceptable 
damage as compared vrith the uso of strategic nuclear weapons. Even i f a nuclear 
exchange could be kept to an i l l u s o r y " t a c t i c a l " threshold, no r a t i o n a l p o l i t i c a l or 
m i l i t a r y aim could possibly be achieved. 

In any case, nobody believes that once nuclear weapons of any Icind axe a c t u a l l y 
used, escalation to г. global nuclear vrar using strategic nuclear v/eapons could 
possibly be avoided. An i r r a t i o n a l zero cannot be divided into r a t i o n a l f r a c t i o n s . 
Let us aclaiovrledge once f o r a l l that the very nature of nuclear weapons makes i t 
impossible to tise them, f o r achieving any conceivable r a t i o n a l p o l i t i c a l or m i l i t a r y 
objective. A nuclear vrar, by i t s very natuoro, vrould serve no purpose other than to 
threaten the existence of the human race. 

We come next to the question vrhether a nuclear vrar can bo avoided and peace i n 
t h i s nuclear age safeguarded soneho;-r by the competitive accumulation of grovring and 
sopliisticated arsenals of nuclear vreapons by the nuclear-weapon States. TMs i s what 
i s implied by the current theories of nuclear deterrence and strategic balance. 
My delegation vroxild submit that inherent i n the concept of deterrence i s an i m p l i c i t 
commitment to a continuing and accelerating nuclear arms race. A state of 
so-called p a r i t y or strategic balance i s , from the point of view of any p a r t i c u l a r 
participant i n the nuclear race, the least satisfactory point on the variable scale 
of so-called deterrence. After a l l j the greater the povrer to destroy the adversary 
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while at the same time being able to' l i m i t or escape damage to oneself, the higher 
the l e v e l of so-called ''deterrence" vrtiich. i s • presumed to have been achieved. It i s 
not strange, therefore, that those who subscribe to these doctrines assert that a 
nuclear war can be fought and won. I t i s also not strange that the impossible goal 
of an. ultimate defence against a nuclear attack continues to be pursued..'^ Proponents 
of such views argue f o r the accumulation of larger and more refined nuclear arsenals 
on the postulate that -unless i t i s demonstrated that a nuclear-weapon Práj-er has 
achieved the capability of f i g h t i n g and winning at every l e v e l of a possible nuclear 
exchange, deterrence would not be a credible posture. ' Thus the perverted lo g i c of 
so-called deterrence keeps feeding on i t s e l f , requiring a continuous escalation of 
weapons systems i n a vain search for the v ; i l l o' the wisp of strategic superiority. 
Thus, while so-called p a r i t y or strategic balance i s trumpeted as the keeper of the 
peace i n the nixclear age, thei-e i s , i n f a c t , a continuous endeavour to overturn that 
balance, precisely because of the logic wliich the concept of deterrence imposes. 

The foregoing analysis leads us to two major conclusions. F i r s t l y , no doctrines 
concerning the use of nuclear v/eapons have so far been designed, or i n fact can be 
designed, which vrould be credible i n the sense that t h e i r adoption could lead to the 
achievement of any conceivable p o l i t i c a l objective. Attempts to t r y somehow to f i t 
the.use, of nuclear vreapons.into the f a m i l i a r mould of doctrines applicable to 
the lise of conventional vreapons become untenable abstractions. The r e a l i t y i s that 
the use of any.type of nuclear weapon ánytíhere w i l l i n e v i tably result i n a global 
nuclear holocaust. The second conclusion i s that concepts of so-called, deterrence 
carry within them, the dragon-seed of a relentless nuclear arms race. Deterrence 
involves a perpetual search f o r m i l i t a r y superiority over an adversary. Although i n 
the nuclear age the search for such a m i l i t a r y s u p e r i o i i t y i s irr e l e v a n t , i t i s 
precisely such a purs-uit of i l l u s o r y and unattainable superiority that has continued 
to f u e l the nuclear arms race wirLch vre are vritnessing today. 

As we see i t , the acliievement of nuclear disarmament has become a 
categorical imperative precisely because nuclear arms can no longer serve any 
conceivable p o l i t i c a l purpose for any iJtate which claims to conduct i t s pol i c y on a 
rat i o n a l basis. On the other hand, the concept of nuclear deterrence wliich-has been 
evolved to f i t nuclear weaponry into the realm of a ra t i o n a l vrar strategy v r i l l tend 
to perpetuate a technological race f o r the perfection Of nuclear arms i n the vain 
hope of achieving the capability of v i s i t i n g t o t a l a n n i l i i l a t i o n on an adversary 
while escaping such annihilation oneself. 

I'hr. Chairman, vrhile a l l nuclear-vreapon States have soleimily and form.ally 
committed themselves to the goal of achieving nuclear disarmament, developments i n 
nuclear weaponry over the past two decades, as well as the evolution of strategic 
doctrines governing the i r use, have made this commitment less and less credible. 
Today, the nuclear-weapon States have.fullj'- integrated the i r nu.clear arsenals into 
t h e i r war-fighting machines and vre increasingly hear assertions that, f o r at least 
some of these States, national defence i s incomplete vrithout the possession of 
nuclear weapons. Even vrhere negotiations have talcen place among some of the 
nuclear-vreapon States, they have not been directed tovrards the achievement of nuclear 
disarmament, but rather tovrards devising ingenioiis means to enable them to l i v e vrith 
the r e a l i t y of nuclear vreapons, at higher levels of acoumulation. The regulation of 
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nuclear competition rather than the genuine achievement of nuclear disarmament has 
been the tlrrust of negotiations concerning nuclear weapons so f a r . The rest of us
are accordingly e n t i t l e d to ask when we can hope that nuclear v/eapons v / i l l be-
eliminated. Nuclear-víeapon States ov̂ e us a, duty'to explain tho inconsistencies'and 
contradictions betv/een t h e i r formal commitment to achieve nuclear disarmament and 
the pursuit of contrary p o l i c i e s v/hich seek to integrate nuclear v/eapons permanentlj'-
into t h e i r m i l i t a r y apparatus. They m.ust also explain hov/ they reconcile t h e i r 
avov/ed aim of achieving nuclear disarmament with t h e i r espou.sal of the concept of 
deterrence. To my delegation i t i s obvious that the nuclear arms race cannot be' 
controlled or checked, so long as the concept of deterrence remains the central 
feature of the nuclear landscape. 

If the above analysis i s correct, and i f nuclear disarmament may no longer be a 
credible, objective to be hoped f o r , then we, the non-nuclear nations of the v/orld, 
are e n t i t l e d at least to be made cl e a r l y cognizant of this' f a c t . V/e must knov/ i f 
we are offered no alternative except to reconcile ourselves to a world condemned to 
l i v e perpetually under the .shadov/ of an impending nuclear catastrophe, V/e must 
know that f o r the foreseeable .future wo s h a l l continue to be exposed at every 
moment to the p o s s i b i l i t y of a nuclear v/ar that v/ould result i n our'annihilation, 
v/ithout our being a party to the v/aging of such a war. Perhaps, once i t i s clear-
to everyone that nuclear weapons are here to stay, that those v/ho possess them, v / i l l 
adamantly, refuse to agree to t h e i r elimination, then the v/orld community may bo able 
to recast i t s assumptions about the Icind of v/orld v/e are doomed to l i v e i n . 

V/e.have nov/ reached a point where some of the most fundamental assimiptions on 
v/hich the whole structure of our negotiations on disarmament measures have so f a r • 
been based require to be reviev/ed and examined. I f these assumptions are not 
ca r e f u l l y scrutinized'how, v/e continue to run the r i s k of chasing after shadovi/s v/ith 
l i t t l e hope of tangible r e s u l t s . I t i s f o r this reason that v/e believe i t i s 
urgently necessary to set up an Ad hoc V/orking Group on Nuclear Disarmament, so that 
the Committee on Disarmament, as a negotiating body, can examine objectively v/hether 
the assumptions on v/hich v/e have r e l i e d with regard to the bringing about of 
nviclear disarmament continue to be v a l i d . This scrutiny v/ould be i n the interest 
not merely of non-nuclear—v/eapon States but of the nuclear-v/eapon States also. 
For, once i t i s established beyond question that the accvunulation of nuclear 
arsenals and the espousal.of strategic doctrines concerning the use of nuclear 
v/eapons have not brought about security for them, but on the contrary condemned them 
to a state of perpetual insecvurity, these covmtries may perhaps be persuaded to 
change thei r l i n e of thinlcing and joi n the mainstreaJtn of v/orld opinion. Once i t i s 
re a l i z e d that'nuclear v/ar i s unv/ageable and -onv/innable, nuclear disarmament ceaJses 
to be merely an i d e a l : i t becomes a paramount necessity. 

During this session our Committee v / i l i also be considering questions r e l a t i n g 
to the p r o l i i b i t i o n of chemical v/oa,pons and r a d i o l o g i c a l v/eapons. My delegation's 
stand on these tv/o issues has been made clear i n the statements v/e have made both 
i n the plenary as w e l l as i n the V/orking Groups d-uring the session of the 
Committee on Disarmament l a s t year. As f a r as chemical v/eapons are concerned, v/e 
are g r a t i f i e d by tho substantive v/ork done by the V/orld.ng Group l a s t year, V/e hope 
that the Ad Hoc V/.orlàng Group on Chemcal v/eapons v / i l l recommence i t s s i t t i n g s and 
resume i t s siibstantive work without delay. Progress i n this area i s important 
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because there are already certain omnous developments which, i f allowed to'proceed 
unchecked, could, constitute yet another curse to the'existence of maiilcind. .By th i s 
I mean the danger posed Ъу the development of binary chemical v/eapons. These 
dangerous trends must spur us on to achieve a chemical vreapons convention, i f possible 
during this very session of the Commáttee. Soon after attaining independence, India 
abjured the production and use of chemical vreapons. lly delegation i s therefore f i i l l y 
committed to this objective and v r i l l make a pos i t i v e contribution to the best of i t s 
a b i l i t y . lly delegation continues to have a pos i t i v e attitixde also on the negotiation 
of a convention on the p r o h i b i t i o n of ra d i o l o g i c a l vreapons. During m u l t i l a t e r a l 
negotiations on th i s subject l a s t year vre raised certain. inportant points of p r i n c i p l e 
concerning the d e f i n i t i o n of ra d i o l o g i c a l vreapons. We trust that diuring the 
consideration of the problem this year, a reasonable solution to th i s question can be 
found. . 

One of the important tasks before this Committee i s the elaboration of a 
comprehensive programme of disarmament. Iftiile the elements of such a programme have 
already been set forth by the United Nations Disarmament Commission, this -Committee 
vrould have to put i n a considerable am.ount of viork i n regard to i t s formulation and 
negotiation. My delegation believes that the programme has to be as s p e c i f i c as 
possible and should also contain some indication as to the tine-frame vrithin vrhich 
the various disarmament measures contained i n the programme are to be rea l i z e d . 
Without a b u i l t - i n time-frame, the programme would have l i t t l e p r a c t i c a l p o l i t i c a l 
relevance. V/e earnestlj'- hope that during the current negotiations we may be able 
to f i n d a broad consensus on this issue. 

V/e are only a l i t t l e more than a year avray from the General Assem.bly's second 
special session on disarmament. This Committee vras set up.in 197̂  as a negotiating 
body by the General Assembly at i t s f i r s t special session on disarmament i n order to 
formulate urgent measiires of disarmament. I f we are unable to record any substantial 
progress i n negotiations on the various items on our agenda before the second special 
session i s convened, vre s h a l l be seen as having f a i l e d i n the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y placed 
on us by the international community, V/e hope, accordingly, that a l l delegations 
present here v r i l l шке a conscious attempt during the current session to avoid 
procedural wrangles and also to r e s i s t the tenptation of turning this body into a 
forum for polemical exchanges. The business of th i s Committee i s to negotiate on 
disarmament measixres, V/e cannot, as. a pretext f o r delaying our vrork, v.se the 
argument that the international environment has worsened. I f vre do not discharge 
the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y given to us, the international environment v r i l l undoubtedly woi'sen 
further; 

In conclusion, I vrould l i k e to eniphasize the urgency vrhich my delegation 
fervently hopes v r i l l infuse the proceedings of this Committee during i t s current session. 
In a speech at the United Nations General Assem.bly i n I 9 6 I the late Prime Minister of 
India, Javraharlal Nehru said, "I am coriv'inced that the modem vrorld cannot continue 
for long vrithout f u l l disarmament. I t i s perhaps true ultimately that the material 
advance vrhich has taken place i n the vrorld and which i s m,agnificent has gone far ahead 
of the d.evelopment of the human mind, A mind vrhich lags behind and thinlcs i n terms 
of hovr nations functioned and vrars occurred a hundred or tvro hundred years ago does not 
f i t i n vrith the modern age. Emotionally, vre do not f u l l y understand the p o s s i b i l i t y 
of a nuclear war. Otherwise i t seems to me impossible that there shoxild be continuing 
deadlocks and iiTpasses, for under modem conditions vrar must be ruled out or hiiman 
c i v i l i z a t i o n has to submit to the ending of a l l that i t has laboured f o r thousands of 
years to bui l d . I f that i s true, i t i s important and urgent that vre should approach 
this question of disarmament vrith speed, deliberation and determination to solve i t " , 
Mr. Chairman, India's approach to questions of disarmament continues to dravr i t s 
i n s p i r a t i o n from these vrords. 
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The СНАДаШТ (translated from French); I thard-c His Excellency 
Ambassador Venlcateswaran f o r his statement•and I am grateful to him for the kind and • 
f r i e n d l y words he addressed to the Chair. 

The statement we have just heard i s the l a s t , according to the l i s t of speakers, 
for t h i s plenary meeting. I shovild l i k e tolmow i f any other delegations wish to 
take the f l o o r . 

I f not, I propose that ;-;e now look b r i e f l y at some questions concerning the 
organization of our work for the coming days. 

I should l i k e to draw the attention of delegations to the following documents 
Vihich they now have before them: f i r s t , document CD/14O, e n t i t l e d "Letter dated 
2 February 1981 from the Secretary-General of the United Nations to the Chairman of 
the Committee on -Disarmament transniitting the resolutions on disarmament adopted by 
the General Assembly at i t s t h i r t y - f i f t h session". Then there i s docuinent 
CD/lNF,l/Rev.4, e n t i t l e d "Basic information f o r delegations on conference arrangements 
and documentation".' 

As you Icnov;, rule .29 of о-цг rules of procedure provides that "the pro v i s i o n a l 
agenda and the programme of vrork s h a l l be drawn up by the Chairman of the Committee 
with the assistance of the Secretary and presented to the Committee for consideration 
and adop t i o n " , 

In conformity Viith that rule I have submitted, to the Committee a vrorld.ng paper 
v/hich could, i f the Committee agrees, be examined at an informal meeting to be held 
tomorrowj Wednesday, at 3 p.m. I f there i s no objection, we could at the same 
meeting consider the requests submitted by States not mem.bers of the Committee 
concerning t h e i r p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n our deliberations. The Secretariat has today 
distributed informally, at my request, the texts of the communications so far received 
on this subject. 

Lastly, i f vre have -time, vre could, s t i l l at the informal neeting, have a f i r s t 
exchange of views on the subject of viorking groups. 

I f there are no other commeiits i n th i s connection I propose to adjourn this-
plenary meeting nov/. The next plenary meeting v / i l l be held on Tlmrsday, 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, Wednesday, at 3 p.m. I f there are • 
no further observations on these proposals, I s h a l l adjourn the meeting. 



CD/PV.102 
5 February 1981 
ENGLISH 

FINAL HECORD OP THE HUNDRED AND SECOND MEETING 

held at the P a l a i s des Nations, Geneva, 
on Thursday, 5 February. 1981, at 10.30 a.m. 

Chairman; Mr. F. de là Gorce (France) 

GE.81-60114 



CD/PV.102 
2 

PRESENT AT THE TABLE 

Algeria; 

Argentina; 

A u s t r a l i a ; 

Belgium; 

B r a z i l ; 

Bulgaria; 

Burma; 

Canada; 

China: 

Cuba: 

Czechoslovakia: 

Mr. A. MAATI 

Mr. P. JIMENEZ DAVILA 
Miss N. PREYRE PENABAD 

Mr. R.A. V/AEKER 
Mr. R. STEELE 
Mr. T. PINDLAY 

Ш. A . ONKELINX 
Mr. J.-M. NOIRPALISSE • 

Mr. C.A. DE SOÏÏZA E SILVA 
Mr, S. DE QUEIROZ DÜARTE 

Mr. P. VOUTOV 
Mr. R. DEYANOV 
Mr. K. PRAMOV 

и SAW HLAING 
и THAN HTUN 

Mr. D.S. McPHAIL 
Mr. G. SKINNER 

Mr. LIANG Yufan 
Mr. YÜ Mengjia 
Mr. LIN Cheng 
Mr. PAN Ju-Sheng 
Mrs. GE Yi-Yun 

Mrs. V. BOROWDOSKY JACKIEWICH 

Mr. M, RUZM 
Mr. P. LUKES 
Mr. A. CIMA 
Mr. L. STAVINOHA 



CL/PV.102 
' 3 

Egypt; 

Ethiopia; 

France; 

German Democratic Republic; 

Germany, Federal Republic of; 

Hungary; 

India; 

Indonesia; 

Iran; 

I t a l y ; 

Mr. I.A. HASSAN 
Mr. M.W. PAHMY" 

Mr. T. TERREFE 
Mr. P. YOHAMES 

Mr, P. DE LA GORCE 
Mr. J . DE BEAUSSE 
Mr, M. COUTHURES 

Mr. G. HERDER 
Mr, H. THIELICIŒ 
Mr. M. SCHNEIDER 
Mr. M. MULPUSS 
Mr. P. BUNTIG 

Mr. G. PPEIFPER 
Mr. N. IÍLINGLER 
Mr. H. MULLER 
Mr. W. ROHR 

Mr. I . KOmVBS 

Mr. C. GYORPFY 
Mr. A. LAIÍATOS 

Mr- S. SARAN 

Mr. S. DARUSMAN 
Mr, M, SIDIK 

Mr, M. DABIRI 
Mr. D. AI'IERI 
Mr. J . ZAHIRNIA 

Mr. V. CORDERO DI MONTEZEMOLO 
Mr. A. CIARRAPICO 
Mr. B. CABRAS 
Mr. E. DI GIOVANNI 



CD/PV.102 
4 

Japan; 

Kenya; 

Mexico; 

Mongolia; 

Morocco; 

Netherlands ; 

Nigeria; 

Pakistan; 

Peru; 

Poland; 

Mr. Y. OIÍAWA 
Mr. R. ISHII 
Mr. K. SHIMADA 

Mr. S. ЗНТТЕЖ 
Mr. G.N. MÜNIU 

Mr. A. GARCIA ROBLES 
Mr. A. CACERES 

Mr. D. ERDEMBILEG 

Mr. A. SKALLI 
Mr. M. CHRAIBI 

Mr. R.H. PEIN 
Mr. H. WAGENMAKERS 

Mr. 0. ADENIJI 
Mr. ¥.0. AICTNSANYA 
ílr. T. AGÜIYI-IRONSI 

Mr. M. ШШЪ 

Mr. M. AKRAM 

Mr. P. VALDIVIESO 
Mr. A. DE SOTO 
Mr. J , AURICH MONTERO 
Mr. A. THORNBERRY 

Mr. B. SUJKA 
Mr. B. RUSSIN 
Mr. S. KORIK 
Mr. J . CIALOWICZ 
Mr. T. STROJ¥AS 

Romania; Mr. L. MALITA 
Mr. 0. IONESCÜ 
Mr. T. MELESCANU 



CD/PV.102 
5 

S r i Lanka; Mr. H.M.G.S. PALIHMKAM 

Sweden; Mrs. I . THORSSON 
Mr. C. LIDGARD 
Mr. L. NORBERG 
Mr. U. ERICSSON 
Mr. S.' STROMBACK 

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

Mr. B.P. PROKOFIEV 
Mr. V.A. PERFILIEV 
Mr. L.S. MOSMOV 
Mr. Ï.V. KOSTENKO 
Mr. V.V. LOSHCHIIIN 

United Kingdom; Mr. D.M. SUMMERHAYES 
Mr. N.H. MARSHALL 
Mrs. J . I . LINK 

united States of America; Mr. c e . FLOWERREE 
Ms. К. CRITTENBERGER 
Mr. J.A. ÎCrSKEL 
Mr. H. IVILSON 
Mr. S. FITZGERALD 

Venezuela; Mr. O.A. AGUILAR 

"Yugoslavia; Mr. M, VEHUNEC 
Mr. B, BRANKOVIC 

Zaire; Mr. OSIL GNOK 

Secretary of the Committee and 
Personal Representative of the 
Secretary-General; Mr. R. JAIPAL 

Assistant Secretary-General, 
Centre f o r Disarmament; Mr. J . MARTENSON 

Deputy Secretary of the 
Committee on Disarmament; Mr. V. B E R J I S A T E G U I 



CD/PV.102 
/• о 

l'Irs. lEORSSOH (Sweden); I apologize for asking for the f l o o r also at this 
session's second plenary meeting. I do have some reasons for t h i s request. And I 
s h a l l be b r i e f . 

In yesterday's newspapers we were informed about some statements made by the 
United States Secretary of Defense, Mr. Weinberger, at his f i r s t Pentagon news 
conference l a s t Tuesday. These statements indicated that Secretary Weinberger 
might favouir the deployment of neubron warheads i n Europe. He i s quoted as sayingî 
'I think that the opportunity that this weapon gives to strengthen t a c t i o a l nuclear 
forces i s one that we very probably v/ould want to make use of." 

Mr. Weinberger's statement seems to confirm the f a c t , stated l a s t Tuesday, that 
we l i v e i n times of uncertainties and warnings, Ifnen we receive an early warning 
of this kind what should be our reaction? To wait and see? Or to t r y to do something? 

Well Mr. Chairman, on this occasion I s h a l l have to r e c a l l that i n 1977 and 1978 
strong popular movements arose i n many countries, not least i n Western Europe, i n 
severe protest against the so-called neutron bomb. There v/as reason to consider, 
with some s a t i s f a c t i o n , that this was one of the factors behind President Carter's 
decision i n autumn 1978 to defer the production of this weapon, r i g h t l y 
characterized by i t s opponents as abominable. At that time one could argue, as I 
did i n my statement i n the General Assembly's F i r s t Committee i n November 1977» that 
"public opinion i s a p o l i t i c a l r e a l i t y . " - -

But t h i s p o l i t i c a l force was reassured by President Carter's announcement i n 
autumn 1978. Not even when he l a t e r authorized the Energy Department to s t a r t 
prod.uction of some c r i t i c a l elements of the weapon did this seem to put public 
opinion on the a l e r t again. 

What has happened i n this area since then i s that another nuclear weapon power 
i s developing and testing a neutron weapon. I do not have to repeat the Swedish 
Government's consistent denouncement of t h i s weapon, which would give a new aspect 
to nuclear warfare, adding further to i t s t e r r i f y i n g effects, and which entails the 
inherent i-isk of lowering the nuclear weapon threshold. 

In accordance v/ith the Svredish Government's actions over the years, I want 
today to drav/ 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 i s , i n f a c t , as I said, an early warning. That i s 
exactly the reason why I have taken up the issue i n the Committee on Disarmament 
today. Governments and peoples should take note of the Defense Secretary's 
announcement and ponder over i t s eventual effects on the future of nations i n the 
densely populated Еггсореап continent. 

fo. HERDER (German Democratic Republic); Mr. Chairman, at the outset of my 
statement I would l i k e to congratulate you on your assumption of the chairmanship 
of the Committee on Disarmament during the f i r s t 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 w i l l make i t possible to take effective 
decisions, which vrould allow us to work e f f e c t i v e l y from the very beginning, thus 
layin g the ground for tangible progress i n our endeavours. I wish you success i n 
discharging your important duties. 
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(Mr. Herder^ German Democratic Republic) 

I t i s also a pleasure for me to take this opportunity to express my thanks and 
my adMration to the outgoing Chairman, Ambassador Terrefe from Ethiopia, for his 
performance as Chairman during the month of August and during the interim period. 
I t was thanks to his able and f l e x i b l e leadership that the Committee was i n a 
position to solve a l l problems i n connection with the elaboration of i t s report 
to the t h i r t y - f i f t h session of the United Nations General Assembly, thus i n s p i r i n g 
conditions for making fuxther strides i n our efforts to achieve progress novr, 
during the 1981 session. 

5\rrthermore, I vrould l i k e to vjelcome 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 ve had v/ith t h e i r predecessors 
w i l l continue with them. This year's session of the Committee on Disarmament i s 
st a r t i n g i t s work i n a situation characterized by serious international tensions. 
In spite of a l l the efforts exerted by peace loving forces, the arms race i s 
acquiring ever more dangerous dimensions. 

The p o l i c y of i n t e n s i f y i n g the arms race pursued by certain i m p e r i a l i s t c i x c l e s , 
.v/hich i s often called "the additional annament", i s beginning to imdermine the 
results of p o l i t i c a l détente attained v/ith great efforts i n the 1970s» Armed 
conf l i c t s continue i n various regions -of the v/orld. In spite of the resolute 
appeals made by the v/orld community, the SALT I I Treaty has not yet entered into 
force. At the same time, one nuclear Power i s propagandizing a doctrine aimed at 
making a nuclear v/ar, as i t was said, wageable and v/innable. In t h i s regard my 
delegation f u l l y shares the 'concern expressed at our meeting on 5 February by the 
distinguished representatives of Mexico, Sweden and India, VJhile we here i n 
Geneva i n the Committee on Disarmament are vmdertaking great efforts to achieve 
progress i n the f i e l d of curbing the arms race and while v/e are searching for nev/ 
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 i s , however, no reasonable alternative to peace and international 
co-operation, ¥e must do everything to continue the process of p o l i t i c a l and 
m i l i t a r y détente i n the 1980s as v/ell. In this context, the General Secretary of 
the Central Committee of the S o c i a l i s t Unity Party of Germany and Chairman of the 
Co-uncil of State of the German Democratic Republic, Erich Honecker, underlined the 
follov/ing: "To make peace more secure, the miost essential task i n world a f f a i r s 
today i s to stop the arms race and to supplement p o l i t i c a l détente v/ith disarmament. 
This task i s more pressing today than ever before. In order to restore a healthy 
international atmosphere, i t i s imperative to ensure a s h i f t i n this respect right 
now, i n the 1980s, Losing time now can only please those v/ho have embarked on an 
imper i a l i s t p o l i c y of confrontation and of continued and even heightened tension, 
thus in t e n t i o n a l l y r i s k i n g the plunging'of mankind into a nuclear Arniageddon," 

Mr. Chairman, never before has the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y that rests v/ith the Committee 
on Disarmament, as the single m u l t i l a t e r a l forглn for disarmament negotiations, been 
so apparent as nov/ i n viev/ of the complicated and aggravated international situation. 

The delegation of the German Democratic Republic believes that the Committee 
should malee more vigorous efforts now to achieve tangible progress at least on the 
most important issues on i t s agenda. This obligation i s underlined by the fact 
that the Committee has started i t s l a s t f u l l session before the second special 
session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament. 
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With f u l l - determination a,nd i n the s p i r i t of the proposals advanced by the 
Warsaw, Treaty, member States l a s t May we w i l l contribute our best to the solution of 
the tasks facing the Gommittee. The programme of disarmament proposed by the 
s o c i a l i s t States i s based on the p r i n c i p l e of imdiminished. security for a l l parties. 
I t is- .a clear evidence of the intention of the s o c i a l i s t defence organization not 
to seek a m i l i t a r y supremacy. The v a l i d i t y of the prograjBme v/as endorsed once 
again at the meeting of the leaders of the Warsaw Treaty member States held i n 
Moscow i n December of 1980. 

This programme not only takes into account the need for global steps towards 
arms l i m i t a t i o n and disarmament as they are being discussed here i n thé Committee 
but also provides for measures of m i l i t a r y détente on the regional l e v e l . We 
expect that the States p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n the Madrid meeting of the Conference on 
Security and Co-operation i n Europe, which i s novi i n session, w i l l make arrangements 
for a conference on m.ilitary détente and disarmament i n Europe. The German 
Democratic Republic attaches great importance to the Soviet-iimerican negotiations 
on the l i m i t a t i o n of nuolpa.-c armaments i n Europe as well. In i t s capacity as 
Vice-Chairman of the United Nations Ad Hoc Commj.ttee on the Indian Ocean, the 
German Democratic Republic i s i n favour of convening, as early as t h i s year, a 
United Nations conference on the Indian Ocean. The underlying objective i s to turn 
this-xegl-on into a zone of peace. 

But. good v7ords and programmes alone are not enough. Vhat i s needed i s concrete 
deeds to maintain peace. There are many examples empha.sizing the seriousness of 
our endeavours. This i s also evidenced by the withdrax/al of 20,000 Soviet troops 
a,nd 1,000 tanks from the t e r r i t o r y of the German Democratic Republic which ended 
l a s t year. This fact i s a genuine confidence-biLilding measure and by no means a 
"propaganda manoeuvre", as certain forces i n the West woiild l i k e us to believe. In 
this case as well as with regard to other similar i n i t i a t i v e s of the sociaJiaH Pr.at.Rs^ 
unfortunately, they try only too quickly to heap up l i e s and aspe.rsioni^ around those 
proposals. 

We are aligning oirrselves with the o-."Jrwhelming majorit,/ of States i n s t r i v i n g 
for m i l i t a r y détente and disarmament. This i s t e s t i f i e d by a number of s i g n i f i c a n t 
resolutions adopted by the United Nations General Assembly at i t s t h i r t y - f i f t h 
session. As for my country, we are ready to do everything i n our power to help the 
Committee on Disarmament at i t s current session to translate those resolutions into 
concrete agreements. This vrould be a re a l contribution to preparing for the 
United"Nations General Assembly's second special session devoted to disarmament. 

We give p r i o r i t y to nuclear disarmament. In addition, measures should be taken 
to halt the conventional arms race v/hich continues to escalate. This objective 
constitutes the basis f o r resolution 35/152 G adopted, by the United Nations 
General Assembly at i t s t h i r t y - f i f t h session on the i n i t i a t i v e of the 
German Democratic Republic. This resolution provides f o r s p e c i f i c measures, such 
as the obligation of the f i v e permanent members of the Security Council and the i r 
m i l i t a r y a l l i e s not to increase t h e i r armed forces and conventional armaments 
effective from, an agreed date. This would, v/ithout any doubt, create favoirrable 
conditions f o r a subsequent reduction of armed forces and conventional armaments. 
The Committee should pay due attention to this issue as v/ell. 
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In General Assembly resolution 35/152 E, the Committee on Disarmament i s 
requested to i n t e n s i f y i t s negotiations. I t should, i n our vievr, concentrate i t s 
work on the substantive and p r i o r i t y iss^^es on i t s agenda with a view to reaching 
tangible r e s u l t s . 

The delegation of the German Democratic Republic urges a l l States present 
here not to waste time i n long discussions on procedural and organizational items 
but to move on vrithout delay to the accomplishment of the Committee's re a l tasks„ 
We view the v/ork of relevant a.d hoc working groups as an appropriate means to 
achieve t h i s end. The four working groups vrhich already existed l a s t year should 
continue the i r a c t i v i t i e s . At the same time, we r e i t e r a t e our proposal to set up 
an ad hoc working group on nuclear disarmament. 

The German Democrati.c Republic f i r m l y advocates the early r a t i f i c a t i o n of the 
SALT I I Treaty and the continuation of the SALT process. 

This process, of course, does not preclude to search for comprehensive 
solutions within the framevirork of paragraph 50 of the Б'1па1 Document of the 
General Assembly's f i r s t special session devoted to disarmament. The Committee on 
Disarmament i s an appropriate body for such negotiations. As for the m-andate of 
such a working group, a number of useful ideas have already been set forth. 

My delegation supports the i n i t i a t i v e of the Group of 21 for the setting up of 
an ad hoc vrorking group on a complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon 
tests i n vrhich a l l the nuclear-vreapon States should be represented. The establishment 
of such a group vrould i n no way impede the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations, which — vre 
hope — v f i l l be resumed at the e a r l i e s t possible date, V/e vrrge the nuclear-weapon 
States f i n a l l y to talce into account the v i t a l interests of a l l peoples and to end 
their nuclear-vreapon tests.. A f i r s t step i n this direction vrould be an arrangement 
betvireen the nuclear-vreapon States not to carry out any nuclear explosion vñthin one 
year s t a r t i n g from a date agreed by them, as vras proposed by the USSR at the 
t h i r t y - f i f t h session 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 i t s t h i r t y - f i f t h session and establish an ad hoc 
working group on the non-stationing of nuclear vreapons on the t e r r i t o r i e s of States 
vrhere there are no such vreapons at present, 

A group of s c i e n t i f i c experts should take up i t s work with a vievr to harmonizing 
d i f f e r i n g views on the prohibition of new vreapons of mass destruction and i n 
particular to f i x i n clear terms the scope of such a prohibition. 

In proposing the establishment of eight ad hoc working groups, we by no means 
have any i l l u s i o n s that they could immediately take up the i r work and solve a l l the 
tasks facing us. Essential for this i s the p o l i t i c a l v r i l l of a l l sides involved, 
as was r i g h t l y pointed out by Ambassador Garcia Robles of Mexico i n the statement 
he made at our l a s t meeting. Of special importance i n this regard i s the p o l i t i c a l 
V i l l i of some nuclear-weapon Powers to f u l f i l the obligations they assumed xxnder 
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 
s o c i a l i s t States, to present to the Committee a working paper on some questions of 
the organization of i t s work at i t s 1981 session. The docnnent contains the 
considerations of this Group on how the Committee could turn to the p r i n c i p a l issues 
of i t s a c t i v i t i e s without any delay. I t reads as follows: 

"1. To curb the arms race and to achieve genuine disarmament are main objectives of 
foreign p o l i c y of the s o c i a l i s t States. The f r u i t f u l debate on disarmament issues at 
the t h i r t y - f i f t h session of the United Nations General Assembly showed that these 
endeavours are sha^red by the overvihelming majority of the united Nations Member 
States. In the current seriously aggravated international s i t u a t i o n , there i s an 
urgent need f o r resolute action to translate into p r a c t i c a l terms the provisions of 
the f i n a l document of the special session of the United Nations General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament. Any concrete agreement now on arms l i m i t a t i o n and 
disarmament would have a favoircable impact on the international s i t u a t i o n as a whole. 
The issues of the l i m i t a t i o n of the arms race and disarmam.ent legitimately hold the 
central place i n the negotiations pursued i n international fora, because t h e i r 
solution would meet the interests of the entire manlcind. 

"The Committee on Disarmament as the single m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament 
negotiating forum has a special role to play i n this j)rocess. I t s membership 
represents a l l the major groups of States, namely s o c i a l i s t , non-aligned and neutral, 
as well as Western. Forty States participate i n i t s work, including a l l the 

p^T-weapons States, as well as other States with the largest m i l i t a r y potentials. 
The Commit bee's agenda inc.l vides v i r t u a l l y a l l important items, the solution of v/hich 
would result i n furtbf^ring inbernational peace and détente. The 1981 session of the 
Commiittee w i l l be i t s l a s t f u l l session before the special session of the 
United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament to be held i n 1982. J^xi 
important task i n this regard would be to consolidate the results achieved i n this 
f i e l d i n recent years, and i n p a r t i c u l a r to implement the i n i t i a t i v e s advanced by 
the s o c i a l i s t countries at the t h i r t y - f i f t h session of the United Nations 
General Assembly. The discussion and approval of those pz^oposals ha.ve demonstrated 
t h e i r t o p i c a l i t y . These proposals have evoked a broad posit, ve response. The 
achievement of tangible progress i n 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, i n the view of the Group of s o c i a l i s t countries, a l l Member States 
of the Committee on Disarmament should duly respond to the appeal of the united Nations 
General Assembly, contained i n resolution 35/152 E, "to i n t e n s i f y t h e i r efforts to 
bring to a successful end the negotiations which are currently taking place i n the 
Commnttee on Disarmament"„ The resolution also recommended that the Committee 
"should concentrate on the substantiv^e and p r i o r i t y items on i t s agenda with a view 
to achieving tangible r e s u l t s " . 

"Having t h i s i n mind, the Group of s o c i a l i s t States appeals to a l l member 
countries of the Committee to start concrete, businesslike negotiations at an early 
time. The Committee must not waste time on issues which bear no r e l a t i o n to i t s 
agenda and which are deliberately introduced i n the debate to divert i t s attention 
from the questions of substance. Less time should be devoted to the discussion of 
procedural and organizational matters. 

"2. Ad hoc working groups are regarded as the appropriate machinery within the 
ComjniTtee on Disarmament for concrete negotiations. In discharging i t s 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s , the Committee should re-establish a,t the outset of i t s 1981 session 
appropriate ad hoc working groups on i t s agenda items. The four ad hoc working groups 
which were set up i n 1980, nam.ely on 

- r a d i o l o g i c a l vreapons ° 
- 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 i s demonstrated by the discussions i n the Committee on 
Disarmament, including at i t s current session, many a country stand f o r 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 s o c i a l i s t countries, i t i s expedient to 
set .up" such a group as soon as possible. I t s work should f a c i l i t a t e the e a r l i e s t start 
of negotiations on ending the production of a l l types of nuclear weapons and gradually 
reducing t h e i r stockpiles u n t i l they liave been completely destroyed. A l l nuclear-weapon 
States as well as non-nuclear countries should participate i n this work. 

"The s o c i a l i s t countries are consistently i n favour of the Committee on Disarmament 
playing an active part i n 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 question. 

"In accordance vrith resolution 35/156 С of the United Nations General Assembly the 
Committee on Disarmament i s requested "to proceed v/ithout delay to talks v/ith a view to 
elaborating an international agreement on the non-stationing of nuclear v/eapons on the 
t e r r i t o r i e s of States v/here there are no such v/eapons at present". Having this i n mind, 
the s o c i a l i s t countries deem i t necessary to set up an ad hoc working group on this 
question, too. 

"The s o c i a l i s t countries believe that the Committee should continue to pay close 
attention to the issue of the prohibition of new types and systems of v/eapons of mass 
destruction. In this connection, the s o c i a l i s t States propose to establish an ad hoc 
group of experts on this problem and алге v / i l l i n g to consider the question of dts- mandate, 
proceeding from the general task of banning such types and.systems of v/eapons. 

"Being interested i n ensuring effective v/ork of the Committee on Disarmament, the 
Group.of so c i a l i s t . States holds that i t i s not advisable to l i r h the creation of one 
ad hoc working group, v/ith the creation of another. The chairmanship i n the ad hoc 
v/orking groups should rotate on a reasonable basis among the heads of delegations of 
various countries. 
"3 Further on, the Group of s o c i a l i s t States deems i t necessary tha,t the Committee 
promptly decide at this session the question of the invitaction of States not members 
of the Committee. Those decisions should be made on a case-by-case basis and i n ~ 
accordance v/ith the rules of procedure of the Committee on Disarmament v/hich were 
elaborated after careful negotiations and v/hich have proved t h e i r value. 

"As for the d i s t r i b u t i o n of documents of non-member States i n the Committee, i t i s 
necessary to continue the practice which was developed l a s t A p r i l and which v/as followed 
by the Chairmen of the Committee i n June, July and August 1980. 

"In submitting the i r Considerations on the Organization of Work of the Committee on 
Disarmament during i t s 1981 Session, the s o c i a l i s t countries proceed from the premise 
that at present i t i s p a r t i c u l a r l y important to concentrate efforts on the businesslike 
search for concrete agreements on the main items on the disarmament agenda.". 

¥ir. Chairman, i n our opinion, the paper offers a good sta r t i n g point f o r effective 
and f r u i t f u l work i n the Committee on Disarmament v/ithout los i n g much time on 
deliberations on secondary questions. Therefore, we recommend to examine those proposals 
and' to malee them a basis for our future a c t i v i t i e s . Should a need arise to hold an 
exchange of viev/s and to provide more detailed explanations, v/e v / i l l be ready to do i t . 
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V i x . W Á L K E . R (Australia): Mr: Chairman, my f i r s t words must Ъе to add my voice 
to those who have welcomed you to the Chair of our Committee for the month of 
Febru^ary. As do a l l delegations i n thin room, the Australian delegation knows and 
appreciates the personal q u a l i t i e s and long experience vjhich you bring to t h i s 
d i f f i c u l t task. 17e greatly v;elcome tho contribution which France, which you so 
ably represent, brings to the work of the Committee on Disarmament. 

I also v;ish to j o i n my colleagues i n welcoming to the Comniittee the nev/ 
representatives of Egjqpt, Pakistan, Zaire and Romania. My delegation looks forv/ard 
to the personal contributions they w i l l make to tho work of the Committee. We look 
far\/ard to continuing the close co-operation which wo enjoyed with t h e i r 
predecessors. 

In your remarks at the ina.ugural meeting of this I98I session tv/o days ago, you 
drew-the Committee's attention to the sobering fact tliat the international situation 
i s no better than i t v/as tv/elve months ago. Other speakers, too, have referred — i n 
the words of the distinguished leader of tho Swedish delegation — to "the gloomy 
atmosphere i n which v/e l i v e and work". My delegation wholeheartedly endorses the 
conclusion which others besides ourselves have drawn, that the work of the 
Committee on Disarmament i s for those reasons more important than ever. V/e must 
now allow the'state of the world to cause us to despair or to slacken our e f f o r t s . 
Vihile r e a l i s t i c a l l y acknowledging the l i m i t a t i o n s v/hich the current international 
s i t u a t i o n imposes on v/hat we can hope to do, we must at the same time drav/ heart 
from the fact that the Committee,on Disarmament demonstrated i n the l a t e r stages of 
i t s I9SO session a determination to concentrate on p r a c t i c a l issues rather than 
s t e r i l e polemics or procedural complexities. The Australian delegation p a r t i c u l a r l y 
welcomes the statements by other d^elegations which show that they wish to continue, 
i n t h i s constructive vein. This i s a pragmatic and r e a l i s t i c approach. I t i s also 
our approach. 

Last year v.'as an anxious one f o r mankind and m.any of those anxiet.ies are s t i l l 
v/ith'us-. The m.. l i t a r y occupation cind repression of a non-.iligned country by one of 
the super Powers, which cast such a ehado\/ over 19S0, continues. New threats have 
arisen during the past year. International confidence remains i n a c r i t i c a l 
condition and, as one consequence thereof, the SALT I I agreement has not been 
r a t i f i e d . There has been a further growth i n arras expenditure, i n the deploj/ment 
of weapons and i n plans for the further development of m i l i t a i y c a p a b i l i t i e s . This 
i s both a cause and a consequence of international tensions. The testing of nuclear 
weapons has also continued. Lest I convey tho impression of a t t r i b u t i n g a l l 
troubles to the nuclear-weapon States, v/e must also record with concern, f o r example, 
that there are s t i l l countries with nuclear f a c i l i t i e s which have not yet adhered 
to the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty or v/hich raise obstacles to measures of 
international control and accountability vhich would provide assurances against the 
spread of nuclear weapons. 

P a r t l y for these œasons, and p a r t l y because of the coincidence of items on the 
international disarmament agenda, I9SO v/as a, year of rev^iew and stock-taking. 
Attention focused on advances i n weapon technology v/hich seemed to be outpacing 
progress i n arms control negotiations and threatened to create new v u l n e r a b i l i t i e s . 
I t also focused on the twin problems of v e r t i c a l and horizontal nuclear p r o l i f e r a t i o n . 
I t once again brought to prominence the .importance of effect.ive v e r i f i c a t i o n measures 
as an essential requirement of arms control o.greements. 
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But despite these anxieties and questioning, the picture v;as not e n t i r e l y blealc 
i n I98O. An agreement was f i n a l i z e d i n t h i s c i t y , imposing limi t a t i o n s on the use of 
certain conventional weapons. The edif i c e of international disarmament agreements 
b u i l t up over the previous decade survived and there was, moreover, a widespread 
reaffirmation of' the importance of these existing agreements. Against the i n a b i l i t y 
.of the Second Review Conference of the Parties to the Kon-Proliferation Treaty to 
resolve a l l differences i n i t s f i n a l document should be set the continuing strength 
of that, Treaty, the reaffirmed commitment of i t s Parties and the sustained increase 
i n t h e i r number. I t was also heartening that the Committee on Disarmament, set up by 
the United Nations General Assembly at i t s f i r s t special session on disarmament as 
the p r i n c i p l e m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament negotiating body, should have established 
appropriate mechanisms and begun to focus on p r a c t i c a l issues i n a way never before 
attempted. 

I t i s the fervent wish of my delegation that this p r a c t i c a l approach should be 
further carried forward i n the current session. I t i s also our determination to do 
everything we can to assist such a process. We hope for rapid agreement on our work 
programme and the vrorking groups, t h e i r mandates and chairmanships, so as to enable 
delegations to get to grips quickly v/ith the substantive tasks before us. In th i s 
connection my delegation vrelcomes and supports the proposal by the distinguished 
representative of India that the four vrorking groups which vre established l a s t year 
should resume vrork straight av/ay under t h e i r previous mandates. Should members see 
a need to revise any of the mandates, th i s can be discussed and then implemented i f 
and vjhen the Committee reaches agreement; but i t vrould be a mistalce, i n our viev;, 
to allovi such discussions to delay the start of substantive vrork. 

For Aust r a l i a , tvro issues on our agenda are of outstanding importance; they are 
those concerning a comprehensive nuclear test-ban treaty and a chemical weapons 
convention. I vTOuld liJce to say a îevr vrords about each i n turn. 

Australia's commitment to vrork for the prohibition of a l l nuclear test explosions 
i n a l l environments for a l l time i s well knovm and was once more made evident at the 
t h i r t y - f i f t h session of the United Nations General Assembly. We see such a-treaty as 
the most readily achievable measure that vrould offer effective and p r a c t i c a l assvirances 
to the international community against the dangers of continued testing, against the 
further grovith of existing nuclear arsenals and against the extension of nuclear 
vreapons to other countries. \'/e place high value also on the contribution v/hich such 
a treaty could mal:e to reducing regional tensions i n many parts of the vrorld, and on 
i t s other many benefits. A u s t r a l i a believes that t h i s i s an appropriate, indeed зм 
urgent, issue to be tackled by this Committee. 

I have spoken from the outset of the need for realism and p r a c t i c a l i t y . For 
these reasons the Committee on Disarmament cannot set about i t s task on a test-ban 
treaty i n a vacuum, vrithout due consideration for relevant developments elsevrhere. 
I refer s p e c i f i c a l l y to the negotiations v/hich have been pursued by three of the 
States vrhich carry out nuclear tests. There i s universal disappointment at the slow 
rate of progress i n these t r i p a r t i t e negotiations. A u s t r a l i a does not attribute t h i s 
to a lack of p o l i t i c a l v r i l l on the part of the three countries involved. On the 
contrary, we believe that there are d i f f i c u l t and delicate issues s t i l l to be 
resolved, p a r t i c u l a r l y as regards v e r i f i c a t i o n . 
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Last year we welcomed the report on the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations which was 
presented to the Committee, the information i t contained and the progress i t recorded. 

We also savr value i n the discussion and comments v/hich t h i s report of the 
t r i l a t e r a l negotiations provoked i n the Committee on Disarmament. Continuation of 
the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations does not, to our mind, exclude a role f o r the Committee 
on Disarmament. As others have pointed out — the d.istingaished Ambassador f o r Nigeria 
most eloquently — a CTBT mû st attract widespread — wo v/ould hope ultimately vmiversal -
adherence. Otherv/ise i t cannot serve the purposes of which I spoke e a r l i e r . The road 
to such a treaty surely passes through the Committee on Disarmament. We believe the 
Committee on Disarmament can do useful v/ork towards such a treaty v/ithout av/aiting the 
conclusion of the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations. The Committee on Disarmament's expert 
group on seismic detection of nuclear tests continues to do essential vrork v/hich 
must be completed before a CTBT can be f u l l y put into effect. Another such p r a c t i c a l 
task i s to consider the administrative and i n s t i t u t i o n a l arrangements for CTB 
v e r i f i c a t i o n — as A u s t r a l i a proposed l a s t year i n document CD/95« -^OT our part we 
v/ould v/elcome other p r a c t i c a l proposals as to s p e c i f i c tasks f o r the Committee on 
Disarmament at t h i s stage. We f i r m l y reject the viev/ that such p r a c t i c a l work could 
be diversionary and cause the Committee on Disa,rmament to focus on peripheral issues, 
or neglect the central issues. A u s t r a l i a does not propose to divert i t s attention 
from the central issues of the test ban and v/e do not believe the other members of 
this Committee would do so either. 

Of course such v/ork cannot proceed v/ithout the concurrence of the t r i l a t e r a l 
negotiators. That i s not possible i n a body which operates by consensus. And even 
i f i t v/ere t h e o r e t i c a l l y possible under our rules of procedure i t v/ould be pointless 
i n p r a c t i c a l terms. 

We look to a mutually compatible, complementary and supportive role betv/een the 
t r i l a t e r a l negotiators and the Committee on Disarmament. 

The other p r i o r i t y item i s a chemical v/eapons convention. Here too, as v/ith the 
test ban, the need for effective action i s urgent. Delay, for v/hatever reason, 
carries awesom r i s k s for the international community and for the inhabitants of our 
planet. 

We knov/ from the expert advice v/e ha-ve heard that many countries have the potential 
to manufacture chemical v/eapons. We know — press accounts abound — of reports of large 
arsenals of chemical v/eapons and the t r a i n i n g of troops i n t h e i r use. V/e knov/ the 
pressures t h i s causes for other countries to arm themselves i n turn with even more 
fearsome nev/ chemical v/eapons. The one hope of avoiding the chemical arms race v/hich 
nov/ threatens i s to negotiate and put into place a chemical v/ea,pons convention. Such 
a convention must have r e l i a b l e and convincing v e r i f i c a t i o n provisions i f i t i s to 
provide the security v/hich could remove the rationale for any country to arm i t s e l f 
v/ith these vreapons. 

I t i s generally agreed that the Committee on Disarmament's most constructive vrork 
l a s t year v/as on the subject of chemical vreapons. V/e must nov/ build on t h i s basis. 
My delegation looks fon/ard to contributing a c t i v e l y to this year's V/orking Group. 
Last year, on Australia's i n i t i a t i v e , the Comnittee on Disarmament set aside a fev/ 
days for informal meetings v/ith technical experts present. Many delegations praised 
the results of t h i s i n i t i a t i v e . At an informal meeting yesterday, the distinguished 
representative of the Netherlands suggested that further such meetings should be held 



CD/PV.102 
15 

(Mr. Walker, Australia) 

t h i s year. I now wish to associate my delegation with t h i s proposal and to i n v i t e the 
Committee on Disarmament to malee pi-ovision f o r such meetings i n i t s programme. As the 
Netherlands representative suggested, we might seek to talce advantage of the projected 
presence i n Geneva from 2-4 A p r i l of a number of leading chemical vreapons experts from 
many countries, by timing ovir ovm meetings immediately before or after those dates. 
This i s something for consideration at our next informal m.eeting. Here again vre must 
express .appreciation for the report ta.bled l a s t year by the United States and the 
Soviet Union on th e i r b i l a t e r a l negotiations. This report v/as valuable both for i t s 
ovm salce and for the help i t v/as to the Committee on Disarmament's ovm examination 
of issues. 

The Committee has before i t a number of other important issues on v/hich i t . should 
be possible to make good progress this year, i f v/e are p r a c t i c a l and r e a l i s t i c . 

Despite i t s lesser importance as an arras control measure, vre see many good 
reasons to talce the work on a rad i o l o g i c a l v/eapons convention substantially closer to 
conclusion t h i s year. The topic i s unequivocally i n the hands of the Committee, i t 
presents us v/ith an opportunity to dem.onstrate our a b i l i t y to negotiate i n a p r a c t i c a l 
and expeditious manner on a matter vrhich holds some complexities. 

The comprehensive programme of disarm.ament must be f u l l y drafted before the 
second special session of the United Nations General Assembly on disarmament to be 
held i n March next year. To meet th i s deadline, our vrork must be nearing completion 
by the end of the current session of the Committee on Disarmament. My delegation's 
aim i s a r e a l i s t i c programme that v r i l l be of p r a c t i c a l use i n f a c i l i t a t i n g future 
negotiations. We v/ant to avoid a programme v/hich stimulates polemics or raises 
u n r e a l i s t i c expectations. 

The subject of negative security assurances for States which do not possess 
nuclear vreapons i s one of importance to the international commvmity. Committee on 
Disarmament deliberations over the l a s t tv/o years have shovm, hovrever, the 
d i f f i c u l t i e s of finding a general formula that v/ould meet the concerns of a l l 
countries. Discussions of th i s topic must not degenerate into attempts by one or 
another groxip to seek to improve i t s m i l i t a r y posture i n r e l a t i o n to others. I t may 
be more useful to v/ork for a consensus embodying different formulations v/hich reflect, 
the different bodies of concern. 

There are other items on the international disarmament agenda of v-rhich we must 
not lose sight. I'or our pai-t, for example, v/e re t a i n our special interest i n a 
"cut-off" of the production of nuclear material for vreapons, as described i n our 
information paper, CD/90. There are also deliberative and p o l i t i c a l forums i n v/hich 
v/e are v / i l l i n g to address issues appropriate to them. 

But Australia's approach to the Committee on Disarmament, here and nov/, i s 
simply this s no polemics; no p o l i t i c a l statements; just a determined, r e a l i s t i c 
attempt to get re s u l t s . 

The СНАШШТ (translated from French) ; I thanlc our distinguished colleague from 
Au s t r a l i a for his statement and also for the kind v/ords he addressed to the Chair. 
I should also l i k e to repair an omission and to say to the distinguished representative 
of the Democratic Republic of Germany that I thanlc him, too, f o r his kind words to the 
Chair. 



Cri/PV.102 
16 

Mr. EIJZEE (Czechoslovaliiia) : Mr. Chairman, may I, f i r s t of a l l , j o i n the 
.previous spealœrs and -welcome уогг, the distinguished representative of France, i n 
the responsible post of the Chairman of the Committee on hisarraaraent for the month 
of February. We believe that under yo-ur chairmanship the Committee w i l l succeed 
i n dealing with the necessaiy organisational questions -within a short time and 
that we -will be able to start substantive negotiations as soon as possible. 

At the same time I should luce 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 woxlz contributed so much to the f i n a l stages of the 
Committee's I 9 8 O session. 

Allow me to talce t h i s opportunity to e::tend my warmest greetings to our nev; 
colleagues. Ambassador Malitza of Romania, Ambassador E l Reedy of Egypt, 
Ambassador Ahmad of Palcistan and Ambassador Adeito Hzengeya of Zaire.. We are 
looking forward to co-operating with them. Their p a r t i c i p a t i o n w i l l c e r t a i n l y 
help to advance our common work. 

May I also greet most c o r d i a l l y Mr. Martenson who came from New York to 
assist at the beginning of our session, Ambassador J a i p a l , the Secretary of our 
Committee, as well as a l l other members of the Secreta-riat. 

The atmosphere which characterizes international relations at present i s ' 
generally regarded as disquieting. Disquieting f i r s t of a l l i s the fact that the 
process of the rela:;ation of international tension — the p r e v a i l i n g tendency of 
the decade just terminated — i s being called i n question; and what i s much more 
dangerous, that direct attacks are even being шзЛе against i t s foundations. The 
present campaign directed against the relaxation of international tension i s not 
accidental. In the present pol i c y of the NATO countries f u l l y apparent and 
documented proofs of the endeavour to reverse the h i s t o r i c a l l y established 
relationship of forces in the world to t h e i r advantage are to be found. V/e need 
only r e c a l l the decision of the NATO Co-.ncil i n May I978 c D n c e m i n g the increase 
of m i l i t a r y budgets by i t s members vip to the year 2,000 as vjell as t h e i r f a r -
reaching armament programmes, the decision of the saine body i n December 1979 on 
the basis of which the already e x t e n s i v e arsenals 01 weapons in Europe are to be 
"supplemented",'with the addition of himdjr'eds o f further United States medium-range 
nuclear-missiles directed against the USSR and other European countries of the 
s o c i a l i s t community, Directive No. 59 of the President of the United States issued 
l a s t year, which esta.blishes the so-crJled new nuclear strategy of the 
United States, or the postponement o f the r a t i f i c a t i o n of the SALT I I Treaty, 
which could become one of the most effective obstacles to the further stockpiling 
of the most destructive and most expensive t̂ '-pos of weapons. These and a number 
of other decisions represent the sources of negative phenomena i n the world 
developments. These and a number of other measures arc direct attacks a^gainst 
the p o l i c y of peaceful co-existence of States with different s o c i a l systems. 

The process of the relaxation of intornational tension, about whose 
be n e f i c i a l influence on the development of relations among a l l States of the 



CD/PV.102 
17 

(I'Ir. Fiuzekp Czechoslovalcia) 

world there can he no douht, i s indisputably exposed to a severe test. Every 
r e a l i s t i c a l l y thinlcing mon, however, sees c l e a r l y that i t i s i n the interest of 
a l l to find a vjay out from the present complicated internationa-l s i t u a t i o n pxíá 
to continue the rela;cation of international tension. 

The countries of the s o c i o J i s t community, and among them the 
Czechoslovalc S o c i a l i s t Ropublic, have been developing systematic efforts at 
moving the negotiations for\)c.rd as fax as a l l disarmament eff o r t s are concerned. 
This i s also clear from the far-reaching programme adopted l a s t year at the 
V/arsaw meeting of the ' P o l i t i c a l Consultative Committee of the \7arsaw Treaty 
member States. The V/arsa.\;.Declaration contains a broad programme of proposals 
fo r the strengthening of peace, international security and the achievement of 
tangible progress in tho f i e l d of disarmament. It i s a. programme of peace, 
which corresponds to the v i t a l interests of a l l States and nations of the 
world. It i s a.t the sarao time an ans\ier to a,ll those forces which would lilce to 
keep the disarmament negotiations i n a sort of "idle running" i n an e f f o r t to 
defer t h e i r own decision on concrote disarmament measures t i l l the period when 
they w i l l be able, as they obviotisly believe, to obtain i m i l a t e r a l advantages. 
Hüvíever, the solution of the problems of the cessation of the а,гио race and 
disa.rùiament requires the systematic, purposeful and constructive co-operation of 
a l l participants already now, for the danger of a, \.'orld confla.gration, which i s 
brought nearer by each delay i n t h i s f i e l d , i s growing i n a geometrical progression. 
It would be not only irresponsible but also extremely dangerous to ignore the 
danger of war and to close our ej-os to the necessity of taking energetic measures 
i n order to prevent i t . • 

Me are convinced that a si g n i f i c a n t step toward tlie reduction of the r i s k s 
of war and the strengthening of confidence couM bo- the confe-rencc on m i l i t a r y 
relaxation and disarmament i n Europe, a p3?oposrJ which — as the deliberations at 
the Madrid mooting of the participants in the Conference, on Seciirity and 
Co-operation in Europe show— i s gaining an ever wider response and support. The 
World Disarmament Conference should exert an influence in the same direction, too. 
V/o stronglj'' support the idea that this conference should be convened as soon as 
possible after the second special session of the United Nations General Assembly 
on disarmament. 

The V/arsaw Declaration o f the P o l i t i c a l Consultative Committee of the 
Vfersaw Treaty empha.sized last yep,r, аглозод other things, the urgent necessity of 
a successful conclusion of the disarmament negotiations i n progress. In this 
respect we attach a key significance to the constructive a c t i v i t y of our Committee. 
The Czechoslovalc S o c i a l i s t Republic has on many occasions emphasized and \ ; i l l 
continue to emphasize that the Committee on Disarmament must ac t i v e l y discharge 
i t s duties as the main m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating body f o r the preparation of 
specific.measures i n the f i e l d of the cessation of the arms race and disarmament. 
It i s on th i s basis that \ i e approach our woric i n the CorauiittoTe and we s h a l l 
co-operate in every constructive manner with other members i n order f u l l y to 
contribute to the fulfilment of the important tasks placed before the Committee, 
t h e i r urgency being — i n our view — beyond any doubt, V/e aro convinced that the 
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CD h3.s a l l the pre-requisites f o r working successfully and e f f e c t i v e l y . VJe 
helieve that this year's session v j i l l not he complicated by new attempts to raise 
issues which cannot bo solved bore, and that the s p i r i t of realism and constructive 
co-opera.tion \ ) i l l p r e v a i l i n this h a l l es]pecially as far as organizational and 
procedural problems a,re concerned. 

Among those questions of international p o l i c y \.'hich a.gitate people i n a J l 
corners of our planet, the most s i g n i f i c a n t place i s occupied by that of how to 
prevent the outbreai: of a nuclear c o n f l i c t . I t would be d i f f i c u l t to enumerate 
a l l the speeches and statements of the representatives of States belonging to 
groups Vihich regard the problems of nuclear disarmament а.о a p r i o r i t y taslc of 
the present time. 

The Csechoslovalc S o c i a l i s t Republic, together with the other countries of 
the socia-list community, supports a c t i v e l y an early beginning of deliberations 
and negotiations on nuclear disaxniament. Ve consider as e n t i r e l y l o g i c a l the 
condition that a l l member comitries of the Committee and — i n the f i r s t place — 
аТ 1 -.permanent members of the Security Council, should j o i n the negotiations. As 
i s known, the s o c i a l i s t countries submitted here i n 197̂  a proposal for the 
oî̂ ening of negotiations on ending the production of a l l types of nuclear weapons 
and gradually reducing t h o i r stoclqoiles i m t i l they have been completely 
destroyed (CD/4), which has wet with understanding and growing support from a l l 
countries. We are of the opinion that the time has come to consider the formation 
of a working group within the framevjork of the Committee which should s t a r t , 
without any delay, businesslüce discussion on t h i s topic. 

Of no less importance i n our view i s the question of the general and complete 
prohibition of tests of nuclear weapons. A treaty to this end, the conclusion of 
which x.'as proposed by the Soviet Union i n 1975? would xmdoubtedly contributo i n 
a considerable measure to the slowing do\in of the nuclear arms race and to the 
-stopping of the further improvement of nuclear weapons. In t h i s connection wo 
expect that the participants i n the t r i p a r t i t e negotiations dealing with the 
p r a c t i c a l solution of t h i s problem v i i l l exert maximum efforts and tho necessaxy 
p o l i t i c a l w i l l ?nd persistence to bring these negotiations to an early and 
successful end. \Ie consider the active p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l five nucleax" Powers 
i n the worlc of the group as a necessaiy condition f o r the successful outcome of 
i t s work, which i n our view should bo an elaboration of the CTBT. \Лт11е 
negotiating on th i s problem tho Committee and i t s working group should use also 
other numerous background materials which have been tabled i n the Committee, 
including the results of the \югк of the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c E:;perts to 
Consider International Co-operative Iloasures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events. 

Among important questions dealt vith bj-- the Committee on Disarmament there 
also belongs the consideration of the problem of the strengthening of the 
security safegtiards of non-nucloar countries. The continuation of the work of 
the Ad Hoc Working Group on th i s subject regarding the content of an international 
treaty concerning the strengthening of the security sa.foguards of non-nuclear 
countries i s c l e a r l y necessary. 
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In t b i s connection due consideration should, i n our viev, be given to the 
idea that, as a f i r s t step on the road towards the conclusion of a treaty, an 
appropriate solemn declaration should be made by the five nuclear Povjors and 
confirmed by the United Nations Security Council. 

The ten years of v a l i d i t y of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of 
NuOleax \/oapons ha,ve convincingly shown that t h i s Treaty plays a key role i n 
the prevention of the further spreading of nucler.r wea.pons and thus i n the 
lessening of the r i s k of a nuclear c o n f l i c t . The obligation to refuse a further 
p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear \ieapons has become a widely axI^o\jledged norm of 
contemporary international la\J, on which those countries \Jhich have not so f a r 
signed the Treaty can also r e l y . A l l countries benefit i n equal measure from the 
strengthening of tho regime of non-proliferation and a l l would lose i f t h i s régime 
were wealcened, irrespective of tho part of the world i n which they 'are located. 

The s o c i a l i s t countries, including the Csechoslovalc S o c i a l i s t Ropublic, 
have been sj'stematically emphasizing for a long time and continue to emphasize the 
urgency of talcing radical measures to prevent the further misuse of the 
achievements of science and technology and the waste of human and materiaJ-
resources f o r the development and production of ne\i typos and nov systems of 
weapons of mass destruction. 

Being ад)аге of the re s p o n s i b i l i t y ve have before future generations, we 
cannot a.ccept arguments for the further postponement of the solution of th i s 
urgent question. Ve are of the opinion that i t would bo very useful, f o r the 
examination of the p o s s i b i l i t i e s of concluding ind i v i d u a l si^ecific agreements, 
to set up an authoritative group of experts which .would simultaneously follow 
and consider developments in the given f i e l d . l i i a.ddition, the dra,ft convention 
on the prohibition of the production, stockpiling, deplojniient and use of neutron 
•»eapons submitted to the Committee by the USSR and other s o c i a l i s t countries, 
i s avjaiting on oarly consideration. 

The j o i n t Soviet-American draft convention on the prohibition of radiological 
weapons i n our view represents a balanced basis f o r an early elaboration of a. 
de f i n i t i v e text. \fe are convinced that this question, too, should be dealt vith 
i n a constructive and r e a l i s t i c s p i r i t viithout delay i n the Ad Hoc Working Group 
set Up for the purpose at the l a s t session. 

The Committee's Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons la s t year carried out, 
under Ambassado-r Okawa's leadership, useful consideration of the question of tho 
prohibition of the development, production, stockpiling and destruction of stocks 
of such \jeapons. We are of tho opinion that i f the necessary p o l i t i c a l w i l l 
prevails, there vill be enough p o s s i b i l i t i e s f o r the achievement of a 
comprehensive treaty on the prohibition of chemical weapons, including the 
establishment of an effective system of control. This, however, requires that the 
negotiations are not hampered by new attempts to create complications. We see a 
welcome contribution towards tho a c t i v i t y of the V/orlcing Group i n the results of 
the b i l a t e r a l Soviet-Amer lean talles on the preparation of a. draft treaty, since 
the report on these discussions submitted to the Committee l a s t year showed that 
further progress had been made. 
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The Czechosloval: S o c i a l i s t Piopuhlic attaches considerable importance to 
the question of the elaboration of a comprehensive programme of disa,rmamont and, 
as i s linovm, l a s t year i t ta,bled on beha-lf of the group of s o c i a l i s t countries a 
proposal concerning the main elements of such a programme. V/e believe that 
further negotiations on t h i s question i n the appropriate Ad Hoc V/orking Group 
and i n the Committee i t s e l f w i l l lead to r e a l i s t i c and useful results, and that 
they w i l l maiœ a f r u i t f u l contribution to the work of the second special session of 
the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament. V/c are of the 
opinion that i t i s песезза»гу to prepa.re a prograriime s u f f i c i e n t l y broad to embrace 
a l l the main directions of negotiations and a l l the major issues which w i l l have 
to be resolved. At the same time, the programme should f i t into the frameirork of 
a l l world-vide e f f o r t s and should represent an instrument acceptable and applicable 
by a l l countries and i n a l l spheres, respecting the p r i n c i p l e of equality and. 
eqiial secui-ity. F i n a l l y , i t should r e f l e c t a l l the r e a l i t i e s of the present 
stage of development without setting objectives i n an u n r e a l i s t i c way. V/e 
consider i t necessary that the prograimne should unite the e f f o r t s of States f o r 
the resolution of these questions i n an atmosphere of f r u i t f u l 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 i s already i n sight. A l l peace-loving countries and nations expect 
from t h i s special General Assembly session p r a c t i c a l results and concrete progress 
i n the decisive d i r e c t i o n of e f f o r t s for the cessation of the feverish airaaments 
race and f o r disarmament. The importance of t h i s year's negotiations i n our 
Committee follows also from the fact that i t w i l l be the l a s t complete session of 
the Committee before the second special session. 

V/e are of the opinion that one of the best ways to ensure the success of 
t h i s session i s to malee effective use of the remaining time f o r i n i t i a t i v e and 
for constructive negotiations i n our Co.:imittee. In t h i s context l e t us not 
forget the idea of purposeful and f r u i t f u l international co-operation contained 
i n the Declaration on International Co-operation f o r Disarmament which was 
i n i t i a t e d by my country at the t h i r t y - f o u r t h session of the United Nations 
General Assembly. 

The Czechoslovalc S o c i a l i s t Republic, as a State i n the heart of Europe — a 
continent with the highest concentration of m i l i t a r y potential and a continent 
whose nations have experienced the horrors of world wars — always was and w i l l 
be prepared to contribute e f f e c t i v e l y to international co-operation i n the 
f i e l d of disarmament. 

The СНАШШТ (translated from French); I thanlc His Excellency 
Ambassador Ruzok f o r his statement and for the kind \iords he addressed to the 
Chair. 
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Mr. PFEIFFER (Federal Republic of Germany)г Mr. Chairman, l e t me begin by 
expressing the great sa.tisfa.ction of my delega.tion at your assumption of the 
chairma.nship of our Committee. I am confident that your grea.t diploma.tic s k i l l a,nd 
your profound knoirledge i n ma.tters concerning a.rms control and disa.rmament w i l l enable 
you successfully to guide our Committee i n this important pha.se of our session. I 
assure you that my delega.tion will do everything i n i t s power to help you i n your 
responsible ta.sk. 

I should l i k e to take t h i s opportunity to thanlc the outgoing Chairman, Ambassador 
Terrefe of Ethiopia, who, i n bringing оггг negotia.tions to a. close la.st yea.r, shov/ed 
grea.t pa.tience a.nd displayed a very ca.reful a.pproach to the d i f f i c u l t problems which 
a.rose. I v/ish to congratula.te him on that success. 

I t i s a. pa.rticula.r plea.sure f o r me to vrelcorae to the Committee, on beha.lf of my 
delega.tion, four new collea.gues, the distinguished Ambassadors of Egypt, Pa-kistan, 
Roma.nia and Zaire. I pledge to them to continue the excellent co-operation which my 
delega.tion enjoyed \áth t h e i r respective predecessors. 

The restructured Committee on Diso.rma.ment has t l i i s month entered i t s t h i r d year of 
negotia.tions. In 1979> the Committee undertook ma.iniy prepara.tcry a.nd orga,niza.tiona.l 
work. One of the more importa.nt results of tha.t yea.r was the a.doption of the decalogue 
of long-tenn objectives i n the f i e l d of disarma.ment which sets the fra.mework for the 
Committee's a.ctivity. 

Last yea.r, substa.ntive negotia.tions sta.rted with the esta.blishment of the four 
ad hoc working groups. In spite of a d i f f i c u l t intema.tional clima.te vrhich did not 
fa . i i to exert i t s influence on the Committee's vrork, a. common effort ma.de i t possible 
to bring the 1980 session to a. successful conclusion. I t i s true tha.t the momentum i n 
the different vrorking groups vra.s of va.rying impact; i t can be said, hovrever, that some 
steps vrere ta.ken i n ea.ch group vrhich led to a cla.rifica.tion of the respective items 
under reviev-r. 

My delega,tion hopes tha.t t h i s vrork can be a.ctively continued a.nd even considera.bly 
i n t e n s i f i e d during t h i s yea.r's session. V/e knovr that t h i s v r i l l not be easy. 

One thing rema.ins clea.r to my delegation: negotia.tions on disa.rma.ment ca.iinot be 
disconnected from the interna.tiona.l p o l i t i c a , l situa.tion. I t would be a.n i l l u s i o n vrere 
vre to believe tha.t such negotia,tions could proceed i n a.n ivory tovrer, without ta.king 
note of vrha.t goes on i n the vrorld outside ovrr council-cha.mber, 

Tha.t i s vrhy my Government sincerely hopes tha.t obsta.cles vrhich impede speedier 
progress i n our negotia.tions v r i l l be removed a.nd tha.t no nevr ones v r i l l be a.dded. In 
thi s connexion i t vrould be of grea.t significa.nce i f the з.рреа.1 conta.ined i n 
resolution 35/37 adopted by the General Assembly of the United ïïa.tions on the vrith-
dra.vra.l of foreign troops from Afghanista.n vrere to be implemented. 

It i s , hovrever, precisely i n d i f f i c u l t interna.tiona.l circumsta,nces such a.s those 
vrhich vre encounter today that our Committee ga.ins increa.sed s i g n i f ica.nce f o r the 
dia.logue betvreen nations. My delega.tion therefore i s of the opinion tha.t a successful 
outcome of th i s year's session i s of pa r t i c u l a r importance f o r the interna.tiona.l 
situa.tion. In order to l i v e up to the expecta.tions of the interna.tional community,- the 
Committee should focus i t s a.ttention on those items more l i k e l y to be solved. 

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


CD/PV.102 
22 

( l l r . P f e i f f e r , Federal Republic of Germany) 

For the same reasons, vre should avoid a protracted debate on orga.niza.tiona.l 
matters. Ve a l l r e c a l l the d i f f i c u l t i e s the Committee encountered l a s t year before the 
actual vrork could commence. This not only took valuable time avray from the vrorking 
groups; i t a,lso gave the international commiinity an unfavoura.ble impression of the 
Committee's ca p a b i l i t y to solve i t s tasks. Although the chairmen of the four vrorking 
groups directed t h e i r vrork with great a b i l i t y and i n a l l seriousness, everybody vras 
aviore at the end of l a s t year's session that the time available had been too short f o r 
an in-depth discussion, l e t alone f o r the negotiation of texts, vrhich i s , a f t e r a l l , 
the r e a l task of the Committee, 

We should see to i t that such n delay does not occur again. To t h i s aim, I 
should l i k e to suggest that the vrorking groups start t h e i r vrerk immediately under the 
mandates established i n 1980 i n order to allovr them to continue l a s t year's delibera
tions and to arrive at concrete texts to be referred to the plenary f o r decision. The 
Committee could, p a r a l l e l to the on-going negotiations i n the vrerking groups, take up 
i n plenary any questions which members might deem of importance. This procedure vreuld, 
vrithout prejudging the f i n a l number and respective uiandates of the vrorking groups, 
ensure the early commencement of substantive negotiations. 

In a.ll negotia.tions, vrhether vrithin t h i s Committee or outside i t s pirrvievr, the 
Federal Republic of Germany v r i l l be guided by the objective of contributing to peace 
and security, of establishing stable and balanced m i l i t a r y relationships, and of 
developing a security partnership betvreen States i n a l l pa.rts of the vrorld, 

Negotia.tions on arms control and disa.rmament can only be successfvil i f they are 
orientated tov-ra.rds the establishment of a stable m i l i t a r y equilibrium and assure 
undiminished security and independence of a l l States at each stage of the arms control 
a.nd disarmament process. They mvist be pursued i n a r e a l i s t i c ma.nner a.nd must a,im at 
concrete and v e r i f i a b l e r e s u l t s . Special emphasis should be ^^laced on those f i e l d s 
vihere effective agr-eements under e f f i c i e n t international contx-ol can most readily be 
achieved. 

The concept of the Government of the Federal Republic of Germany regarding arms 
control and disa.rmament negotiations i s germane to these basic requirements. The 
bui l d i n g of confidence among States on one hand and the necessity f o r adeqviate 
v e r i f i c a t i o n of agreements on the other hand are the corner-stones of t h i s concept. 
It i s aimed at bringing about concrete, balanced and v e r i f i a b l e measures v/hich increase 
confidence among States and l i m i t the arms competition through concrete and balanced 
reduction and l i m i t a t i o n agreements. Such measures help create, i n our opinion, 
conditions i n vrhich the release of resources vrhich have hitherto been devoted to 
m i l i t a r y purposes to economic and s o c i a l development becomes possible. 

One of the important developments i n the f i e l d of arms control a.nd disarmament i s 
the SALT process. Bala.nced results i n t h i s process vrliich contribute to з more sta.ble 
nuclear relationship betvreen the Pov-rers involved v r i l l be of great significance i n the 
effort to enhance peace and security. This i s vrhy the Federal Republic of Germany has, 
from the very outset, attached great importance to the SALT negotiations. V/e vrelcome 
the beginning of talks betvreen the United States of America and the Soviet Union on 
the limita.tion of nuclear medium-ra.nge systems as part of the SALT process i n Geneva 
l a s t year, and \jc hope that i t w i l l be possible to achieve concrete results i n future 
negotia.tions on the basis of p a r i t y and equa.lity f o r both sides. 
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riy Government attaches great importance to the on-going talks on mutual and 
balanced force reductions i n Vienna. In order to f a c i l i t a t e these negotiations the 
vrestern negotiators ha.ve proposed the conclusion of an interim, agreement including a. 
package of associated measures designed to guarantee observance of such an a.greement, 
ensure greater transparency of m i l i t a r y a c t i v i t i e s and thus strengthen mutual confidence 
among the negotiating States. The 17est i s s t i l l waiting f o r a comprehensive Ea.stern 
answer, i n p a r t i c u l a r f o r a concrete contribution to solve the data question. 

The western participants i n the negotiations s t r i v e f o r a. more stable relationship 
of forces at a lower l e v e l a s a means of achieving genuine p a r i t y i n milita.ry manpov/er 
i n the form of a common c o l l e c t i v e c e i l i n g f o r ea.ch side on the basis of agreed data.. 

The p o l i c y wlxLch my Government pursues, together with our a l l i e s , thus f u l l y 
corresponds with paragraph 02 of the P i n a l Document of the f i r s t special session of the 
Gonera.l Assembly devoted to disarmament. 

The on-going deliberations on the m i l i t a r y aspects of security at the follow-up 
meeting of the Conference on Security and Co-operation i n Europe being held a.t Hodrid 
provide an opportunity f o r new impulses i n the m u l t i l a t e r a l efforts to promote arms 
control a.nd thus enhance security i n Europe. The confidence-building process initia.ted 
by the Conference at Helsinlci i n 1975 must be pursued and extended. In order to 
a.chieve t h i s , ne\7, more effective and more far-reaching mea.siires must be developed. 
In t h i s s p i r i t , my Government supports the proposal submitted by the French delegation 
a,t Madrid, which aims at the adoption by the follow-up meeting of a concrete and stib-
s t a n t i a l mandate for a conference on disarmament i n Europe to be held within the frame
work of the CSCE. This mandate must maJœ clear that the objective of this conference 
v / i l l be to agree upon nev/ m i l i t a . r i l y s i g n i f i c a n t , binding and v e r i f i a b l e confidence-
building measures which must be applicable to the entire European continent. 

Let me come back to the negotiations i n our Committee. I s h a l l not no\/ go into 
any details as to \/hich p r i o r i t i e s v/e should set f o r t h i s yea.r's deliberations. I 
sha,ll merely stress once more that, i n tho opirlon of my Government, the early commence
ment of the work i n the v/orking groiips i s of prima.ry importa.nce. This v/ould not only 
increase the cha.nceo of the Committee being i n a position to submit the comprehensive 
programme of disarmament to the General Assembler at i t s second special session devoted 
to disarmament, but i t v/ould a.lso provide an opportmiity f o r the continviation of the 
negotiations on a ban on the production a.nd stockpiling of chemical v/eapons on the 
basis of the substantive report of tho two negotiating parties, the United States and 
the Soviet Union. In t h i s f i e l d particu.larly, a r e l i a b l e v e r i f i c a t i o n procedure seems 
indispensable. The absence of any v e r i f i c a t i o n pirocedure v i t h regard to the Geneva 
Protocol of 1925 banning the use of b i o l o g i c a l a.nd chemical v/oapons, led to lengthy 
discussions at l a s t yea.r's session of the Committee on Dicarmamont and i n the F i r s t 
Committee of the United nations General Assembly at the t h i r t y - f i f t h session. My 
Government therefore v/elcomos resolution 35/144 ̂  v/hich requests the Secretary-General 
to set up an importia.l f a c t - f i n d i n g mission to investiga.te alleged violations of the 
Geneva Protocol. 

As to radiological v/eapons, t h i s i s the oixLy item v/ith respect to v/hich the 
elements f o r a. treaty are already on the table and can thus be negotiated. The 
existence of t h i s joint proposal by the United States of Am.erica and the USSE as such 
i s an asset v/hich the Committee should make use of. 



C D / P V . 1 0 2 

• 24 

( l l r . F f e i f f e r , Federal Republic of Germany) 

As f o r the negative security o.ssurances, ray delegation feels tha.t efforts should 
be raa.de to come to conclusions on the ba.sis of the in-depth discussions held during the 
i\ro previous yea.rs. 

This w i l l be the l a s t f u l l session of the Coimnittee before the beginning of the 
second specia.l session of the Gonera.l Assembly devoted to disa.rma.ment to be held i n 
1982. I f we v;a.nt to achieve substa.ntive results to present to tha.t session, v;e v / i l l 
have to a.chieve them now. 

We should therefore concentrate our ef f o r t s on those items v/here such results сз,п 
nov/ be rea.ched, lly Government i s confident tha.t, i f we v/ork a.long the l i n e s la.id dov/n 
a.bove, the v/ork of t h i s Committee during the yea.r I98I v / i l l be a successfiil one. 

The СТЗАШШТ; (tra.nsla.ted from French); I tha.nli our distinguished collea.gue from 
the Federa.l Republic of Germany f o r his sta.tement. I also thanlc him f o r the kind words 
he addressed to the Chair. 

Do o.ny other delegations v/ish to ta,ke the floor? 

In viev/ of the tim.e, I thinl: v/e should put off to t h i s afternoon the informal 
meeting v/e decided to hold toda.y. Tho.t meeting i s to be devoted to a continua.tion of 
the discussions v/e ha.ve begun on tho dro.ft a,genda, a.nd progra.mme of v/ork, and v/e could 
a.lso, i f v/e have the time, begin the considera.tion of the requests tha.t have been 
submitted concerning the pa.rticipa.tion i n our v/ork of Sta.tes not members of the 
Committee. 

I am informed tha.t the Gi-oup of 21 v/ishes to hold a. consulta.tion meeting." In viev/ 
of the hour, I thinlc the group could meet i n t h i s room a f t e r t h i s plena.ry meeting. 

So, then, i f the Committee a.grees, v/e sha.ll m.eet a.gain t u i s a.fternoon f o r a.n 
informal meeting. 

The meetin^T rose a.t 12.20 p.m 
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Mr. (Japan)I Mr. Chairman, I must, of course, warmly congratulate you on 
your assumption of the chairmanship of our Committee for the month of February, hut 
just as warmly I have to congratulate you on the extremely e f f i c i e n t manner i n 
which you ha.ve been guiding us since la.st week i n our consideration of procedural 
matters wliich need, to be talcen care of at the beginning of our session. I am sure 
I ajn not the only one who hopes that the results of our f i r s t week augur well for 
the rest of our work i n the weeks and m.onths ahead. .May I express my delegation's 
gratitude to your prod.ecessor, Ambassad.or Terrefe of Ethiopia, for the solid, work 
he did. for us l a s t August, notably i n the d.elicate task of securing the ad.option of 
our report to the General Assembly. 

F i n a l l y , I wish to j o i n those who have preced.ed me i n welcoming amongst us t h i s 
year Ambassador E l Reedy of Egypt, .Ambassador Ifensur /Jimad. of Pakistan, 
Ambassador Malita of Romania aJid. /imba^ssador Bagbeni of Zaire, while regretting the 
departures of t h e i r respective predecessors. 

Japan has plead.ed. time and agaJLn that the task of the greatest urgency i n the 
field, of disarmament i s the achievement of nuclear disarmament. However, we have 
maintained, the view that, i n order to make progress tov/ard.s nuclear d.isarmament, 
the only r e a - l i s t i c approach i s to lay one brick upon another and. gradually accumulate 
concrete, measures which are actually feasible under the international situation 
prevailing at the moment. VThile d.oing so, we must for ever bear i n mind the 
need, not to upset the framework of the security balance i n any given region or the 
global framework of international security. I t goes without saying that_ i t i s the 
nuclear-weapon States which have the foremost r e s p o n s i b i l i t y to move forward, i n 
the direction of nuclear d,isarmament and. that i t i s those States wliich must talce 
specific steps to apply the braJces to the development and. prod.uction of even more 
nuclear weapons. May I inform t h i s Committee that l i r . Masayoshi Ito, the Minister 
for Foreign A f f a i r s of Japan, stated, i n his foreign policy speech to the two Houses 
of the Diet on 26 January 1981 that "Japan i s resolved., as a nation d.edicated. to 
peace and as a Party to the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty, to play a greater 
role i n promoting disarmament and especially nuclear d.isarmament ". 

The promotion of nuclear disarmament i s also of the liighest importance i n 
preserving and. strengthening the non-proliferation régime based, on the Non-
P r o l i f e r a t i o n Treaty. In t h i s context, we must r e c a l l that, at the Second Review 
Conference of the Parties to the Non-Proliferation Treaty held i n Geneva l a s t 
summer, v i r t u a l l y a l l countries stressed the urgency of reaching agreement-on a 
comprehensive nuclear test ban — a qiiestion that has been pend.ing on the .d.isarmament 
agenda ever since I965 — which would, represent one sp e c i f i c step i n the direction 
of nuclear disarmament and the strengthening of the non-proliferation régime. My 
Government once again urges the three States engaged, i n t r i p a r t i t e negotiations on 
a comprehensive tost ban to strengthen the i r e f f o r t s toviard.s a speedy conclusion of 
t h e i r negotiations. At the same time, my d.elegation wishes to appeal-to a l l the 
d.istinguished delegates around t h i s table, and. to the Governments they represent, 
to agree that the question of a comprehensive test ban be taJ.cen up • f or consid.eration 
a.t t h i s session of tho Committee on Disarmament as the agend.a item, of the highest 
p r i o r i t y . Prom that point of view, the Government of Japan strongly hopes that 
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a consensus can be arrived, at i n t h i s r o o m — a consensus including the 
representatives of a l l the nuclear-v/eapon States — to und.ertake a substantive 
consid.eration of the СТБ question at t h i s session of our Committee, includ.ing, 
i n t e r a l i a , the i n s t i t u t i o n a l and. adminirtrative aspects c i the envisaged, 
international seismtc d.ata exchange and the v e r i f i c a t i o n system i n general," ' I'iy 
d.elegation hopes that such a consensus viould. cover the method.olo¿y of the Conmitteo's 
substantive consid.era.tions, includ.ing the p o s s i b i l i t y of establisiiing a vrorking 
group as a subsidiary organ of the Coramittee on Disajrmaraent. I t goes \-iithout 
saying that the v;ork on the CTB to be und.ertalcen in- t h i s Coramittee should, be cond.ucted. 
i n a manner and. to an extent that would, be com.plementary and. not prejudiciaJ to 
the ongoing t r i l a t e r a l negotiations. 

A further step i n strengthening the non-proliferation regime i s the ach-ievement 
of urdversal ad.herence to tho Non-Proliferation Treaty. I t has recently been 
reported, tlia-t the Government of Egypt has taken the d.ecision to begin the process 
of r a t i f y i n g that Treaty. The Government of Japan v.'elcomes t h i s nev/s and. v;ishes 
to pay tribute to the Government of Egypt for i t s statesmanlike decision, since the 
adherence of Egypt to the Non-Proliferation Treaty would, be of the highest significance 
i n the context of international efforts tov;axd.s universalization of the Treaty and. 
the d.enuclearization of the region of the Midd.le East. My Government, wishes to 
taJce t h i s occasion to appeal to the tvjo nuclear~wea.pon States and. the remaining 
non-nuclear-weapon States who have so far stayed outside the NPT régime to follow 
the momentous example of Egypt at tho e a r l i e s t possible opportunity. 

In a more general context, the state of international tension i s continuing i n 
the wake of various regional confrontations, c o n f l i c t s and. m i l i t a r y intervention 
that have been witnessed i n the course of tho la.st few years. This i s to be 
regretted. However, i t i s important from the point of view of achieving strategic 
s t a b i l i t y betvioen East and. West and. promoting nuclear disarmament that the East-West 
d.ialogue i n the f i e l d , of disarmament and. arras control should, not be alloviod. to 
stagnate, but rather that i t be promoted, and. a,ccelorated.. I t i s i n t h i s sense that 
my Government wishes to express i t s emphatic hope that the Soviet.Union and. the 
United. States w i l l continue t h e i r talks — tho so-called. SALT process — on th.e 
red.uction of strategic nuclear vioapons and. the mutual re s t r a i n i n g of the never-ending 
qu a l i t a t i v e improvement of those weapons. 

Our work i n the Committee on Disarmament must also move ahead, and. we must follow 
up on tho r e s u l t s of our work at last year's session. Ify delegation appreciated, 
the fact that last year we were able to establish four <fed hoc working groups and. that 
each of them was able to d.o sorao useful v.̂ ork i n i t s respective field.. My 
d.elegation. therefore requests that the four working groups of last year be 
re-established and rocommenco t h e i r woi'.k without delay, from the beginning of t h i s 
session, as each of them recommond.ed. i n i t s report to the Cominittoe l a s t year. 

In p a r t i c u l a r , my d.elegation hopes that an Ad. Hoc Working Group on Chemical 
Weapons w i l l be established without delay and that i t w i l l bo enabled to continue, 
and. advance the work wMch was und.ertalcen by i t s predecessor l a s t year. Ve would-
welcome a more positive and. precise mand.ate being agreed, upon by consensus for t h i s 
Working Group, but i f that wore to create d i f f i c u l t i e s , tho Working Group should, at 
least start working immediately, under a mandate i d e n t i c a l to that of l a s t year, 
while discussions could, be held, separately on the elaboration of a new mand.ate. 
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My d.elegation considers t h i s to Ъо tho most p r a c t i c a l way i n which to proceed.. We 
would, of course, support the continuation of tho Ню Working Group on the 
Comprehensive Programme of SisarmaiP-ont and, the creation of two other working groups 
to d.ea,l with nega.tivo security assurances and. rad.iologiGal weapons, respoctively, 
which would, continue the work of tho i r pred.ecessors und.er id.ontica.l mand.atGS. I 
thus f u l l y endorse tho constructive suggestion on t h i s matter that we hoard last 
wec-k from Ambassad.or Venicatoswaran, my distinguished, colleague from India. As to 
the other d-isarmanont matters wliich figu.ro on our agond.a, we look forviard. to t h e i r 
continued, consid.eration at t l i i s sessioji of tho Committee. 

With tho second, special session of the General Assembly d.evoted. to disarmament 
looming ahead, of us for next year, tho r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of the Committee on 
Disaxmament i s of even greater significance at i t s I9QI session. We have begun 
our work i n a most e f f i c i e n t raannor und.er your inspired, giiidance, Mr. Chairman, and. 
my d.elega-tion very sincerely hopes that v?e s h a l l be able to continue i n t h i s manner, 
without having to devote too much time to procedural questions and. moving ahead, into 
the consid.ora,tion of matters of substance a,s quickly a,s possible. I t i s ray happy 
feel i n g that a l l delegations around, t h i s table share the sai^e sentiment and are 
w i l l i n g to try to malee progress at t h i s session i n the true s p i r i t of international 
co-operation. 

The CH/:.IE]yKiII (translated, from French) ; I thanlc iimbassad.or Окаг-Ja for his 
statement a,nd. I should, l i k e to express my great gratitud.o for the vory kind. and. 
friend.ly remarks ho addressed, to the Chair. 

Mr. MilLITA (Romania) (translated, from French) ; At the beginning of my statement 
I should, l i k e to thank you for tho word.s of welcome wliich you, as well as ray 
collea^guos, have addressed, to me. I should l i k e to assure you of my most sincere 
d.esire to maintain and. develop the co-operation already established, i n the Committee 
v/ith my pred.ecessors. 

Allow me to express the Sctisfaction I f o e l on joining tho Committee at a, time 
when the Chair i s occupied, by the roprosontative of a, groat country vrhich encourages 
r e f l e c t i o n upon and. research into the v i t a l problems of maJikind., among which 
disarmament occupies an important place. Your stylo, imbued, as i t i s with 
f l e x i b i l i t y and. ta.ct, reveals the negotiator. You are, ¥ir. Chairman, one of that 
breed, of groat French d.iploma.ts viho have boon raised, on the wise counsels of 
Monsieur d.e Callières, written i n 1716. 

I t was he v/ho said that tho good, negotiator should, aim above a l l at long-term 
success based, on good, f a i t h , remombering tha.t he w i l l have many an issue to negotiate 
i n the course of Ms career. 

In t h i s connection I wish to stress the fact that our Committee i s a negotia.ting 
forum. Of course, diplomacy has a parliamentary sid.e to i t , with the fino rhetoric 
and, the imned.iate impact tlirough the mass mod.ia that t l i i s implies. But, unlike many 
other forms of co-operation, between States, our Ccmraitteo i s also sonetMng l i k e a 
laboratory for v/orking out solutions to the grave and. pressing problems created by 
the arras race. 

Such an end.ea,vour c a l l s for the virtues and. s k i l l s necessary i n any negotiating 
e f f o r t , namely, perseverance, imagination i n tho search for acceptable solutions 
and, the eschowing of polemics. To t l i i s should be added the fact that ours are 
m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations, which necessitates i n addition a respect for equality, 
fairness and. democracy, pr i n c i p l e s wliich, moreover, the General Assembly, at i t s 
special session on disarmament, incorpora.ted. into the Committee's now structure. 
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.. : ,.iiffliÇ.V2ij..-W3.. ЦДзх not lose sight оГ г, factor of the hJ-ghost iinportan-co, that 
of time. For, at t h i s stage i n the negotiations, no one could, express sat i s f a c t i o n 
with the rate at which -thoy arc proceeding. The f i r s t session v;a.s d.oninatod Ъу 
the elaboration :-f the rules;,.of..proced.uro; the second, vías d.evoted. to the ûstp.blishment 
of negotiating machinery tlnrough the setting up of working groups, a process which 
took up a groat d.eal of time. The session that'has .just begun must speed up tho 
rate of i t s work i f i t i s to meet the' d.emand.s of international l i f e . 

The Romanian d.olegation v/ishes cl e a r l y to stato i t s b e l i e f that i t i s urgently . 
nocGssary to' proceed;, v;ithout further d.elay for proced.ural or any other reasons, 
to offective and. authentic negotiations - - t o tho r e a l consideration of the problems 
on our agend.a. 

We believe that the Committoe must d.o everything i n i t s power to exploro 
p o s s i b i l i t i e s that might lead, to solutions and to find, formulas l i k e l y to command. • 
a consensus. 

• The general interest of manlcind. as a viholo pla,ces the highest r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . 
upon us, as the General Assembly at i t s la.st session mad.e clear. 

Reference i s sometimes mad.o to the favourable or loss favourable conditions i n 
which the work of our Committee i s talcing placo — to the temperature, as i t wore, 
of the p o l i t i c a l climate. In that connection I should, l i k e to stress that a l l the 
processes wliich characterize or form pa.rt of .contemporary .society combine t o . ,.. 
plead, f o r the immediate cessation of tho arms race, the scale of v.diich ha,s gone far 
beyond, tho l i m i t s of reason. 

I n the f i r s t place, present weapons systems are..a., sourco of i n s & c u r i t y T h e i r 
huge quantity, t h e i r immense destructive power tha.t maJcos thorn capable of 
annihilating mankind., th i s whole vast panoply of explosive material t l i a t makes us 
the inglorious hoíd.ers of a record, for per capita armaments expenditure — a figure 
fa r higher than any por capita national income figuro o r , for that matter, the anîount 
of cereals per i-'^habitant — a l l t h i s can only inspire and. maintain a psychosis of 
fear and. insecurity both aumong governments and. among the peoples of the viorld. at large. 

Can v;o spoak of security while there i s the r i s k of tho outbroalc of a ' 
conflagration at any moment as a result of unwanted, escalation, error, m.iscalculation 
or accid.ent? .• , 

Technological progress means a constant increase i n the speed, and: precision of 
weapons. I t means also,-by the sai-io token, a constant rod.uction i n the time 
available, f o r d.ecision and. i n the safety margin, along with a l l the p o s s i b i l i t i e s for 
teclmical errors mentioned, by H.E. Alfonso Garcia Robles, the Ambassador of Mexico. 
Hew refinements tend to make credible tho p o s s i b i l i t y of .tho u t i l i z a t i o n of ,nucloar 
vieapons. 

For a l l those reasons, tho Eomariia,n d.elegation considers that-we arc faced.-,. 
Viith a threat to general security and wfith over-increasing r i s k s , beaj?ing i n mind, 
that p o l i c i e s of force and. d.omination, of pressure and. diktat are s t i l l being 
espoused., 

SGCond.lv. the arms race i s harmful to world, ocononjr. No in-d.opth analysis of 
tho crises by vihich the world, i s beset today, such as the energy c r i s i s , the ra.w 
materials c r i s i s or tho f i n a n c i a l c r i s i s , can overlook- the vast s'ums b e i n g spent onarms. 

I n many countries, the increase i n m i l i t a r y expenditures i s greater tlian the 
increase i n national income. The 5OO b i l l i o n d.ollar s, -swallowed up by the ' arms race 
each year serve only to i n t e n s i f y the crisis', incroase' economic i n s t a b i l i t y and help 
to maintain and, aggrava.te und,erd.evelopnent, 
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As i s pointed out i n the I978 report by the United Nations Secretar;/-G-eneral on 
the "Economic and. s o c i a l consequences of the arms race end. of m i l i t a r y expenditures", 
the gigantic sums spent on arras are so many resources diverted, from the solution of 
the prohleras of mankind, among which d.evelopraent i s the f i r s t . 

Thirdly, the p r o l i f e r a t i o n and refinement of weapons i s profound.ly harmful to 
international l i f e through the maintenance of attitud.es hased. on force. 

E x i s t i n g armaments systems inevitably offer themselves as the means of resolving 
disputes, either Ъу tlnreals or by outright wars. The red.uction of arraasnents must 
go along with the strengthening and. r e f i n i n g of the instruments for the peaceful 
settlement of disputes provided und.er the Charter of the United Nations. . • • 

A l l these factors, m i l i t a r y , econonic and. p o l i t i c a l , have created, a new awareness 
among governments, parliaments, professional groupings and social movements, a l l of 
which are c a l l i n g for a rapid, improvement i n international relations and. for the 
cessation a,nd. reversal of the arras race. 

References have been made to the influence of certain p o l i t i c a l factors or . 
external events on the work of our Committee. I should, l i k e to d.raw attention to the 
other side of the coin, that i s , the influence the Conmiittee could exercise i n 
opposing the m.entality of force and. the attempts to use force or the tlrreat of force, 
a mentality engendered, by the development of a large number of warlike i n s t i t u t i o n s 
and systems. 

Any good, news that nay come from our laboratory, any prospect of a solution 
coming from t h i s quarter, w i l l f a c i l i t a t e the task of p o l i t i c a l leaders throughout 
the world, alarmed, by the increasing insecurity, d e f i c i t s and. i n f l a t i o n as v;ell as by 
the c r i s i s i n development resources. 

Any progress witlnLn our Committee w i l l be appreciated, even more by the peoples 
of the world., resolved to d.efend. thei r right to existence, to l i f e , to su r v i v a l . 

As the Presid.ent of the S o c i a l i s t Republic of Ronania, Nicolao Ceausescu, 
stated, recently: "Our countr;/' w i l l always s t r i v e t i r e l e s s l y for the attainment of 
the great goal of â i sarmament, and., i n the f i r s t place, nuclear a.isarnarjient. The 
worthy achievements of mod.ern science and. teclinology must not be used, for 
d.estruction and. war but for the well-being and. happiness of the peoples. A l l the 
nations of the world, must r i s e resolutoly i n d.efence of the fund.amental human r i g h t — 
the right to l i f o , to peace, to a free existence." 

Tliroughout the disarnament negotiations, Romania has always regard.od. nuclear 
disarnament as a natter of high p r i o r i t y and. has emphasized, that i t was i n t h i s f i e l d , 
that the most urgent and. far-reaching m.easures were required.. That position remains 
unchanged., the more so as developments i n the nuclear weapons f i e l d , amply demonstrate 
that nothing short of t h e i r t o t a l eradication w i l l provide a d.efinitive answer to 
problems of security. 

This position find.s a solid, basis i n the conclusions of tho report of the Group 
of Experts on a Comprehensive Study on Nuclear ¥ea,pons, wMch emphasizes that 
"nuclear weapons are the most serious threat to international security" 
(document .V35/392, p. 153). 

The resolutions of the t h i r t y - f i f t h session of the General ^issenbly, transiaitted. 
to the Committee and. extensively quoted, d.uring our d.iscussions, lay upon us precise 
obligations. 

http://attitud.es
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I t i s my delegation's sincere conviction that tho Committee must respond to those 
appeals-,-wMch-have'hoen repeated, ever since the fo-and.ation of the United. Nations. 

L f a i l u r e to negotiate on the subject of nuclear weapons would be u n j u s t i f i a b l e 
i n any disarmament negotiating lor-on. The Romanian d.elegation therefore d.eclares 
i t s e l f i n favour of an immediate start to concrete negotiations on nuclear 
disarmament i n this Committee. 

The conditions necessary f o r that purpose already exist. 

F i r s t , a l l f i v e nuclear-weapon States, as w e l l as a number of non-nuclear States, 
aro talcing part i n the Committee's work. 

Second.ly, these topics already appear on the Conmitteo's agenda and. have formed, 
the subject of an impressive number of s p e c i f i c proposals. 

Third.ly, working groups liave proved, to be the nechanism. best suited, f o r tackling 
well-d.efined. subjects. 

That i s wliy my d.elegation strongly supports the proposal for the establishment of 
an ad. hoc working group on the cessation of the nucleex arms race and. on nuclear, 
disarmament, which should, hold, discussions with a view to id.entifying the problems to 
be negotiated and drawing up a clear programme for tho opening and conduct of structured 
talks capable of lead.ing to the cessation of the manufacture of nuclear weapons and. 
to the outlawing of such v/eapons. 

We consid.er i t necessaxy that the Working Group responsible f o r d.evising effective 
international arrangements to a-ss"are non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or 
threat of use of n-uclear v/eapons should, continue i t s v/ork. On the basis of the 
re s u l t s achieved, l a s t year, the Group should, concentrate on viorlcing out a formula 
acceptable to a l l nuclear-woapon States whereby those States v / i l l und.ertalce never aaid. 
und.er no circumstances to use or threaten to use nuclear v/eapons, or force i n general, 
against States v/hich d.o not ha.ve sii.ch weapons. 

The Romanian d.elegation also supports the proposal of tho countries members of 
the Group of 21 and. other countries for the establishment of a v/orlcing group to 
und.ertalce negotiations on the substance of an agreement on the co¡:iplete pr o l i i b i t i o n 
of nucleai^weapon tests. 

In the l i g h t of our position of p r i n c i p l e , we a.lso support the proposal made by 
H.E. Gerhard Herd.or, ixnbassad.or of the Gorman Democratic Republic, for the establishment 
of a structure for the elabora,tion of an international agreement on the non-stationing 
of nuclear weapons on the t e r r i t o r i e s of States where there are no such weapons at 
present. 

Wo should, also- lilce to stress that the Committee ought to be i n a position to 
report progress to the General Assenbly at i t s session t M s year on the subjects of non-
resort to nuclear weapons, which was mentioned, by the Indian delegation, and 4>essation 
of the manufacture of fissionable materials for m i l i t a r y purposes, to which the 
Australian d.elegation has referred.. 

As a European country, Romania i s deeply alarned. by the militaxy s i t u a t i o n i n 
t h i s region of the world., which houses 80 per cent of the world's arsenals, and. by 
the prospect of a new escalation of nuclear aims on the continent of E-urope. We 
earnestly hope that the .meeting now i n progress at Madrid, w i l l d.ocid.e to convene a 
conference on confid.once-building measures and, disarnament i n Europe, wliich should, 
elaborate concreto measures tov/ard.s tho cessation of the arns race and the reduction 
of tho m i l i t a r y potentia.1 existing on t h i s co-ntinent. 
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Nuclear disarnament questions have, of course, formed, the subject of negotiations 
i n other forums, and.- I refer to the strategic arms l i m i t a t i o n talles betvíeen the USSR 
and, the United. States;, known as SALT. Romania welcomed, the conclusion of the SALT I I 
agreements and, we hopo thai these agreenents w i l l bo r a t i f i e d i n the near future, for 
t h a t - w i l l be an inportant step forwai''d., opening the way to further measures aimed, at 
e f f e c t i v e l y h alting the nuclear e,rns race. 

The concentraiion of our efforts on nuclear d,isarnanent i n no way means 'that v/e 
should, ignore the urgency of nea*.suj?es aimed, at the prohibition of other weapons of 
mass d.estruction, and. f i r s t a,nd. foremost chemical weapons. The Romanian d.elegation 
i s i n favour of the continaation of efforts to craft an intornational convention on 
t h i s subject. The useful work done la s t yea.r within the Ad, Hoc Working Group on 
ChenicaJ Weapons, as v;cll as tho informal meetings with experts, i n our view offer 
a basis from wMch tho Comnittee can proceed to a higher stage, that of negotiations 
on the d.rafting of the text of an international agreement on tho complete and. effective 
prohibition of chemical weapons. This qualitative a^spoct should be reflected, i n the 
Working Group's a c t i v i t i e s ; the conclusion of tho Soviet Union-United. States 
negotiations i n t h i s connection could, greatly contribute to the attainment of t h i s 
objective. 

As a i the la,st session, we intend, to make a constructive contribution to the 
preparation of the text of a treaty prohibiting raâ.iological v/eapons, oh the basis of 
the joint draft submitted, by the d.elegaiions of tho USSR and. the United. States of 
America and. the proposals put fori/jard. by other States i n the coiorso of the previous 
negotiations. 

There i s something paradoxical - about the f act ' that the d.evelopment of science and. 
teclmology, which bring so many benefits to mankind, i n a l l spheres, i s also a driving 
force i n the arms race. 

The use of new discoveries" for tho purpose of prod.ucing ever гюге d.estructive 
weapons cannot f a i l to cause us concern. At the stage we have reached i n our 
consid.eration' of t h i s question, i t i s important for us to talce a a,eci3ion as to the 
manner i n winch we - are to continue our work. In view of the highly technical-
nature of tho subject, we "support the proposal- for the setting up of an ad. hoc group 
of s c i e n t i f i c experts with a mand.ate to study the problems caused, by new 'types of 
v/eapons and. the question of the coh'clusion of an agreement or agreements aimed, at the 
effective prevention of the vise of sciencG ana. teclinologj^ for tho development of 
weapons of mass d.estruction. 

Tho Ronanian d.elegation consid.e'rs that pGnd,ing the conclusion of a general 
agreement on- t h i s subject. States which have the nccessajry technological potential 
should, und.ortake to take appropriate steps at the national l e v e l for the prevention of 
the u t i l i z a t i o n of the attainments of science and. teclmblogy for d.estructive end.s. 

As H.E. Olu i i j . e n i j i , the .Ambassador of Nigeria, r i g h t l y pointed, out, the 
elaboration of a comprehensive jjrogranne of d.isarnanGnt, a.s required of us by the 
United. Nations, i s of special urgency this year i n view of the preparations i n 
progress for the second, special" session of the United. Nations d.evoted. to disarnament. 
This task r e f l e c t s the urgent need, to formulate, i n a concrete and. binding manner, 
a strategy and. a p r a c t i c a l negotiating programme aimed, at mobilizing a l l e f f o r t s i n 
favour of general and complote d.isa.rmanont, and. i n the f i r s t instance nuclear 
d.isarnament. The inclusion i n tho d.ocunent, i n addition to concrete d.isarmaj'aent 
neasures, of provisions l i k e l y to contribute to the strengthening of the role of tho 
united. Nations i n the f i e l d of disarnajaent and. to i'ncrea,sing i t s effectiveness i n the 
co-ord.ination and the supervision of tho efforts und.ertaken i n various negotiating 
forums ought, given present international conditions, to be a najor objective of our 
end.eavours. 
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ut •this-polnt'-in шу sta'tGr.c-r.t I shoM.l'J l i k e to Е-'ОГЛ up tho Humanisai ¿¡.clega-tion- s 
position v/ith regard to the various proposals nad.e i n the Connitteo. Ve believe 
that a l l these i n i t i a t i v e s r e f l e c t the r e a l advantages to be d.erived. from, using the 
v/orking instruments v/liich tho ad. hoc groupe are consid.ercd. to bo. I t should, bo 
stressed., hov/ovcr, tliat our discussions i n t h i s connection ought not delay the imnodiate 
comnencenent of v/ork by tho four Groups v/hich v/ere already i n operation l a s t year. 

The matter of setting up f l e x i b l e and. p r a c t i c a l subsidiar^'- bodies of tho Coamittee 
for tho purpose of consid.ering solutions or bringing us up to d.aote on certain problems, 
should, not be raised, to tho l e v e l .of i n s t i t u t i o n a l and. p o l i t i c a l questions, a.s has 
sometimes been the case i n the rmst. A negotiating forum l i k e ours should ad.opt a 
much freer approach tov/ard.s tho iDroblens v/ith which i t i s concerned.. I t i s i n that 
s p i r i t that the Romanian d.elegation intend.s before long to raise the question of the 
freezing and. reduction of m i l i t a r y budgets. We attach special importance to- t h i s 
problem, v/hich i s v/ritton'into the Conmitteo's d.ocalogue. The argument concerning-
the "maturing" of certain subjects carnot and should not discourage us from examining 
then; we are convinced that negotiation i t s e l f helps to nature a subject. 

I should, also l i k e to enphasize that according to the terns of the 'Declaration of 
the 19'80s a.s the Second. Disarnament Decad.e", adopted, by General Assembly 
resolution 35/46 of 3 December I98O, "... i t i s essential that not only Governments but 
also the peoples of the world, recognize and. und.erstand. the d.angers i n the present v/orld. 
armaments situ a t i o n , so that v/orld. public opinion w i l l bo mobilized, on behalf of peace 
and disarmament. ' This v / i l l bo of great im.portance to the strengthening of international 
peace and. security, the just and, peaceful resolution of d.isputes and. c o n f l i c t s and. 
effective disarmament". In our view, the manner i n wliich the Committee on Disarmament 
could, contribute towards a closer linlc with public opinion, by ensuring that i t i s 
better informed, about the Committee's a c t i v i t i e s , should, also be a subject f o r our 
attention. The Romanian d.elegation intend.s, at an'appropriate t i n e , to submit 
concrete proposals on t h i s point. 

We appreciate tho broad.ening of the d.ebate on-disarmainent am.ong non of science and. 
tho objective and. lucid, sense of r e s p o n s i b i l i t y they are displaying i n face of the 
d.angers engend.ered. by arnameiitr! and, the usv. of science f o r n i l i t a r y ond.s. In that 
context, we welcome the establislimont of the United Nations I n s t i t u t e for Disarnament 
Research and. v/e express the hope that the I n s t i t u t e w i l l d.irect i t s v/ork tov/ard.s the 
major objectives d.efined. i n United. Nations documents, ikiong the small and. nediiom-sized. 
d.eveloping countries the need, i s f e l t for s c i o n t i f i r research capable of providing 
effective stipport to disarmament ef f o r t s . 

As H.E, I'Irs. Inga Thorsson, the distinguished, representative of Swed.en, pointed, 
out, this year's session of the Connitteo on Disarnament i s taking place und.er the sign 
of the second- special session of tho United. Nations d.evoted. to disarnament, whose task i t 
v / i l l be to malee a public evaluation of the results v/e have achieved.. I f those results 
are d.eomed. inadequate, the reacons for t h i s , includ.ing the Conmitteo's work structures, 
might well be subject to very olose scrutiny. 

The conclusion to be drawn from a l l this i s that, i n conformity v/ith 
General i..ssenbly resolution 35/152J our Connitteo, as the single n u l t i l a t e r a l 
negotiating body on disarnament, should play the central role i n substantive negotiations 
on p r i o r i t y questions of disarmament by conbining i t s efforts v/ith those undertaleen i n 
other foruns. 

In conclud.ing these introd.uctory renarks, allovj ne to enphasize that any d.elay i n 
solving the problens before us w i l l lead to situations of s t i l l greater conplexity. We 
a l l agree that much sinpler solutions night have been found.-in the early stages of 
modern weapons systems. Tine does not ease the negotiators' task. I ^ delegation i s 
sincerely convinced, that wo liavo not reached, i r r e v e r o i b l e situations. -That i s v/hy i t 
v / i l l spare no effort at t h i s stage to try to help nalee our negotiations meaningful and. 
f r u i t f u l . 
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The СШДНЧМГ (translated from French) ; I thank Amhassador îialita for his 
statement and I am especially grateful to him for the very kind and f r i e n d l y terms 
i n which he spoke of me. I should add that I was p a r t i c u l a r l y touched by his 
reference to llx. de Callières. Times have changed, but there i s no doubt that the 
precepts contained i n his work s t i l l r e t a i n a great deal of th e i r value. 

Mr. McPHAIL (Canada); Mr. Chairman, I shoiild l i k e to add my voice to that of 
others who have already expressed the i r 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 
i s encouraged by the general desire that has been apparent i n the Comm.ittee for the 
speedy com.pletion of consideration of the agenda. We believe that the part you have 
played i n this process has been c r u c i a l , and we should l i k e to congratulate you on i t . 

I should also l i k e to associate myself with my colleagues i n welcoming to the 
Committee the new representatives of Egypt, Pakistan, Zaire and Romania. My 
delegation i s convinced that the personal contributions of these representatives 
w i l l be of value to the Committee i n i t s deliberations. 

Щ- statement today w i l l be b r i e f . I want simply to survey i n outline form the 
prospects for this year's session of the Committee as we see them.. I f 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 i n the history of the Committee, and bearing i n mind the 
events outside these chambers which inevitably affect our work, i n order to stress 
the view of my Government that i t i s incumbent upon us to adopt the most p r a c t i c a l 
and business-like approach possible to our work, and to aim at what r e a l i s t i c a l l y we 
might expect to achieve. 

I accordingly hope that the Coramittee t h i s year w i l l proceed on the basis of 
three fundamental considerations; 

(1) Our proceedings should go forv/ard on a basis of what i s possible i n the period 
leading up to the second special session on disarmament i n f u l l recognition of 
the fact that the Committee on Disarmiament does not work i n a vacuum, but i s 
influenced by the international environment. In this regard v/e need to be 
sensitive to t h i s enviroment, and i f v/e are to achieve progress our aims for 
this session, and for others, must be fine-tuned accordingly. 

(2) We should therefore l i m i t our objectives to r e a l i s t i c proposals lending themselves 
to items v/here prospects of agreement are high or where v/e have reasonable 
chances of achieving consensus. Only through registering progress can we be 
confident that the c r e d i b i l i t y of the CD v / i l l be strengthened. 

(3) In this regard, I suggest that i t i s p a r t i c u l a r l y important that this Committee 
show progress now. We welcome the forthcoming and f l e x i b l e attitudes expressed 
by many delegations and th e i r determination to avoid the lengthy treatment of 
organizational and procedural questions which consumed so much time at the 
session of the Committee on Disarmament i n 1980. 
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V i t i i these considerations i n mind, I agree with' those speakers who have urged that 
working groups he convened as soon as possible; I also agree with those who have 
suggested that the four working groups established l a s t y e a r — the working groups 
on negative securi-ty ass-orances, chemical weapons, ra d i o l o g i c a l weapons and the 
comprehensive programme of disarmament— should be re-established or continued on 
the basis of th e i r manda'tes of l a s t year. New mandates i f eventually needed or 
desirable can be talœn up by the Committee on Disarmanient i n p a r a l l e l with the 
substantive work of those working groups;, and when that work demonstrates the 
d e s i r a b i l i t y of change. This i s the kind of business-like and f l e x i b l e approach . 
appropriate to a negotiating forum of this kind. 

I would now l i k e to prognosticate on the outcome of those vrorking groups, i f as 
. we hope, they are able to commence vrork at once : 

••(a) The chemical v/eapons and radi o l o g i c a l weapons working groups: our assessment 
i s that conditions are favourable for progress i n these working groups i f a l i parties 
maintain a sense of realism. 

(b) Comprehensivro programme of disarmament: the work of th i s v/orking group i s 
most relevant to preparations for the United Nations General Assembly's 
second special session on disarmament, and should proceed fi r m l y and quickly, 
bearing i n mind the v/ork programme established by the United Nations Disarmament 
Commission. 

(c) Negative secvoritj'' assvxrances: t h i s working group has performed, a valuable 
i f d i f f i c u l t fvmction of c l a r i f y i n g the issues and differences involved. The timo 
may now be right for early consultation outside 'the working group framev/orlc by those 
most d i r e c t l y involved to determine v/hether at this stage, and how, further progress 
v-fithin the v/orking grovip v / i l l be possible. 

As f o r the proposed establishment of a vrorking group on a comprehensive test ban, 
we believe that the effectiveness of any v/orking group on this or anj' other qviestion 
depends upon the adoption of a r e a l i s t i c mandate acceptable to a l l and pa.rticularly 
to 'those most d i r e c t l y concerned. Tliis should be borne i n mind i n O^JJC deliberations 
on the creation of this working group, which we v/ish to see established at the 
e a r l i e s t possible date. I repeat, however, that we v/ant an effective v/orking group, 
and that means there must be a readiness on a l l sides to consider the mandate 
question seriously and r e a l i s t i c a l l y . My Government holds firmly to the b e l i e f 
t h a t we are not here, to score debating points. 

On the basis of these considerations ande prognostications, v/hich I knov/ are 
shared by a great many other members of the Committee, I hope that i t v / i l l be possible 
at this year's session of 'the Committee on Disarmament to move ahead i n a business-lilœ 
and constructive manner, thai v/e v / i l l r egister substantive progress before the 
second special session i n 1982, and that we s h a l l bvrlld on the glimmering of progress 
recorded l a s t year i n the substantive e f f o r t s of our v/orking groups, to malœ the 
Committee on Disarmaiaent the true negotiating forvmi on disarmament matters i t i s 
intended— and expected by the v r o r l d — to be. 

F i n a l l y , and i n the s p i r i t of the remarks I just made concerning tho interest i n 
our work of those usually outside this Committee, I v/ant to say the follov/ing. A v/eek 
ago, we had a manifestation of the interest of youth on the occasion of the 
presentation of a book on disarmament v/ritten specially for them. Today I v/ant to 
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draw the attention of the Committee to a different and certainly no less s i g n i f i c a n t 
manifestation of such interest. .1 am pleased to t e l l the Committee that we have duly 
infomed the Secretary of -the presence within the Canadian delegation toda,y and for 
the next two weeks of two parliamentarj'- advisers: Mr. Charles Caccia and 
Mr. Blaine Tliacker, vrho represent respectively the Government partj' and the 
O f f i c i a l Opposition i n the Caneidian Parliejnent. I4r. Caccia, i n pa r t i c u l a r ha.s been 
involved i n disarmament aiid securi%- questions i n the Inter-Parliamentary Union and 
as adviser at the Madrid Conference. They are here to fa m i l i a r i z e themselves vrith 
the work of the Committee and look for\>iard to i t s plenary,'' discussions and to the 
opportunitjr to meet members of other delegations for informal exchanges of views 
on the subjects before \xz. 

The СНА1НМЙ1Т (translated from French): I thank His Excellency Ambassador McPhail 
for h is statement and I should also l i k e to express to him a l l my gratitude for his 
very kind vrords about mj^self. I take this opportunity to welcome Hv. Charles Caccia 
and Mr, Blaine Thacker and I vrish them an inte r e s t i n g stay among us. 

Mr, PROKOFIEY (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) (translated from Russian); 
¥e extend greetings to you i n the post of Cliairman of the Committee as the 
representative of a country which has done much to reduce tensions i n Europe and 
other parts of the vrorld. The Soviet delegation hopes that, as Chairman at the 
i n i t i a l stage of the Committee's a c t i v i t i e s this year, you v r i l l d irect a l l your 
outstanding experience and knowledge of international a f f a i r s tovir?.rds ensuring that 
our common endeavour gets off to a good star t and that our work i s business-like and 
productive. 

The session of the Committee on Disarmament now beginning i s notable i n many 
respects. From the point of view of working time, i t i s r e a l l y the l a s t f u l l session 
before the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, 
scheduled for 1982. This places a special responGibility upon a l l States represented 
i n the Committee. On their p o l i t i c a l v r i l l , t h e i r readiness to reach real agreements 
i n the disarmament sphere, v r i l l depend— among other t h i n g s — the judgement passed 
on the Committee's a c t i v i t i e s at the special session. 

The start of our • Committee ' s vrork coincides with the resimiption of the Madrid 
meeting, vrhose object i s to reach agreements i n the interests of the secvirity aivd 
peaceful future of the European peoples, agreements which should, i n particula„r, 
open the vray for the convening of a conference on m i l i t a r y détente and disarmament 
i n Europe, M u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on the j o i n t reduction of armed forces and 
armaments i n central Europe are continuing i n Vienna, V/e believe that the 
accomplishment of positive results i n the Committee on Disarmament and constructive, 
business-like negotiations vrithin the Committee vrould be conducive to progress i n 
those important international forui^s as vrell, 

I should also l i k e to draw attention to the fact that the 26th Congress of 
the Communist Pa.rty of the Soviet Union and congresses of other parties of the 
fraternal s o c i a l i s t countries are to be held during the period' of the current 
session of the Committee on Disarmament. The s o c i a l i s t covmtries ha.ve alvra,ys played 
and are playing an active, constructive part i n a l l the most, important areas of 
ovir m u l t i l a t e r a l body's a c t i v i t y and i n solving problems of disarmament as a vrhole. 
To mention only the past year, the s o c i a l i s t countries have to their credit a broad 
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programme of s p e c i f i c measures for the strengthening of peace and détente put for\fard. 
at the May meeting of the P o l i t i c a l Consultative Committee of States parties to the 
Warsaw Treaty, husiness-like proposals on the same subject drawn up i n October 1 9 8 0 
at a meeting of the Committee of Ministers of Foreign A f f a i r s of the States parties 
to the Warsaw Treatjr, andi. i n i t i a t i v e s by the Soviet Union and other s o c i a l i s t 
countries at the t h i r t y - f i f t h session of the United Nations General Assembly, i n the 
Committee on Disamiament and i n other disarmament negotiating forums. 

The decisions of the forthcoming 26th Congress of the Communist Partj'- of the 
Soviet Union atid of the congresses of other parties of s o c i a l i s t countries, wMch 
always devote considerable attention to questions of strengthening peace and detente 
and reducing the danger of wa,r, w i l l withoiit doubt malee a fresh contribution towards 
the struggle of the peoples for the curbing of the- arms, race.. 

.As i s we 11 Icnovm, the Soviet Union has constantly singled out the problem of 
disarmament, both as a vrhole and i n i t s various aspects, as being of prime importance 
among the problems of contemporary international l i f e vrhose solution brooks no delay. 
"The foreign pol i c y of the Soviet Union," L.I. Brezhnev em.phasized i n his New Year's 
message of greetings-to. the Soviet people, " i s pursuing clear and noble aims. Wo 
want peace for a l l peoples. Our allegiance to the ideals of freedom, justice and 
progress i s unshaleeable. The Soviet Union resolutely champions detente and the 
strengthening of co-operation, and'opposes a firm 'no' to the arms race and to the 
complications and'conflicts engendered by i m p e r i a l i s t p o l i c i e s " . 

We are firmly convinced that the world can f i n d genuine security, not through 
an endless succession of ever m.ore t e r r i f y i n g and, by the same token, ever more 
expensive means of vrarfare, but by restraining the pace and the scale of the a,rms 
race u n t i l i t i s completely halted. Proceeding from the p r i n c i p l e that there are no 
international problems that could not be solved through negotiations with i-easonable 
regard f o r mutual in t e r e s t s , our country malees concrete and p r a c t i c a l l y roalizal:)le 
proposals i n the disarmament f i e l d . During the period since the Second World War, 
the USSR has put forn-rard more than one hundred proposals of t h i s kind, from those 
r e l a t i n g to individual measures—and this applies p a r t i c u l a r l y to the banning of 
atomic and, l a t e r , of thermonuclear vreapons—to general and complete disarmament. 

At the t h i r t y - f i f t h session of the United Nations General Assembly the Soviet 
delegation put forvrard, as i s knovm, a broad programme of urgent measures aimed' at 
reducing the danger of vrar. In,the interests of improving the effectiveness of vrork 
i n s p e c i f i c areas of the struggle for peace and the secvrrity of peoples, the 
Soviet Union submitted to the session .of the Степега! Assembly a memorandimi e n t i t l e d 
"Peace, disarmament ai-vd international securi'ty guarantees". The most importamt 
among the more than 4 0 resolutions on disarmament questions approved by the 
General Assem-bly at i t s t h i r t y - f i f t h session are based on proposals by the Soviet Union 
and other s o c i a l i s t countries dictated by a concern for 'bhe improvement of the 
p o l i t i c a l clima'be throughout the planet and the deepening of the process of détente. 
As the results of the Cveneral Assembly's vrork i n t h i s sphere demonstrate, a s i g n i f i c a n t 
majority of States are resolutely i n favour of placing disarmament on a track leading 
towards p r a c t i c a l solutions and of taking vrithout dela.y steps — not, perhaps the 
most ra d i c a l steps, but r e a l ones nevertheless —• on bhe path towards the elimination 
of m i l i t a r y Confrontation. The conviction i s grovring throughout the vrorld that 
the 1 9 8 0 s must become the decade of genuine advances i n the l i m i t a t i o n of the arms 
race, primarily the nuclear arms race. 
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And t h i s needs to be done >àthout dela^'', f o r , as the Memorandum of the 
Soviet Union submitted at the t h i r t y - f i f t h session of the United Nations 
General Assembly points out, tlie arms race i s i n certain f i e l d s "approaching a 
point beyond vihich i t may become impossible to curb i t e f f e c t i v e l y by means of 
agreements based on mritual v e r i f i c a t i o n " . This appli'^s, f i r s t and foremost,, to the 
development of strategic weapons. As i s generally recognised, the success of the 
SALT process forms the core of international security as a whole.. I t i s not by 

• accident, after a l l , that one of the resolutions of the t h i r t y - f i f t h session of 
the General Assembly contains an -urgent appeal not to delay any further --the 
implementation of the SALT~II treaty. The entire 2?esponsibility for -the fact that 
the trea-ty has not yet entered into force rests vrith the United States, The 
provisions of the SALT-II trea-fcy touch upon the most important aspects of the 
securi-ty of -the Soviet Union and the United States, Our country, as has been 
repea-tedly sta-ted at the highest l e v e l , finds completely unacceptable an approach 
which would place one of the parties i n a position of advantage i n r e l a t i o n to "the 
o-ther. In h i s teleigram of greetings to Mr. R. Reagan, 'the new President of 
the Uni-ted States, L.I. Brezhnev said that the Soviet Union favours a positive 
development of. relations.betv/een the USSR and the Uni-fced S-bates and t h e i r constructive 
co-operation i n solving urgên-t in-fcemational problems, v/hich, together wi-th "the 
ef f o r t s of a l l other States, would best serve the ends of improving the international 
ei-tuation and strengthening peace. 

The Soviet Union's mv-zavering desire to unravel the t i ^ t knots of c o n f l i c t 
í3i"tuations i n various •coniers of our planet i s supported by concre-te i n i t i a t i v e s . 
The international conununii?'- received with profound interest and at-fcention, i n 
p a r t i c u l a r , "the nev/ important proposals on v/ays of ensuring peace and security i n 
the Persian Gulf area advanced by L,I, Brezhnev d.uring h i s recent v i s i t -to India. 
These proposals, which provide for the conclusion of an appropriate agreement be-tv/een 
the' countries of the region, the Soviet Union, the United States of America, other 
Western Powers, China, Japan and a l l States in-terested i n the lUat-fcer, offei" a real 
poGsibili-iy fox' the a,ttainment of l a s t i n g peace i n one of the world's most explosive 
areas. 

I t goes without saying that the present state of international a f f a i r s cannot 
f a i l to ar¿use the concern of a l l those wlio hold dear the interests of peace and the 
security of peoples. The actions of the forces of mili-tarism, aggression and 
oppression threaten -bo br.ing to nought a l l the positive results acMeved during "fche 
past decade towards tiie development of mutxaal understanding, "fcrust and peacefxxL 
co-operation among peoples and States. The fly-wheel of the continuing l e t h a l 
armaments race i s spimiing more and more --jmcon t r o l l ably. Mankind has no l o f t i e r 
or more noble taslc than that of h a l t i n g t h i s process, preventing a world catastrophe, 
preserving détente and proceeding on the path of strengthening international peace 
and sec-ority, the path o f disarmament. 

Ve consider that the Committee on Disarmament, which remains a viable, . 
representative and effective bod;/" i n the disarmament f i e l d under present conditions, 
when the machinery of a number of b i l a t e r a l and m u l t i l a t e r a l disarnament negotiations 
has ceased to fvinction, i s called upon to play a role of considerable importance i n 
t h i s mat-ter. As one of the i n i t i a t o r s of the establishment of t h i s m u l t i l a t e r a l 
negotiating-body, the Soviet Union has, throu^out the entire period of existence 
of the Coramittee on Disarmament, repeatedly siibmittëd various proposals both of a 
'general and of a s p e c i f i c nature f o r the Committee's consideration. Many of these 
h.ave been put into effect i n s p e c i f i c m u l t i l a t e r a l agreements l i a i t i n g the arms 
race i n certain f i e l d s . 



G D / P V . 1 0 5 
20 

(Иг. P r o k o i i e V ) 

This year, too, the Soviet delegation, together v/ith the delegations of other 
countries, "intends to vrork a c t i v e l y tov/ards the productive consideration of items 
on the agenda for the current session, so that the greatest possible hea,dvra,y'таз̂  be 
made. The Committee's agenda i s very heavy. I t includes such important items as 
the complete and general prohibition of nucleaiv v/e apon tests, the prohibition of 
chemical v/eapons, the prohibition o f r a d i o l o g i c a l v/eapons and of nev/ tjrpes and nev/ 
systems of v/eapons of mass destruction, the cessation of the nuclear arms race and 
nuclear disarmament, tlie 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; v / i th regard to 
some of them, a - s u f f i c i e n t l y s o l i d basis for the attainment o f agreement a,lread;)' 
e x i s t s , while i n respect of others Committee members are s t i l l groping f o r 
approaches and business - l iK ie negotiations have not r e a l l y yet begun. 'We are av/are 
tha.t a l l these questions are extremely serious and that they touch upon many aspects 
of a p o l i t i c a l , m i l i t a i y and teclmical nature and therefore c a l l for• comprehensive 
and thorough examination. •• .• 

In a recent a r t i c l e published i n the review "Kommunist", A.A. Gromyko, 
Minister of Foreign A f f a i r s of the USSR, v/rote: " I f a p o s s i b i l i t y i s found v/hich, 
when re a l i z e d , v / i l l open up the prospect of solving any question i n this f i e l d , i t 
w i l l be enough to c a l l , ' Eureka i ' and the Soviet Union v / i l l be prepared to react 
p o s i t i v e l y to such an idea or proposal, no matter from v/hom i t may emanate. 
The Soviet Union claims no monopoly i n putting forward such i n i t i a t i v e s . Any State 
can advance them. A l l that i s needed are good intentions." 

Despite, the existence of considerable d i f f i c u l t i e s (v/hich, i n c i d e n t a l l y , are-
some times a r t i f i c i a l l y created), the Soviet delegation, remaining v/ithin the bovinds 
of realism, believes that, given goodwill and the appropriate desire on the part of 
participants i n the Committee, s i g n i f i c a n t progress can be achieved i n our common 
work and the consideration of s p e c i f i c items can culminate i n concrete agreements. 
We think that what matters most i s to concentrate from the very outset on the 
substance of the matter i n hand and not to disperse the e f f o r t s 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 l a s t year, v/hen a l l 
the nuclear Powers took part i n the Committee's meetings and i t wa.s operating with 
an expanded membership, good preparatory work was done, on the v/hole, for the 
achievement of p r a c t i c a l results at the current session of the Committee. Tlie 
resolutions of the thirt3'--fifth session of the United Nations General Assembly 
d i r e c t l y concerning our m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating body and d i r e c t l y addressed to i t 
should play a major r o l e . A positive example i n t h i s respect v/as given by the 
United Nations Conference on Prohibitions or Restrictions of Use of Certain Conventional. 
Weapons Which May Be Deemed to Be Excessively Injurious or to Have Indi-scriminate 
E f f e c t s , held l a s t autumn. That Conference, as i s knov/n, culminated i n the • 
elaboration of a general convention and of the corresponding protocols attached to 
i t i n respect of "excessively i n j u r i o u s " types of conventional v/eapons. . 

We should also l i k e to remind the Committee that i t s f i l e s contain a number of' 
concrete proposals submitted by the Soviet Union over the years; these, naturally, 
are s t i l l v a l i d and relevant. I t goes v/ithout saying--that the Soviet delegation 
i s prepared, as alv/ays, to treat v/ith due attention a l l other i n i t i a t i v e s 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 l i k e i n t h i s connection to make a fev/ comments of a general nature today. 
Bearing i n mind that the nuclear aims race carries the greatest threat to peace, the 
Soviet Union together v/ith other s o c i a l i s t countries submitted proposals i n 
February 1979 for negotiations on ending the production of a l l tJфes of nuclear 
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weapons and gradually reducing t h e i r stockpiles i m t i l they have been completely 
destroyed (CD/4). However, because of the obstructionist l i n e adopted by some States, 
negotiations on this issue have not yet started. In this connection we cannot f a i l to 
r e c a l l that both the resolution on "Nuclear weapons i n a l l aspects" of the 
thirty-fourth session of the General Assembly and the resolution of the 
t h i r t y - f i f t h session of the General Assembly recommending, i n p a r t i c u l a r , the 
establishment of an ad hoc v/orking group .on this problem, c a l l for negotiations on 
this subject. The Soviet delegation expresses the hope that at the present session 
the deadlock w i l l be broken and negotiations on "nuclear disarmament w i l l begin, i n 
the covrcse pf which accovmt v / i l l be taken of the various viev/s expressed on this 
subject and those contained i n paragraph 50 of the Pinal Document of the f i r s t 
special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. 

In our vievi, there e x i s t definite p o s s i b i l i t i e s f o r progress, i n the matter of 
strengthening security guarantees for non-nuclear-weapon States. Tlie Soviet delegation, 
as before, favours the conclusion of a m u l t i l a t e r a l convention i n this sphere, v/hile at 
the same:time accepting the p o s s i b i l i t y , as an interim measure, of achieving 
appropriate agreement i n the form of a Security Council resolution. Such an approach, 
as i s knovm, i s reflected i n a' resolution of the t h i r t y - f i f t h session of the 
General Assembly. We arc, of course, ready to co-operate actively with other States i n 
the search for a univerally acceptable formula of guarantees. 

In this connection, i t i s appropriate to r e c a l l that the Soviet Union has stated 
more than once that i t w i l l never use nuclear weapons against those States vihich 
renounce the manufacture and acquisition of such weapons and have no such v/eapons i n 
thei r t e r r i t o r i e s . 

Within the complex of nuclear disarmament questions, that of the complete and 
general prohibition of nuclear-v/e apon tests i s p a r t i c t i l a r l y acute. Tlie Soviet Union 
has consistently talcen the l i n e that the Committee on Disarmament should pla.y an 
active part i n the solution of this urgent problem. Bearing i n mind the v/ell-knovm 
resolution of the t h i r t y - f i f t h session of the General Assembly, v/e believe that i t 
would be advisable to set up am appropriate working group, whose a c t i v i t i e s could be 
productive on condition of the p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n i t of a l l the nuclear Pov/ors. We 
consider that such a group should concern i t s e l f v^ith the examination of a l l aspects of 
the problem of nuclear~v/eapon tests with a viev/ to the early conclusion of a treaty, to 
which a l l nuclear Powers vrould be v a x t y , on the complete and general prohibition of 
nucl ear-we apon tests. At the same time, cur covmtry attaches great im.portance to the 
t r i p a r t i t e negotiations on this question and i s ready to contribute to their successful 
conclusion i n every-viay possible. We take the view that consideration of this question 
v/ithin the Committee on Disarmament need not interfere v/ith the process of the 
t r i p a r t i t e negotiations. 

At i t s t h i r t y - f i f t h session, the United Nations General Assembly adopted a 
resolution requesting the Committee on Disarmament to proceed without delay to talks 
with a vievv to elaborating an international agreement on the non-stationing of nuclear 
weapons on the t e r r i t o r i e s of States whexe there are no such v/eapons at present. Tliis 
question i s becoming p a r t i c u l a r l y tirgent today, v/hen a genuine danger exists of nuclear 
weapons spreading over the entire globe. Our Committee can play an important role i n 
the elaboration of measures to prevent the p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear v/eapons i n any 
form. We have proposed that t h i s item should be included i n the agenda of the current 
session of the Committee, 

The Soviet delegation intends to talce an active stand i n favour of the prohibition 
of new types and nev/ systems of vreapons of mass destruction on a v/ide scale. Tlie 
Soviet Union's approach of p r i n c i p l e to this problem i s a consistent and unchanging 
one; we favour the conclusion of a comprehensive treaty, but, at the same time, v/e 
are w i l l i n g to reach agreement on the prohibition of ind i v i d u a l new types and nev/ 



сь/-Р .̂10з 
22 

(fe. Prokofiev, USSR) 

systems of weapons of mass destruction. Bearing i n mind the views expressed by 
various coimtries,. i t would be usefixL to set up an ad hoc group of experts with a 
suitable mandate within the framework of o-ur Committee. 

When examining the question of ra d i o l o g i c a l weapons, one of the new tj/pes of 
weapons of mass destruction, the Committoe should, i n our view, concentrate on 
completing the elaboration and preparation for signature of a treaty pr o h i b i t i n g 
r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons, as one of the resolutions of the t h i r t y - f i f t h session of the 
General Assembly c a l l s upon i t to do. A s o l i d basis for the completion of this 
task exists i n the form of the basic elements of a treaty p r o h i b i t i n g the^development, 
production, st o c k p i l i n g and use of radiological weapons and also the comments and 
suggestions made by various delegations i n 1979 and I960. We urge that the conclusion 
of a treaty on radiological vreapons should not be shelved for an i n d e f i n i t e length of 
time. 

The Soviet delegation v/ishes to draw attention to attempts to revive plans for 
the production of neutron weapons and the i r deployment on the t e r r i t o r i e s of 
western European countries. Such attempts cannot but arouse the deep alarm and 
• concern of the v/orld community. In this connection vre should l i k e to r e c a l l that 
the Soviet Union, together v/ith other s o c i a l i s t covmtries, submitted i n liarch 1978 a 
draft international convention on the prohibition of the production, stockp i l i n g , 
deployment and use of nuclear neutron weapons, the danger of whose appearance i n the 
arsenals of States i s again increasing. 

The Soviet Union continues to be i n favour of pr o h i b i t i n g neutron v/eapons by 
means of a treaty at the international l e v e l . 

A great deal of v/ork l i e s before the Committee i n the f i e l d of the p r o h i b i t i o n of 
chemical weapons. A certaan amount of progress was made i n the V/orking Group l a s t 
year; however, as the Group's report indicates, not a l l questions v/ere duly considered 
owing to shortage of time. I t wooiLd be advisable i f t h i s V/orking Group v/ere to 
continue i t s a c t i v i t i e s and to concentrate i t s e f f o r t s more p a r t i c u l a r l y on those 
issues on which a general consensus had already emerged. We believe that diuring the 
consideration of problems r e l a t i n g to chrmical weapons, account v / i l l be talœn of 
the General Assembly's appeal for the completion, as a matter of hJLgh prioritj--, of 
the text of an international convention on the prohibition of tlie d.evelopment, 
production and s t o c k p i l i n g of a l l chemical weapons and on the i r destiruction. 

I shovild also lilce to mention the question of the elaboration of a comprehensive 
programme of disarmament, which has been included i n the Committee's agenda. 
Attaching great importance to the elaboration of such a programme, the Soviet 
delegation believes that, i n accordance with a practice which has proved i t s worth, 
i t v/ould be expedient f o r this question to be considered v/ithin the framev/ork of a 
working group. 

Those are some of our delegation's views on a nmber of points r e l a t i n g to our 
agenda and the organization of our work which we wished to express dvrring the general 
debate. 

The Committee on Disarmament, v/hich has resumed i t s v/ork, occupies a special place 
among the many bodies f o r negotiations on disarmament. A l l the nuclear-v/eapon Povrers 
and States with the largest m i l i t a r y potential participate i n the Committee. I t s 
agenda covers the v/ide s t spectrum of disarmament problems. There can be no dotibt that, 
as i n past years the international commvmitj^ w i l l watch the Committee's v/ork v/ith close 
attention and hope. I t i s our common task not to disappoint the hopes of the v/orld's 
peoples, v/ho expect genuine progress i n the f i e l d of l i m i t a t i o n of the arms race and 
disarmament. 

The Soviet delegation, for i t s part, i s prepared to engage i n business-like 
negotiations and constructive co-operation with a l l delegations i n the interests of 
f u l f i l l i n g the responsible and noble tasks facing the Committee on Disarmament. 
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The СНАШЩГ- (translated from French) ; I thanlc the distinguished representative 
of the Soviet;Union for his statement and I thanlc- him also f o r the kind words he 
addressed to the Chair. 

Mr. VRHUIIEC (Yugoslavia); Mr. Chairman, permit me to extend my most sincere 
• congratulations for your talcing up of the duties of Chairman of the Committee on 
Disarmament. You represent á countr;/ with which Yugosla-\'ia maintains t r a d i t i o n a l l y 
good and. f r i e n d l y relations and which i s known for i t s i n i t i a t i v e s i n the f i e l d that 
-we are discussing here. The role of Chairman i n the forthcoming intensive work of 
the Committee i s considerable and important, ¥e are confident that with your 
well-known diplomatic s k i l l and experience, you w i l l contribute to the achievement 
of corresponding results. 

I .would also l i k e to express my gratitude to the representative of f r i e n d l y 
Ethiopia f o r the successful work he has done as Chairman of our Committee. 

I a v a i l myself of t l i i s opportunity to greet our new colleaguges, thé 
representatives of Egypt,- Zaire, Pakistan and Romania, and to wish them much success 
i n t h e i r work. 

No one today denies any more that disarmament i s one of the most s i g n i f i c a n t 
problems of the international community. This has, after a l l , been stressed many 
times and i s reflected i n 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 i n order that humanity can destroy i t s e l f many times 
over today i s i n i t s e l f absurd and incompirehensible. A l l the more so i f one r e c a l l s 
that millions of people i n numerous developing countries l i v e on the- brink of famine 
and poverty. The scope of the. arms race has come into conflict' with the most basic 
.human be l i e f s and aspirations, degrading a l l that which i s most humane and v i t a l i n 
man. No excuse of a security or ideological nature can j u s t i f y t h i s . This i s why 
i t i s clear that the opening of the process of genuine disarmament presupposes the 
most urgent taking of measures to halt the arms race, p a r t i c u l a r l y the nuclear airas 
race. 

Nevertheless, we see that despite a l l these facts, contemporary manlcind has not 
been able so f a r to bring an end to the arms race and begin a process of r e a l ' 
disarmament. On the c o n t r a r y , we a r e wi-fcnessing i t s acceleration, the sophistication 
of e x i s t i n g weapons and systems and the use of s c i e n t i f i c achievements for the 
production of new, more destructive weapons of mass destruction. M i l i t a r y budgets 
of almost a l l countries, especially the nuclear Powers, are constantly incïeasing,-
while some of them even dare assert that there i s a lack of resources required f o r 
development, p a r t i c u l a r l y f o r the needs of the developing countries. 

As early as 1976, when he proposed the convening of a special session of the 
United Nations General Assembly on disarmament at the f i f t h conference of non-aligned 
co-untries, President Tito said; 

"The continuation of the arms race, which has already acquired gigantic 
proportions, i s increasingly becoming one of the main sources, of i n s t a b i l i t y , 
tension and threat to peace and security i n the-, world." 

Unfortunately, the si t u a t i o n has become even worse since then. 
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There are those -who would l i k e to j u s t i f y t h i s race with assertions that there 
i s no confidence between States. However, how can there "be ""cdñfidenoe ' in'a si t u a t i o n 
i n which everyone i s arming himself? Furthermore, i t i s claimed that stable 
international relations and an ideal m i l i t a r y balance should be established f i r s t , 
and only then could disarmament com.e about. I t i s j u s t i f i e d to ask the question 
whether the opposite i s not more correct — that the opening of the process of genuine 
disarmament creates ^the conditions for the improvement of international relations 
and the establishment of a more stable balance of powers i n the world. On the other 
hand, some stress that disarmament i s possible only when parity i n armament i s 
reached, and the l i k e . A l l such or similar assertions lead to a constant aggravation 
of international relations, a disquieting state of a f f a i r s i n many areas of soc i a l 
a c t i v i t y , a stagnation i n economic development throughout the world, p a r t i c u l a r l y 
i n the developing countries, the continuation of power p o l i t i c s , interference i n the 
internal a f f a i r s of other countries, the exercise of p o l i t i c a l and economic pressure 
on small and less developed countries, a lack of solutions to the e x i s t i n g crises 
and the creation of new hotbeds of c r i s i s , etc. In addition to t h i s , зотя countries 
do not respect the decisions of the United Nations General Assembly, p a r t i c u l a r l y of 
the tenth special session, which they solemnly accepted. Neither do they respect 
the opinions and aspirations of a vast part of mankind. I f t h i s continues, we w i l l 
increasingly f i n d ourselves i n a si t u a t i o n of going around i n a vicious c i r c l e and, 
through the stockpiling of weapons, of being closer to general catastrophe. 

The strengthening of v/orld peace and international securitjr and the development 
of international co-operation, based on peaceful coexistence, with respect f o r the 
independence of countries and the promotion of the economic development of a l l 
peoples, i s the only alternative f o r a l l of us. This i s the only approach which w i l l 
accord the rig h t place and role to genuine disarmament and i t s concrete implementation 
without delay — of t h i s Yugoslavia i s deeply convinced. Therefore, we are deeply .-
concerned with the policy of those c i r c l e s which trj'- to j u s t i f y the arms race by > 
advocating that i t i s i n the interest of peace and security. The advocates of such 
positions must be c l e a r l y warned about a l l the negative effects caused by such 
behaviour and the h i s t o r i c a l responsibiliby they assume towards the whole of mtrikind. 
This i s why the over-all problem of disarmament should be approached i n a much more 
resolute manner, with more confidence, optimism and real p o l i t i c a l w i l l to start 
t h i s process without further delay. A l l of us here who are, by the concurrence of 
events, i n charge of t h i s task, as well as the governments that we represent, should 
take up t h i s work, conscious of the h i s t o r i c a l r e s p o n s i b i l i t y that we face. 

Since the veiy beginning, the non-aligned countries, and among them Yugoslavia, 
have attached the greatest importance to the development of the process of 
disarmament. They stri v e to make this process universal and to make possible the 
most active p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n i t of a l l countries, regardless of the i r size or m i l i t a r y 
strength. Proceeding from i t s authentic principles, the non-aligned movement considers 
that international relations are i n d i v i s i b l e 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. I t i s only on these 
bases that i t i s possible successfully to solve the two main problems of our times; 
peace and .security through disarmament, and. the equitable economic development of 
a l l countries through the creation of the new international economic order. In these 
e f f o r t s , the non-aligned countries are prepared to assume t h e i r part of r e s p o n s i b i l i t y , 
which i s otherwise manifested i n the over- a l l work of the United Nations as well as 
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this Committee, nevertheless, the main r e s p o n s i b i l i t y certainly rests with the 
protagonists of the arms race and f i r s t of a l l with the nuclear super-Powers. They 
are primarily responsible for the tension i n the world and the use of power p o l i t i c s , 
the broadening of the sphe3?es of interest of m i l i t a r y alliances and the accumulation 
of weapons, nuclear i n particular. 

Progress i n international relations i s closely linked with the process of 
disarmament. On the other hand, i t s implementation would i n i t s e l f bear upon the 
removal of the atmosphere of fear and distrust and would open the way to general 
coexistence and co-operation on an equitable basis, i n a l l areas of man's a c t i v i t y . 
This i s why disarmament, as today's imperative, does not have any alternative but 
should rather be understood as a unique process which should encompass a l l the-
necessary elements conducive to the adoption and implementation of sp e c i f i c 
disarmament measures as soon as possible. The ways to achieve this are varied, but 
they should a l l have one goal — the reaching of corresponding agreements. 

Both the m u l t i l a t e r a l and the b i l a t e r a l negotiations that have been conducted 
so f a r have shoxm certain, but veiy modest results. This i s i n s u f f i c i e n t , and 
progresses rather slowly. I t i s indispensable to accelerate the present negotiations 
as soon as possible and to open new f i e l d s of negotiation. A l l 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 i n the process of the 
attainment of the f i n a l aim — general and complete disarmament under effective 
international control. We also established then the mechanisms for the consideration 
of disarmament on a democratic basis, which offer a p o s s i b i l i t y f o r broad action, 
with the engagement of a l l Members of the United Nations. 

A part of that m.echanism i s , surely, our Committee as well. A l l of us here 
are aware of i t s role and significance. As the only m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating body 
i n the f i e l d of disarmament, our Committee has a very c l e a r l y defined mandate and 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r carrying out the task accorded to i t by the F i n a l Act of the 
special session on disarmament. With the aim of the further affirmation of the 
Committee on Disarmament, we attach pa r t i c u l a r importance to two basic characteristics; 
( l ) that i t s work i s carried out on consistent equitable bases and the democratic 
recognition of the rights of a l l States members of the Committee on Disarmament, 
both large and small, belonging to blocs, non-aligned or neutral, i n order that 
they may f u l l y participate i n the Committee's work and engage themselves with regard 
to a l l the relevant questions; and (2) that negotiations concerning sp e c i f i c 
questions are conducted d i r e c t l y and e f f e c t i v e l y , with a view to the e a r l i e s t 
possible attainment of international agreements on the creation of instruments f o r 
the prohibition of various types of weapons. 

This i s the t h i r d year that the Committee i s working. We must analyse the 
results achieved so f a r and ask ourselves, f i r s t , whether we have f u l f i l l e d the 
expectations of the international community and carried out the r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s 
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 f i r s t question, my delegation would l i k e to underline the 
following; during the past period the Comniittee has carried out a praiseworthy-
a c t i v i t y and intensity of work i n which a s o l i d basis f o r \;ork has been created. 
However, we have not achieved yet a single s p e c i f i c substaxitive r e s u l t , which i s 
far from the r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s assumed. The slowness of s p e c i f i c negotiations i s 
such that we must ask ourselves why this i s so and what should the Committee 
undertalce i n order to speed up the negotiating process. V/e cannot consider as 
progress i n 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 
working groups. The yardstick f o r the results of the Committee's work can only 
be the reaching of s p e c i f i c and concrete agreements on the essential questions 
being considered, and t h i s has not been achieved. In order to achieve such re s u l t s , 
we must show p o l i t i c a l w i l l and the readiness to reach international agreements on 
the basis of democratic consideration, without attempting to impose solutions which 
have as t h e i r aim the solution of the problem within narrow c i r c l e s of p a r t i c u l a r 
group interests or the interests of those who hold the monopoly i n armaments, 
nuclear i n particular. In t h i s process we must take care to preserve the authenticity 
of the Committee's work. For there i s 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 f o r hampiering the Committee's work. On the contrary, the 
successful solution of disarmament problems which are on the Committee's agenda w i l l 
be of iven greater importance i n certain situations of c r i s i s that pose a threat to 
peace and international security and w i l l also have a positive impact on the 
solution of problems concerning other international issues. 

The road which our Committee chose l a s t year, represents a good di r e c t i o n f o r 
the r e a l i z a t i o n of the set gx)als. This i s why my delegation strives for the urgent 
resumption and continuation of the work of the working groups which were i n operation 
l a s t 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 i n p a r a l l e l , during the work of the Committee. 
However, what should be carried out right away i s the greatest possible 
i n t e n s i f i c a t i o n :f the negotiating work cf a l l four working groups and the immediate 
creation of two additional ones, f o r the CTB and nuclear disarmament. In i t s f i n a l 
statement, delivered at the closing of l a s t year's session of the Committee, the 
Group of 21 c l e a r l y indicated that the Committee should proceed i n the cited manner 
thi s year. The position of the non-aligned and neutral countries i s clear. The 
proposal f o r the creation of two new working groups i s , i n fact, based on the 
request of a great majority of United Nations Members and has been expressed i n 
numerous resolutions of the General Assembly regarding the need to halt the nuclear 
arms race and stop a l l nuclear testing, i n a l l environments. This i s the only way 
i n which we can intensify the work of the Committee, through substantive 
negotiations, and f u l f i l a l l the r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s that stand before us u n t i l the 
next special session. V/e s h a l l thus j u s t i f y the confidence i n the Committee shown 
by the decision on i t s creation and at least partly f u l f i l what i s expected of us. 
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I would l i k e to express my delegation's s a t i s f a c t i o n over the fact that the 
Committee on Disarmament has already succeeded i n reaching consensus on the agenda 
and programme,.of work for this session. 

The rules,of procedure \ie adopted at the f i r s t session i n 1979 are, undouhtedly, 
suitable, and there i s no need to consider them once more. They also c l e a r l y 
regulate the question of our Committee's work, as well as the participation'of 
non-members i n i t . I do not deem i t necessary to c i t e p a r t i c u l a r provisions'which 
deal with t h i s . Nevertheless, I would l i k e to emphasize that we must not perjiit 
our Committee to ffnd i t s e l f in.the situation i t was i n l a s t year — that 
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, w i l l resolutely s t r i v e , t h i s year also, f o r the most 
intensive possible working character of the session, and we s h a l l endeavour to 
participate i n the negotiating process i n a manner of utmost co-operation. 
Howevez', what i s unacceptable for us i s any further postponement of work and the 
avoidance of substantive negotiating f o r one reason or the other. We s h a l l not 
reconcile ourselves to the Committee's f a i l u r e to achieve any substantive results 
again this year. On our part, we s h a l l give support to a l l proposals envisaging 
an active and constructive approach to the solu-fcion of certain questions. I t i s 
up to the protagonists'of the arms race to give t h e i r contribution i n order that 
the Committee can achieve the best,possible results. To this effect, Yugoslavia 
firmly believes — since there i s no other way out of the dilemma with regard to 
peace, independence and progress — that our work w i l l be governed by wisdom and 
the w i l l to put an end to armaments. We s h a l l do a l l that i s -within our power — 
i n the Committee on Disarmament, at the Conference on Security and Co-operation 
i n Europe held i n Madrid, i n the United Nations and on any other occasion and i n 
any other area where i t may arise — to encourag-e and immediately i n i t i a t e a 
specific and comprehensive process of disarmament so that i t w i l l not be too late 
tomorrow. 

The CHAIPJIAN (translated from French)i I thank his Excellency 
Ambassador Vrhunec for his statement and I should also l i k e to thanlc him very 
sincerely f o r the kind words he addressed to the Chair. 
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îlr.'AIJÊNÎJI (îTigeria): l'Ir. Chairman, seeing yon preside over the meeting of the 
Committee on Disarmament gives my delegation immeasurable s a t i s f a c t i o n f o r quite a 
number of reasons. F i r s t of a l l , you are, as a l l members of the Committee have found 
out these past tiro years, a diplomat of great talent and d i s t i n c t i o n ; you are a fine 
gentleman v/hose vrord — as I have personally found out several times — i s always his 
bond, and yoa are a devoted worker i n the cause of disarmament. Secondly, your 
chairmanship of the Comnittee i s — i n my view — as i t were, the completion of the 
i n s t i t u t i o n a l agreement which was reached at the f i r s t special session devoted to 
disarmament when the way was cleared for the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of the nuclear weapon 
States, China and France, v/hich then did not participate i n the m u l t i l a t e r a l 
negotiating body. S i r , you have v/ithin a v/eek of your accession to o f f i c e , proved 
your great leadership a b i l i t y and my delegation promises to co-operate v/ith you 
throughout your term of o f f i c e . 

Allov/ me to convey to your predecessor i n o f f i c e , Ambassador Tereffe of Ethiopia, 
the gratitude of i.iy delegation f o r his valuable service .to the Committee. Allow me 
also to v/elcome to our midst the distinguished Ambassadors qf Egypt, of Palcistan, of 
Romania and of Zaire. I look fom/ard to v/orking closely v/ith them. 

•In deference to and as my ovm contribution to the business-like approach which, 
under 'your v/iss leadership,' the Comnittee appears to be resolved to adopt to i t s v^ork 
this session, my opening' statement v / i l l be quite b r i e f . 

At i t s . t h i r t y - f i f t h session, the General Assembly of the United Nations adopted 
the Declaration of the 1980s as the Second Disarmament Decade. The intention of the 
Declaration v/as not just to add another document to those in the archives of the 
United Nations. At least that vras not the intention of my delegation v/lien we took the 
i n i t i a t i v e . Rather, i t should be seen as a further expression of the grave distress of 
the General Assembly at the ever-grov/ing insecurity of the vrorld a r i s i n g from the 
s p i r a l l i n g accumulation of armaments on the one hand, and the fast depletion of the 
world's resources-not as an investment f o r present and future generations, but as 
g l o r i f i c a t i o n of the war machines i n a fevr countries. The Declaration embodied the 
aspiration of manlcind that the end of the 1900s vrould see a vrorld much more secure 
through effective disarmament measures and much more economically equitable through 
progress tov-rards the New International Economic Order. 

The f i r s t major event during the Decade v r i l l probably be the second special 
session devoted to disarmament i n 1932. Indeed, paragraph 24 of the Declaration of 
the 1980s as the Second Disarmament Decade required that i t s implementation should be 
included i n the agenda of the second special session devoted to disarmanent. In the 
Declaration, the General Assembly stated: "The accomplishment of those s p e c i f i c 
measures of disarmament vrhich have been j d e n t i f i e d i n the Pi n a l Document as vrortliy of 
p r i o r i t y negotiations by the m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating organ v.rould create a very 
favourable international climate for the second special session of the General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament". The Declai'-ation then vrent 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 a l l chemical vreapons and t h e i r 
destruction; a treaty on the prohibition of the development, production and use of 
r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons, and effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-
vreapon States a^^'ainst the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons, taking into 
consideration a l l proposals and suggestions vrhich have been made i n this regard. 
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In joining the consensus i n the General Assembly for,the adoption of 
resolution 35/47 on the second special session devoted to disarmament, my delegation, 
believed that the second special session should.not be seen as a routine review 
conference of parties, as i f the Final'Document of the f i r s t special" session i s a 
convention and an end .in. i t s e l f . On the contrary, \ie see the decisions on this second 
special session as providing an impetus for s p e c i f i c measures of disarmament, to be 
negotiated with increased i n t e n s i t y and seriousness, p a r t i c u l a r l y in the Committee on 
Disarmament. . The Committee w i l l thereby — and this i s the hope of my delegation — 
provide a substantive input to the success of the second special session. V/hat i s more 
important, the Committee w i l l thereby r e t a i n some c r e d i b i l i t y i n i t s efficacy as "the 
single m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating organ. 

It i s with this dual purpose i n mind that 1 v/ould hope v;e v / i l l approach our v/ork 
during this session of the Committee. V/e should ask ourselves at this very beginning 
of the one f u l l session v/hich v/e w i l l have before "fche second special session, hov/ the 
Committee can. measure up to the task of malcing an effective contribution on the one 
hand and retaining i t s c r e d i b i l i t y as the single m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating organ, on the 
other. The Committee. — in the. viev/ of my d.elegation — v / i l l haye to achieve resplts 
i n the area of nuclear disarmament as a very f i r s t precondition. The threat to the 
very survival of manlcind i s d a i l y made more r e a l by the increase i n the quantity and 
sophistication of the nuclear arsenals of the nuclear-v/eapon Sta.tes. In a study 
commissioned i n I 9 6 8 by the United Nations General Assem.bly on the Effects of the 
Possible Use of Nuclear V/eapons and the oecurity and Economic Implications f o r States 
of the Acquisition and Further Development of these V/eapons, i t v/as stated: 

"The solution, of the problem of ensuring security cannot be found i n an. 
increase i n the number of States possessing nuclear v/eapons or, indeed, 
i n the retention of nuclea,r v/eapons by the Pov/ers currently possessing 
them.... Security/ for a l l countries of the world must be sought through 
the elimination of a l l stockpiles of nuclear v/eapons and the banning of 
t h e i r use, by v/ay of general and complete disarmament". 

Tv/elve years l a t e r , in 1 9 8 0 , another study commissioned by the General Assembly, 
e n t i t l e d "Comprehensive Study on Nuclear V/eapons", v/hich v/as submitted to the 
General Assembly at i t s t h i r t y - f i f t h session, noted that the important technological 
and other developments which have talcen place since 196З have made the danger of 
nuclear disaster even more av/esome. For one thing, the t o t a l number of nuclear 
v/arheads in. the arsenals of the nuclear-v/eapon Pov/ers may be i n excess of 4 0 , 0 0 0 , with 
a t o t a l strength of 13,000 million, tons of TNT or the equivalent of 1 m i l l i o n Hiroshima 
bombs. Moreover, .the number of strategic v/arheads i n the arsenals of the nuclear 
Pov/ers has increased from 4,500 to 9 ,200 for the United States and from 1 , 0 0 0 to about 
6 , 0 0 0 f o r the USSR. Then, of course, there has been the development of the a n t i -
b a l l i s t i c missiles., of multiple independently targe table re-entry. vehicles (MIRVS) , 
cruise missiles, mobile land-based m.issiles and l a t e l y , the neutron bomb, of v/hich v/e 
have heard so much. • Research and development are s t i l l proceeding fast and there i s no 
end i n sight. Side by side with the technological development i s the alarming 
popularization of: the theory that a nuclear vrar can. i n fact be survivable and may even 
be fought and v/on. Thus the theory of the balance of mutual destruction, v/hich f o r long 
has been the main rationale for the upward s p i r a l of accumulation of nuclear vreapons 
may soon give vray to a strategy of deliberate launching of nuclear vrax- based on the 
calculation of acceptable levels of r e t a l i a t o r y 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 supejvPpirers would consciously launch a nuclear, war on the other. 
The Congressional Report to which both the distinguished Ambass.ador of Mexico, 
Ambassador Garcia Robles, and the distinguished Swedish Minister of State, 
Mrs. Inga Thorsson, made extensive reference i n .their statements On the opening day of 
our current session i s alarming enough. The number of false alarms of imminent nuclear 
attacks given out by the American. Early Warning System cannot be peculiar to that 
system. .It can be presumed that the USSR also has had' i t s share of false alarms. In 
a. period of a reasonable l e v e l of mutual trust between the two super^-Pov-rers, false 
alarms may be contained, or so we hope and pray, anyv/ay. In a period of tension, mutual 
suspicion and recrimination reminiscent of the cold war days, there may not be the 
opportunity to — and I use an American, expression here — second guess a succession of 
false alarms. . • 

It i s bad enough to have to l i v e with the. argument of the deterrent effect of the 
accumulation of nuclear weapons. . I f i t does act as a deterrent, we w i l l not know u n t i l 
present nuclear arsenals have been disman.tled as a re s u l t of disarmament agreements and 
there has been, no nuclear war. Inasm.uch as the further accimulation of nuclear 
weapons continues, however, inasmuch as the "modernization" of vreapons systems 
continues, vre can only presume that deterrence v ; i l l vrork. The nagging question, 
hov/ever, w i l l alvrays haunt us. Т1шз, hov: much further destructive capacity i s required 
on either side of the nuclear.divide before i t i s considered s u f f i c i e n t to deter? 
Deterrence-rests inevitably oh parit y or balance betvreen the forces at the disposal of 
the States concerned, and p a r i t y or balance i n turn rests on. the subjective -perception:-
by each side. It depends on a premise which i s constantly - changing an.d vrhich- can-be 
quite d i f f i c u l t to evaluate. The present impasse on the r a t i f i c a t i o n of SALT I I , i s 
an in s t r u c t i v e example. It v/as negotiated by the highest p o l i t i c a l and m i l i t a r y experts 
on both sides. Yet, i n one of the tvro p a r t i c i p a t i n g States, controversy immediately 
arose as to v/hether SALT I I does assure p a r i t y . Indeed, i t has been asserted that i t 
does give advantage to the other side and this has provided j u s t i f i c a t i o n for i t s 
n o n - r a t i f i c a t i o n . The lesson to be dravm, therefore, i s that security based on ever 
higher levels of nuclear armaments v / i l l ever remain unstable, unsatisfactory, and 
downright dangerous not only to the nuclear-weapon. States themselves but to the v/orld 
at •large.'-

The gradual s h i f t , therefore, tov/ards the doctrine of f l e x i b l e response or l i m i t e d 
nuclear v/ar offers no consolation v/hatsoever. This doctrine, based on v/hat some refer 
to as deterrence by denial, such as the threat of use of t a c t i c a l nuclear weapons i n a 
l i m i t e d b a t t l e f i e l d c o n f l i c t , forgets the pr o b a b i l i t y of escalation to f u l l - s c a l e 
nuclear'exchange. Herein, in my viev/, l i e s the greatest danger of the development of 
the neutron bomb or, to use the technical term preferred by i t s advocates, the enhanced 
radiation and reduced blast bomb. Apart from the cynicism of those v/ho developed the 
bomb in hoping that destruction of human l i v e s v / i l l be acceptable to an enemy as long-
as eq-aipment and property are l e f t i n t a c t , the development of this bomb v / i l l blur that 
threshold betv/een a conventional and a nuclear v/ar. The beginning of a nuclear v/ar v / i l l 
no longer rest on the probability of a computer error but on the probability of 
deliberate decision of the p o l i t i c a l and m i l i t a r y ciuthorities. To emphasize the dense 
population i n Europe v/here the neutron bomb i s .l i k e l y to be deployed i s one thing, but 
this should not malce us forget the greater danger of escalation to a nuclear exchange 
of v/orld-v/ide proportion from v/hich none of us v / i l l have a hiding place. 
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The question that comes to mind v/ith dev^elopments such as that, of the neutron bomb 
and others i s vrhether man has not l o s t control over nuclear-v/eapon: technology. I t 
seems clear that i n many cases the sheer momentum of m i l i t a r y research and technology 
stumbles on nev/ v/eapon systems v/hich have not been conceived of, i n anticipation of 
mi l i t a r y or security needs. Of course, once the discovery of any v/eapon i s stumbled 
upon, pressure f o r production becomes inevitable and j u s t i f i c a t i o n by.military 
strategists can alv/ays be made. 

Enduring international peace and security, i t has to be emphasized again, requires 
the prevention of the danger of nuclear v/ar, not through the false theory of. deterrence 
v.hose upper c e i l i n g v / i l l never be reached, but through nuclear disarmament. To use the 
v/ords of the experts v.ho imdertook the comprehensive study on nuclear v/eapono, "the 
concept of the maintenance of v/orld peace, s t a b i l i t y and balance through the process of 
deterrence i s perhaps the most dangerous c o l l e c t i v e f a l l a c y .that e x i s t s " . 

If i t i s to discharge i t s r e s p o n s i b i l i t y as the single m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating 
body, the Committee on Disarmament v/ould have to em.bark immediately on-negotiations on 
nuclear disarmament, i n accordance v/ith paragraph 50 of the E i n a l Document. ¥oi"king 
papers on v/hich the Comniittee can base i t s v/ork have been submitted. Vhat i s l e f t i s a 
consensus v/ithin. the Committee to set up the machinery for negotiation through the 
establishment of a v/orking group. This decision, i n the viev/ of my delegation, can no 
longer be delayed. 

An. indispensable basic step for preventing the qualitative improvement of nuclear 
weapons and the development of nev/ types of such v/eapons and preventing the 
p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear v/eapons i s a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty. This i s 
not only a p r i o r i t y item on the agenda of the Committee on Disarmament, i t should, i n 
my viev/, constitute the main contribution of the Committee to the success of the 
second special session devoted to disarmament to be held i n 15-32. 

It i s superfluous -to stress a^gain the central importance of a. comprehensive 
nuclear-test-ban. treaty i n efforts to halt both hori-zontal and v e r t i c a l p r o l i f e r a t i o n 
of nuclear v/eapons. The Group of 21 has i n this Committee presented several proposals 
on the necessity of embarking on. concrete negotiations through the setting up v/ithout 
delay of an ad hoc v/orking group to negotiate the prohibition of a l l nuclear test 
escplosions by a l l States f o r a l l time. It i s a matter of regret that such positive 
i n i t i a t i v e s have not yet been seized by -the Committee. . 

At i t s t h i r t y - f i f t h session the Genera.l Assembly, .in resolutions 35/145 A and Б, 
s p e c i f i c a l l y requested the Committee on. Disarmament to undertalce and urged a l l members 
of the Coimnittee to support the creation of an. aid hoc v/orking group to i n i t i a t e 
substantive negotiations on a comprehensive test ban treaty as a matter of the highest 
p r i o r i t y at the beginning of i t s 19C1 session. Resolution 35/145 Б further c a l l s upon 
the Committee to exert a l l efforts to draft a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty 
that can be submitted to the General Assembly not l a t e r than at i t s second special 
session, on disarmament. 

The f a i l u r e of the Second Review Conference of the Parties to the NPT to adopt a 
document i s s t i l l fresh i n our memories. It i s the hope of my delegation that -fche 
promise to support the establishment of a. v/orking group on a com.prehenaive nuclear-test-
ban, treaty which a l l three nuclear-v/eapon States Party to the Treaty made informally 
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during the Review C-onference w i l l be maintained. After a l l , the f a i l u r e of the Re viev; 
Conference arose ovit of the non-implementation of A r t i c l e VI on negotiations f o r 
nuclear disarmament. If the MPT i s - t o continue to play a role i n the regime of non-
p r o l i f e r a t i o n , then i t must not be subjected to further reverses such as occurred at 
the Review Conference.. The commencement of negotiations on a basic and v i t a l measure 
such as the CTBT should not be seen as a concession made by some parties to the IIPT . 
to other Parties. It i s part and parcel of the obligation which a l l Parties to the 
Treaty assumed. S i m i l a r l y , support for a working group on a CTBT w i l l not be a 
concession by some members of the Committee on Disarmament to others; . i t w i l l be a 
recognition by a l l members of th e i r duty to give credence to the negotiating role of 
the Committee. World opinion demands a CTBT as a measure which must not be delayed 
any longer. 

I'hr. Chairman, the buoiness-lil-:e approach to our work this session xíill, I hope,' 
resul t i n substantial progress i n negotiations on a convention, on chemical vreapons-, on 
a convention on r a d i o l o g i c a l vreapons and on effective international arrangements to 
assure non-nuclear-vreapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear vreapons. 
With serious negotiations and given the p o l i t i c a l v r i l l , these items on vrhich the 
Committee has already established vrorking groups, should be concluded and submitted to 
the General .Assembly not l a t e r than, the deadline f o r the submission of the. comprehensive 
programme of disarmament. In. order, to have the chance of achieving this desired r e s u l t , 
vre should- assure f e r t i l e preliminary negotiations, vre should embark on negotiations of 
substan.ce and vre should- bear i n mind a phrase which one of my distinguished colleagues 
here very often uses: that the best can sometimes be the enemy of tixe good. 

The CHAIRI-IAN (translated from French); I thank Ambassador Adeniji for his 
statement and I express to him my vrarm gratitude for his kinci vrords and the too 
f l a t t e r i n g , certainly,,but very f r i e n d l y remarks he made vrith respect to me. We have 
come to the end of the l i s t of speakers f o r this n;orning. I think i t i s too late to 
go on to other matters and vre have not received any further requests to make statements 
i n plenary. In vievr of -the hour, I propose to adjourn the m.eeting and — i f the 
Committee agrees — to hold another plenary meeting this afternoon at 3.3G p.m. to 
discuss and talce appropriate decisions reifarding 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 s h a l l talce i t that the 
Committee i s i n agreement. . ' 

The m.aeting rose at 12.33 P»m. 
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The CHAIEMAIT (translated from French): I declare open the 104th plenary 
meeting of the Committee on Disarmamsnt, I propose that the Committee should пш 
examine Working Paper No. 2l/Rev.2 v;hich, i n conformity with the rules of 
procedure, contains the Chairman's recommendations concerriing the provisional 
agenda and the programme of v/ork of the Committee. Before vre take a decision 
on t h i s document I should l i k e to make the follov/ing statement, v/ith-the-contents 
of v/hich you are already f a m i l i a r and v/hich has to accompany the adoption -of -the 
agenda. I t i s understood that the question of the non-stationing of nuclear-
vreapons on the t e r r i t o r i e s of States where there are no such weapons at present 
can be considered under item 2 of the Coimitteo's agenda "Cessation of the nuclea-r 
arms race and nuclear disarmament". I t i s also understood that 'the report of the 
Committee, item 7 of the agenda, v / i l l deal, i n t e r a l i a , with the question of a '' 
consideration of the modalities of the reviev/ of" the membership of the Committee, 
mentioned i n General Assembly resolution 35/156 I . I drav/ the Committee's 
attention to the fact that organizational questions are not mentioned i n the 
programme of vrerk, i n compliance v/ith the Committee's wish that these questions, 
and i n p a r t i c u l a r the question of amendments to section IX of the rules of 
procedure, shovild be dealt with at informal meetings. 

I f there are no objections, I take i t that the Committee decides to adopt 
Working Paper No. 2l/Rev.2. There are no objections. 

I t was so decided. 

Mr. QNKELINX (Belgium) (translated from French): I intend to make a general 
statement i n the debate at one of our forthcoming meetings, but I am grateful to 
you f o r giving roe the f l o o r today f o r a very b r i e f intervention. 

F i r s t of a l l I should l i k e to say that I am p a r t i c u l a r l y happy that the 
Committee should have been able to adopt i t s agenda and i t s programme of work so 
rapidly, and I think i t i s no exaggeration to say that you deserve most of the 
credit f o r t h i s . 

This morning, our Romanian colleague, i n speaking of you, referred to 
Monsieur de Callières, but i t seoms to me that I discern a difference of method 
betv/een Monsieur de Callières and yourself. From the quotation vrhich our Romanian 
fr i e n d included i n his speech, Monsieux" do Callières appeared to aim зЛ long-term 
success. You, however, i t seems to mo, are f o r pressing on i n the pursuit of 
immediate success, f o r which tho Committee should be very grateful to you. îfy 
delegation did not want to complicate the discussion on tho agenda f o r t h i s 
session by expressing preferences or suggesting new additions, but I should l i k e 
the Committee to bear i n mind, p a r t i c u l a r l y when considering agenda item 6, 
"Comprehensive programme of disarmament", the p o s s i b i l i t i e s which a regional 
approach to disarmament problems can offer. As v/e a l l knov/, resolution 35/156 B, 
on the study on a l l the aspects of regional disarmament, was adopted by consensus 
at the l a s t session of the General Assembly, and the United Nations Secretary-General 
has drawn our attention to t h i s text, v/hich i s reproduced i n document CD/14Ü. For 
the present. Governments are i n v i t e d to malee fcnov/n t h e i r viev/s regarding the study 
on t h i s subject v/hich has been prepared by experts during the past fev/ years, and 
the subject i s to be talcen up again at the next session of tho General Assembly i n 
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Nev; York. ¥e hopo that hetwoon now and tho special session of the General Assenhly 
to bo held i n 1 ' 9 S 2 , the subject of a regional approach w i l l receive raaxiinua 
attention and w i l l foiTl the subject of discussions, exchanges of views and 
careful thought. Thank you for giving ne the opportunity to nake this b r i e f 
statenent. 

" .Tho СНАШ'ШТ (translated fron French); I thank Ambassador Onkolinx for 
his statenent and for his f r i e n d l y renarîcs. As for Monsieur do Gallièrcs, I 
think his advice goes for a l l of usj i t i s very sinplo. I t anoiuats to t h i s ; 
take caro not to t o l l l i e s early on, because aftorviards no one w i l l trust you. 
I believe that this goes also fo r the CoiX-iittoe on Disamanent, vjhoro 'everyone 
s t r i c t l y obsez-vos the rule of the nest absoluto s i n c e r i t y . 

Mr. McPHAIL (Canada): Mr. Chairaan, i n the sane vein as ny Belgian colleague, 
I want to nake two very b r i e f observations with respect to the draft provisional 
agenda which has been adopted. You stated tho understanding of. the Connitteo with 
respect to the fact that -under iten 7 'i-'o w i l l i n due course be considering tho 
question of the review of i t s nenbership. 

I would sii:iply l i k e to point to the fact that this inclusion within the 
concept of agenda i t e n 7 doos not, I an certain, nean that there w i l l be a delay 
i n tackling that problem. I would therefore reserve tho right to revert to this 
question i n accordance with the rules of procedure, at any appropriate tine during 
our plenary debates and, i n duo course perhaps, after sone infernal discussions. 

Furthon:iore, the agenda that we have before us does not contain a separate 
i t e n with respect to a very ii;iportant natter, " V e r i f i c a t i o n " . I t i s , however, 
something that i s dealt with i n the decalogue, under i t e n 9- In accordance with 
the rulos of procedure, I would l i k e to point out that at an appropriate nonont i n 
plonarj'-,. and under tho rules of proced,ure, we would l i k e to touch upon this subject. 

The СНАШ-ШТ (translated fron French); I should now l i k e to consider, with 
you, tho question of tho pa r t i c i p a t i o n of non-nonbor States. At an informal 
meeting v;o considered the roq-aosts s"abnittGd on behalf of some of those States 
regarding tho i r p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n the Corxiittee's work this year. In nccordanco 
with tho established practice, I proposo to subnit to you, one' a f t e r tho other, 
i n chronological order, tho roquosts on which tjioro was a consensus i n the Counittoe. 
Tho secretariat has circulated the draft decisions, which arc placed before you. 
You w i l l f i n d thon i n Working Papers Nos. 23-27. 
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The f i r s t request i s submitted on behalf of Finland, and the corresponding 
draft decision i s contr.inod i n Working Pcpor ITo. 23. ¿/ I f there arc no objection 
I v i l l take i t that tho-draft decision i s adopted. There aro no objections. 

I t w&s so decided. 

The second request i s submitted on behalf of Donriark., and tho corresponding 
draft decision i s contained i n Working Paper No. -24. 2 / I f there are- no objection 
I w i l l take i t that the draft decision i s adopted. There are no objections. 

I t was so decided. 

l/ "In response to the request of Finland [CD/145] and i n accordance with 
rules 33 to 35 of i t s rules of procedure, the Committee decides to i n v i t e .the. 
representative of Finland to participate during 1981 i n the discussions on the 
substantive, items on the agenda at plenarj^ and informal meetings of the Coramittee, 
as well as i n the meetings of the acL hoc working group on the comprehensive 
programme of disarmament." 

"With reference to the agenda of the Committee f o r the I 9 8 I session and 
the progranmie of work f o r the f i r s t part of i t s session, the representative of 
Finland i s i n v i t e d to indicate i n due course the p a r t i c u l a r concerns of Finland." 

"Participation i n meetings of the Committee's other subsidiary bodies w i l l 
be decided later, when those bodies have been established." 

2/ "In response to the request of Denmark [CD/146] and i n accordance with 
rules 33 to 35 of i t s rules of procedure, the Committee decides to i n v i t e the 
representative of Deniaark to participate during I98I i n the discussions on the' 
substantive items on the agenda at plenary and inforraal meetings of the Committee, 
as well as i n the meetings of the ad hoc working group on the comprehensive 
programme of ' disarmament." 

"With reference to the agenda of the Committee for the 1 9 8 I session and the 
programme of work for the f i r s t part of i t s session, tho representative of Deninark 
i s i n v i t e d to indicate i n due course the p a r t i c u l a r concerns of Denmark." 

"Participation i n meetings of the Committee's other subsidiary bodies w i l l 
be decided l a t e r when those bodies have been established." 
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The t h i r d request i s suhinitted on behalf of Spain, and the corro spending 

draft.decision i s contained i n Working Paper No. 25• ¿/ I f there are no 
objections, I w i l l take i t that the draft decision i s adopted. There are no 
objections. 

I t -was so decided. 

The fourth request i s subaittcd on behalf of Austria, and the corresponding 
draft decision i s contained i n Working Paper No. 2.6. ¿/ I f there are no 
objections, I w i l l take i t that the draft decision i s adopted. There arc no 
objections. 

It. -was so decided. 

¿/ "In response to the request of Spain [CD/147] and i n accordance with 
rules 35 to 35 of i t s rules of procedure, the Com'aittee decides to in v i t e the 
representative of Spavin to participate during I9SI i n the discussions on the 
substantive items on the agenda at plenary and infon'aal meetings of the Comnittee, 
as well as i n the meetings of tho ad hoc working group on the comprehensive 
programne of disarmament." 

'With reference to the agenda of the Comiíittee f o r the I 9 8 I session and the 
progranmie of work for the f i r s t part of i t s session, the representativo of Spain 
i s invited to indicate i n due course the p a r t i c u l a r concerns of Spain." 

"Participation i n meetings of the Coninittee's other subsidiary bodies w i l l bo 
decided l a t e r when those bodies have been establishod." 

4 / "In response to the request of Austria [CP/lAS] and i n accordance with 
rules 33 "to 35 of i t s rules of procedure, the Committee decides to i n v i t e the 
representative of Austria to participate during I 9 8 I i n the discussions on the 
substantive itens on the agenda at plenary/- and informal meetings of the Coixiittee, 
as well as i n the meetings of the ad. hoc working group on the comprehensive 
progranmo of disarmament." 

"li/üh reference to the agenda of the Coianitteo f o r the I 9 8 I session and 
the programme of work for the f i r s t part of i t s session, the representative of 
Austria i s i n v i t e d to indicate in.duo course the pa r t i c u l a r concerns of Austria." 

"Participation i n meetings of tho Committee's other subsidiary bodies w i l l 
be decided l a t e r whon thoso bodies have been established." 
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The f i f t h request i s subuitted•on behalf of Norway, and the corresponding 
draft decision i s contained i n V/orking Paper No. 27- ¿/ I f there are no 
objections, I w i l l take i t that the draft decision i s adopted. There aro no 
objections. 

I t was so decided. 

Two other requests have been subnittcd, the one on behalf of Denocratic Kaiiipuchoa 
and the other on behalf of the People's Republic of Kampuchea. I would remind you, 
f o r the record, that on this point there was no consensus i n the Comnittoe. 

Mr. AKRAÎ î̂ (Pakistan): Mr. СЬа1гглап, my delegation i s most s a t i s f i e d 
that the Coonittee has been able to approve tho requests f o r p a r t i c i p a t i o n from 
f i v e States not members of this Coriinittee, and we would l i k e to extend our welcome 
to these States whon they j o i n i n tho work of tho Corxiitteo. 

However,- S i r , i n your concluding remarks you mentioned that there were tivo 
other requests f o r p a r t i c i p a t i o n : that from Democratic Kampuchea and another from 
an e n t i t y which i s not recognized by the United Hâtions, the so-called 
People's Ropublic. of Kampuchea. 

I t was the hopo of my delegation that tho Conmiittee, i n i t s plenary session, 
would not have to introduce that subject, since i t was discussed at length i n the 
inforr^ial meetings of the Cor.mittoe. But, since i t has been mentioned, as you said, 
f o r the record, I would l i k e to state on behalf of ny delegation, and f o r the record, 
that, as f a r as we are concerned, there i s no such entity as the People's Republic 
of Kampuchea and that t h i s CoLmmttoc, as an a f f i l i a t e of tho United Rations, 
i s not onpoworcd to consider or contenplato аду connunication fron that e n t i t y . 

At- the same tine, I woiild also l i k e to express the regret of ny delegation that 
the delegation of a Member State of the United Nations, Democratic Kampuchea, has 
been prevented iron p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n the work of this body bocauae of positions taken 
by certain of the nenbers of this Corxiittee. 

¿/ "In responso to tho request of Norway [CD/149] -̂ -iid i n accordance with 
rules .33 to 35 of i t s rules of procedure, tho Connitteo decides to i n v i t e tho 
representative of Norway to participate during 1931 i n tho discussions on the 
substantive items on the agenda at Plenary and in f e r n a l meetings of the Coniuittee, 
as well as i n the meetings of tho aà_ hoc working group on the ooaprehensive 
prograimne of disamanont." 

'With reference to the agenda of the Coianittoe f o r the I 9 8 I session and the 
prograj'-ime of work f o r the f i r s t part of i t s session, the representative of Norway 
i s i n v i t e d to indicate i n due course the p a r t i c u l a r concerns of Norv/ay." 

"Participation i n noetings of tho Corxaittoo ' s other subsidiar^'- bodies w i l l be 
decided l a t e r when those bodies have been established." 
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. l-lr.. BKDEj-ïBILEG (Mongolia) (translated from Russian) : Mr. Chairman, the 
Mongolian delegation intends shortly to make a statement at one of the Committee's 
plenary meetings, vdien 1 s h a l l have the opportunity, on behalf of my delegation, 
to extend sincere greetings to you on your accession to the iiaportant and 
responsible post of Chairman of the Committee on Disarmament. The Mongolian 
delegation did not intend to speak today. Hovjever, a statement has just been 
made by a delegation which compels our delegation also to take the f l o o r . 

F i r s t of a l l , my delegation vjould l i k e to v/elcomc the granting of the requests 
of those countries vAich expressed a v/ish to participate i n the work of our 
Committee. 'A' similar decision vjas talcen l a s t year as v/ell. As for the second 
part of your statement, the Mongolian delegation had no pa,rticular objections. 
Hov/ever, I repea-t • that• i n connection with the statement just made by the 
distinguished representative of Pakistan, the Mongolian delegation deems i t 
necessary to make the follov/ing statement. 

The Mongolian People's Republic, a.s v/e have repeatedly declared, does not 
recognize so-called Democratic Kampuchea. We have most resolutely condemned 
and v/e s t i l l condemn the sanguinary regime of Pol Pot, v/ho pursued a, policy- of 
genoc-ide towards his ovm people. That Sanguina.ry régime vías liquidated by the . 
Kampuchean people themselves. And there nov/ exists the People's Republic of 
Kampuchea, with i t s capital at Phnom-Penh, \/hich ha.s been recognized by many 
States Members of the United Nations. The time v / i l l come when the United Nations 
w i l l recognize the only lawful representative of the people of Kampuchea — the 
State v/hich i s called the People's Republic of liampuchea. And v/e regret that on 
this occasion the Committee has f a t l e d to reach consensiis on the request from the 
People's Republic of Kampuchea.. 

Mr. HEEDBR (German Democratic Republic) : Mr. Chairman, tho question of 
disarmajnent i s , v/ithout any doubt, of v i t a l interest to a l l States. Therefore, 
the German Democratic Republic supports the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of non-members i n the 
work of the Comm.ittee on Disarmament. 

Me would l i k e to v/elcome the representatives of Finland, Denmark, Spain, 
Austria and Norv/ay. By supporting the i r reqiiests v/e are convinced that these 
States v / i l l e f f e c t i v e l y contribute to the work of the Comrnittee by part i cipa ting-
a c t i v e l y i n our negotiations on concrete items. At the same time, my delegation 
regrets very much tha^t no consensus could be reached on the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of the 
People's Republic of Kampuchea i n the sessions of the Committee on Disarniament. 
My country maintains close and f r i e n d l y relations with the People's Republic 
of Kampuchea, v/hich i s at present underta.king great e f f o r t s to• reconstruct t h e i r 
country, devastated by the Pol Pot clique. The constructive policy, of the 
People's. Republic of Kampuchea i s ever more recognized by other States throughout the 
world. At present i t maintains diplomatic r i l r . t i o n s with more than 50 countries. 
Wo ar.i; confident that this s i t u a t i o n v / i l l not l a s t a long time and that 
other States also w i l l o f f i c i a l l y recognize the trvie facts azid esta.blish diplomatic 
relations with the People's Republic of ICampuchea. 

. The German Democratic Republic regards the People's Republic of Kampuchea as the 
sole, and legitimate representative of the people of, Kampuchea, and accepts no' 
other Kampuchea v/hatsoever. 
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Mr. PROKOFIEV (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) (translated from Russian): 
Like the delegation of the German Democratic Repiiblic, the delegation of the 
Soviet Union would l i k e to \.'elcome the decision to i n v i t e representatives of 
Finland, Denmark, Spain, Austria and Иогг;ау to participate i n the work of the 
Comm-ittee on Disarmament i n I9CI. lie regret thab the Committoe did not succeed 
i n reaching consensus on the question 01 an i n v i t a t i o n to representatives of the 
People's Republic of Ifejnpucbea to take part i n the \rork of the Committee on 
Disarmament. The people's revolutionary council of the People's Republic of 
Kampuchea i s the only lawful and plenipotentiary representative of the Kampuchean 
people, and only i t s representa,tiv"es can represent the People's Republic of 
Kampuchea, i n international organizations a,nd i n other intema,tional forums. 
VJe should lilce to state once more that references' to the fact that the Governinent 
of the People's Republic of Kampuchea i s not as yet recognized by the 
United Nations d.o not stand up to a,ny c r i t i c i s m . We also resolutely reject the 
importunities of the criminal group of persons claiming to represent the 
non-existent so-called "Democratic Kampuchea" and demanding to participate i n the 
work of the Committee. 

Nr. VOUTOV (Bulgaria): Mr. Chairman, my delegation would l i k e to j o i n v;ith 
others to sincerely welcome the i n v i t a t i o n of the delegations of Finland, Denmark, 
Spain, Austria and Norv;ay to participate i n our vrork on disarmament. Here again 
i s an example of the interest i n disarmament of other countries not members of 
the Committee. 

At the same time, I vrould l i k e to express our deep regret that the People's 
Republic of Kampuchea has not been i n v i t e d at t h i s moment, I vjas not prepared 
to malee a statement, but as another delegation ha.s raised the question, I would 
l i k e to read some excerpts which were published just three days ago, vrhen we 
vrere discussing the question here. 

This a r t i c l e i s cer t a i n l y not by a communist nevrspaper, but printed i n the 
International He^^ald Tribune by the knov". journalist I a i n Guest, I t i s e n t i t l e d 
"IChmer Roгяge: a Western Contradiction", and he has vrritten here: "A vote for 
the Khmer Roû ge i n the United Nations i s i n effect a vote for genocide ... The 
Khmer Rouge vrere g u i l t y of crimes against humanity. They should be t r i e d on 
the charge, not cosseted b.y the international community." "The IQimer Rouge", 
sa.ys Guest, "abolished money, reneged on t h e i r international obligations, 
i n i t i a t e d the mass upheaval of peasants,attacked t h e i r neighbours and systematically 
k i l l e d o f f the middle class." The vrriter makes a. comparison vrith H i t l e r , v̂ ho 
"perished 35 years ago i n the flames of the Third Reich", and says, "No such fate 
avraited 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 vrrites 
only tvTO 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 v i l l a g e s , and has allowed the sale of r i c e at market 
prices." Rice f o r Vietnamese, for Kampucheans, for people, means l i f e . L i f e 
has returned to the People's Republic of Kampuchea after three m i l l i o n people 
have been k i l l e d . This, I vrevild think, i s a real judgement, as I a i n Guest vrrites: 
"A vote for the Khmer Rouge i n the United Nations i s i n effect a vote f o r genocide." 
Is i t not time to thinlc about a new Nuremberg, a place where t h i s genocide shovild 
be tried? 
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í'kt_J¡̂ 'íuJjiían (Chm̂ ^̂  (translated iron С0ад.;у\35: Mr. Chaianan, the 
Chinese delegation has studied the question" of " jparticipation i n this" session by 
non-member States, and wishes to state i t s position. It i s our view that i n 
order to enable the ComiTúttee on Disarmament to benefit from a wide range of 
constructive proposals and views put forv/ai'd by various countries, a l l the 
States lumbers of the Urlted Nations as well as the States Mem.bers of the 
relevant specialized agencies, should be accorded the opportunity to participate 
i n those meetings where topics of particular concern to them are being discussed. 
Proceeding' from t h i s basic consideration, we warmly welcom.e the _participation of 
Finland, Denmark, Spain, Austria and Norv/ay i n the relevant m.eetings at t h i s 
session of the Committee on Disarmament. This delegation i s convinced that 
t h e i r p a r t i c i p a t i o n v / i l l contribute to the v/ork of our Committee. 

At the same time, v/e 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 i s vrell knov/n, Democratic liampuchea i s the 
lav/ful Government representing the people of Kampuchea. The General Assembly 
of the United Nations has discussed this matter at successive sessions and 
u n f a i l i n g l y affirmed i t as a fact . Accordingly, the request made by 
Democra.tic Kampuchea i s e n t i r e l y lav/ful. Moreover, i t ha.s repeatedly expressed 
i t s v/ish to participate i n the discussion on the question of the prohibition of 
chemical vreapons, precisely as a vrictim. of chemical warfare. This Committee 
should have approved i t s reasonable request and i n v i t e d i t s par t i c i p a t i o n i n the 
discussions on relevant questions. But as a result of the repeated obstructions 
posed by certain countries, so f a r , consensus has not been reached on t h i s matter. 

The Chinese d.elegation opposes the discussion by our Committee of the request 
of the so-called "People's Republic of Kampuchea". It i s necessary to point out 
that the Heng Samrin régime i s e n t i r e l y a puppet régime established and propped 
up single-handed by foreign aggressors. I t can never survive v/ithout the support 
of foreign troops. It has no right vihatsoever to represent the people of 
ICampuchea. At both i t s t h i r t y - f o u r t h and i t s t h i r t y - f i f t h sessions the 
United Nations General Assembly accepted the credentials presented by the 
delegation of Democratic Kampuchea, and v/ith an overv/helming majority of votes 
adopted resolutions c a l l i n g for the immediate vlthdrav/al of foreign aggressive 
troops from Kampuchea. This i s a clesir r e f l e c t i o n of the international community's 
just position of opposing foreign armed aggression and refusing to recognize the 
puppet régime imposed by m i l i t a r y force on the people of Kampuchea. It i s our 
demand that t h i s Committee, as a forum d i r e c t l y a f f i l i a t e d v/ith the United Nations 
General Assembly, should respect the relevant General Assembly resolutions and 
uphold united Nations purposes and principles by refusing to discuss and re j e c t i n g 
the request of t h i s puppet régime which i n no v/ay represents the people of 
Kampuchea. 

A fev minutes ago, the representative of Bulgaria mentioned the so-called 
question of H i t l e r ' s crimes. As i s well knov/n, the main •>rime of H i t l e r v/as 
none other than armed aggression. Who i s the aggressor i n Kampuchea today? 
Who i s carrying out armed occupation of a sovereign State? Who i s the H i t l e r ? 
Is i t not amply clear v/hat the answer v / i l l be? 
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Кг• AIffiAII' (Palcis'tan) ; ílr. Chairman, this unfortunate discussion, v/hich, 
however, came ahout because of the reference to the so-called régime of 
People's ICampuchea, i s something that my delegation v/ould >_ave wished to avoid. 
In any case, v/e thinlc that this discussion has a. certain sense of déjà vu, because 
we v/ent over much of th i s ground l a s t year. ITevertiioless, certain statements have 
been made rather extensively on this question and my delegation feels the need to 
expand on i t s ovm position. 

F i r s t of a l l , v/e believe that the Committee on Disarmajnent i s a body v/hich i s 
a f f i l i a t e d with the United rations General Asserably since, i n our vie\/, i t wo.s 
created э,з a result of a. decision taken at tho tenth special session of the 
General Assembly, v/hich was devoted to disarmament. 

• • Secondly, the Committee on Disarmament i s ,not a Credentials Committee and for 
•the orderly procedure of i t s work i t must abide by the credentials ->/hich are approved 
by the General Assembly. I f th i s v/ere not to be the case, i f the credentials of 
any delegation v/liich i s nof recognized by another delegation on th i s Committee were 
to be cast into doubt, I thinlc that the v/ork of tho Committee on Disarmament v/ould 
become extremely complicated. 

The Government of Democratic Kampuchea, whatever one's judgement about i t s 
record, i s a government v/hich i s recognized by the majority of the States Uenbers 
of the United Ilations; i t s credentials are accepted by the United nations 
General Assembly by oven/helming majorities, and i t s legal status has been 
recognized by the United Ilations. 

This Committee i s not so empoi./ered, nor ca,n i t i n any v/ay reopen the question 
of the credentials of Democratic Kampuchea. Iluch less can th i s Committee, by i t s 
actions, give any form of legitimacy to a régime v/hose credentials are rejected by 
the over\irhelming majority of the internationaJ community, by the ma^jority of the 
non-aligned States, by the majority of a l l the States i n the v/orld. 

The so-called People's PLopublic of Kampuchea, Иг. Chairma-n, as has been stated, 
i s a régime v/hich i s e n t i r e l y a quisling régime, a "puppet" régime that has been 
i n s t a l l e d by the force of 2 0 0 , 0 0 0 foreign troops i n the cap i t a l of another country, 
the legitimate government having been ousted by those foreign troops. 

I f i t i s presented that this i s the lega l regime of the ICampuchean people, then 
the proof v/ould be i n the vrithdravral of the 2 0 0 , 0 0 0 foreign troops. I f that régime 
survives a f t e r the v/ithdra.v/al of those foreign troops, then one could claim that i t 
i s a legitimate régime representing the people of Kampuchea. 

I f this Committee were to allow the consideration of a request from a régime 
such as t h i s , v/hat i s the c r i t e r i o n that x/e v/ould apply to other requests that ve 
may receive for consideration? For instance, would we contemplate a request from 
the Tumhalle Alliance i n Ilojnibia for p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n "the Committee on Disarmament? 
That i s a régime i n s t a l l e d by South A f r i c a and i t has sought recognition for the 
Tumlialle A l l i a n c e . \/ould ve recognize a reriuest from the régime i n the Transkai 
of the Bantustan Land, created by South Africa, also? 
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(Vix, Akram. Pakistan) 
These are some of the •questions v/hich arise as a result of this request v/hich 

v/as purportedly received from the "puppet'' regime i n Phnom Phen.' And'it is' because 
of these questions, these very vreighty and important considerations^ that my 
delegation believes that this Committee should i n no vay prejudice i t s standing 
and i t s i n t e g r i t y by giving i n to sucii ploys on the part of certain States. 

Mr. SOIA VILA (Cuba) (translated from Spanish); Mr. Chairman, I take this 
opportunity, on the occa,sion of our f i r s t intervention — a,lthough I had, not intended 
to speak t h i s afternoon — to congratulate you, not only on your appointment as 
Chairman of the Committee for this month, but more p a r t i c u l a r l y on vrha,t you,h3;ve 
accomplished i n so fev/ days. Our Committee, under your guidance a.nd direction,, and 
f i r e d v/ith your enthusia.sm, has raanaged to agree on an agenda, a v/ork programme and 
the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of non-member States. 

As.regards the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of non-member States, v/e are sure that the 
pa r t i c i p a t i o n of Finla,nd, Denmark, Spa.in, Austria, and Nor/ay w i l l contribute to the 
advancement of our v/ork i n the Disarmament Committee. \7e v/elcome t h e i r p a r t i c i p a t i o n , 
and we are sure that v/e s h a l l be able to co-operate f u l l y with them a.nd they v/ith us 
i n achieving success i n our a c t i v i t i e s . 

However, you referred to- tv/o further requests: that of the People's Eepublic of 
Kampuchea and that of a, s e l f - s t y l e d Democratic Kampuchea. We should l i k e to place 
i t on record that, as far as vre a.re concerned,' the so-called Democratic Kampuchea, 
does not e x i s t . The State of Kampuchea, v/ith i t s c a p i t a l Phnom Phen and i t s 
constituted Government, i t s population and i t s t e r r i t o r y , i s the People's Republic 
of Kampuchea. 

Mr. TERREFE (Ethiopia); Mr. Chairman, I v/ould l i k e to take this opportunity to 
congratulate you b r i e f l y for assuming the Chair, i n the hope that i n th.e near future 
I v / i l l have more ample time to. congratulate you and others on the occasion of t h e i r 
p a r t i c i p a t i o n , as v/ell as on the occasion of their arrival,. 

I did not intend to speaJc at this time, but was hoping that the v/ise decision 
that you made i n achieving the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of five non-members of this Committee 
v/ould have led us to a ra.tional solution. Unfortima.tely this does not seem to be 
the case, and for this i-oason I v/ould l i k e to state my deleg3.tion's position that, 
as regards the approval of reqiuestG from fiv e countries for pa r t i c i p a t i o n , namely, 
Finland, Denmark, Spain, Austria and Horv/ay, my delegation i s very pleased to v/elcome 
them and i s sure that they v / i l l contribute to the discussion on appropriate topics 
at the time that they choose. 

As far as the representation of Kampuchea i s concerned, I thinlc i t i s a ma^tter 
of record that ray Government recognises, a.s the lavrful and legitimate representation 
of Kampuchea, the People's Republic of Kampuchea. 
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Mr. McPHAIL (Canada); ¥si, Chairman, how could one f a i l to j o i n the many-
congratulations to the non-memhers who are to j o i n i n our work for the session? 
I have to say, however, that, while recognizing the great progress we have made 
in moving this qaestion forward at such an early date i n our session compared with 
a year ago, I am struck by the fact that a l l of the comments seem to emphasize 
another problem, one on which you were reporting no consensus. 

V/e have a position on the question which has been debated, and I repeat_ 
"debated", i n the l a s t few minutes, but f e e l that i t i s inappropriate for such a 
debate to take place i n a negotiating form such as the Committee on Disarmament. 
V/e accept that the consensus rule v / i l l , on occasions pei-haps, go against v/hat 
decisions there may have been i n the United Nations General Assem.bly i t s e l f . But 
the problem which has been debated, i f there i s one, i s 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 f a i l u r e of the 
Canadian delegation to take part i n t h i s debate i s 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 i n this debate by any of the preceding speakers, 
but because i t i s a debate we believe should not have taken place. 

№ . BEAMOVIC (Yugoslavia); Mr. Chairman, I would l i k e to take this 
opportunity to congratulate the delegations of Finland, Denmark, Spain, Austria 
and Norway as they are going to take part i n the discussions i n our Committee, 
and to express my delegation's deep s a t i s f a c t i o n at this f a c t . V/e offer our f u l l 
support and co-operation to those delegations, and would l i k r to say that, i n 
granting these applications,- the Committee i s f u l l y implementing the relevant 
paragraphs of the Fi n a l Document of the f i r s t special session of the General Assembly 
on disarmament. 

At the same time, I would l i k e to express my delegation's deep d i s s a t i s f a c t i o n 
with the fact that we were not i n a position to reach a consensus on the application 
of another State Member of the United Nations to take r a r t i n the negotiations i n 
our Committee. Unfortunately, such proceedings do not f o l " ow the l i n e s of the 
implementation of the relev^an-t resolutions of the General Assembly. 

Allow me to quote what my delegation said l a s t year at one of the meetings 
when this problem was discussed and which was reflected i n 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 i t s p a r t i c i p a t i o n 
within the requested scope." 

I do hope that i n the very near future the Comm.ittee w i l l be i n a position to 
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 a l l . But the fact i s that such a debate i s taking place. We agree that the CD 
should be guided i n i t s v-zork by the United Nations General Assembly and that there 
i s an integral l i n k between the United Nations General Assembly and this body. 
However, we should recognize that this Committee has i t s own rules of proced-ure and 
that theise rules of procedure have to be followed by us i n a l l circumstances, 
including i n r e l a t i o n to the question that we have been considering. 
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(î'Ix. SD.TPXX, India) 
As you very r i g h t l y announced with respect to the question of the p a r t i c i p a t i o n 

of some of the States, or so-called States, which have requested p a r t i c i p a t i o n , there 
i s no consensus. 

The views of my.delegation on t h i s p a r t i c u l a r question are well known. I would 
r e a l l y just l i k e to r e i t e r a t e at this point that the Government of India does not 
recognize the so-called régime of Democratic Kampuchea. In our viev/, the sole legal 
government of Kampuchea i s that of the People's Republic of Kampuchea, headed by 
President Heng Samrin and only the representatives of this Government have the right 
to participate i n the' proceedings of this Committee. 

Mr. GYORPFY (Hungary); Fee. Chairman, f i r s t of a l l I would l i k e to j o i n those 
delegations v/ho conÊxatulated you and the Committee on the speedy decision 
concerning the requests for p a r t i c i p a t i o n by f i v e States non-members of the 
Committee; Finland, Denmark, Spain, Austria and Norway. However, as far as the 
rest of the debate which has taken place here i s concerned, my delegation would; have 
preferred to avoid i t . I would therefore l i k e to express the disappointment of my 
delegation that such a debate has been provoked by certain delegations. 

In view of the debate, however, I f e e l compellad to put on record the position 
of the Hungarian Government that the People's Republic of Kampuchea i s 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 p o s i t i v e l y to i t s request. 

The s i n f u l Pol Pot regime has been ousted by i t s own people, by the Kampuchean 
people; therefore i t represents no one except i t s e l f . 

The CHAIRMH (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 i t s ad hoc working groups. 

Fx, GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish); Mr. Chairman, my 
delegation did not intend to take part i n t h i s afternoon's deliberations, but i n 
view of the debate v/hich has just taken place, I am compelled to do so. I should 
l i k e to begin by congratulating the delegations of Finland, Denmark, Spain, Austria 
and Norway and to express to a l l of them our pleasure and s a t i s f a c t i o n at th e i r 
presence among us, i n accordance with the requests just approved by the Committee. 

As you w i l l r e c a l l , Mr. Chairman, since you mentioned i t tv/ice at our informal 
meetings, the Mexican delegation on 31 July I98O, as i s noted i n paragraph 17 of the 
Committee's report for l a s t year, submitted a working paper-contained i n document 
CD/129, dated 29 July 1980, e n t i t l e d "Working paper containing draft amendments to 
section IX of the rules of procedure of the Committee on Disarmament, e n t i t l e d 
'Participation by States not members of the Committee'•.'• 

î'iy delegation was very glad to see that this year there appeared to be every 
reason to hope that there would be no r e p e t i t i o n of the discussions which so often 
took up our time l a s t year. What made us hopjb this v/as the fact that — - f o r . example, 
as we saw today, i n a matter of f i v e minutes we approved f i v e requests. I f 
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(Mr. Garcia Robles,. Mexicp.) 

this s p i r i t were to pre v a i l i n the-CoEiEiittee, rnO. i f , neither at-th i s 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 t h i s afternoon, my 
delegation would not press for a discussion of i t s proposal for amendments, to which 
I have j u s t referred. However, i f such an occasion were to recirr, 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 a l l , the d i f f i c u l t i e s that may arise when 
there i s controversy regarding the international representation of a State. i 

In this connection my delegation, as early as A p r i l I98O, devoted an entire 
intervention to explaining i t s point of view, and l a t e r , on 31 July, we again set 
f o r t h our views, more b r i e f l y . In this connection, I repeat, my delegation believes 
that we must be r e a l i s t i c , and i f we are r e a l i s t i c v/e must begin by recognizing that 
this Committee i s a body sui generis and that, r i g h t l y or wrongly, i t s members do 
not, as far as credentials are concerned, recognize United Nations decisions as 
something v/hich has the force of law for the Committee. 

That being the s i t u a t i o n , and since the Committee's decisions must be taken by -
consensus, my delegation continues to believe that the only v/ay to overcome a l l these 
d i f f i c u l t i e s once and for a l l i s -fco make the appropriate changes i n our rules of 
procedure. 

Obviously, the key words i n the amendment v/e are proposing are those r e f e r r i n g to 
cases where the international representation of a State i s the subject of controversy. 
My delegation would prefer i t i f we could s e t t l e this matter without having to engage 
i n a discussion that might be lengthy and which, -I repeat, would involve the amendment 
of the rules of procédure; but i f a discussion unfortunately proved necessary, my 
delegation would l i k e to point out here and now to a l l the distinguished representatives 
i n t h i s Committee that those are the key words of the amendment, and that what would 
then be necessary, i n t h i s eventuality, v/ould be to f i n d an objective c r i t e r i o n f o r 
determining v/hen the international representation of' a State should be regarded as 
being the subject of controversy for the purposes of t h i s Disarmament Committee. 
That would be the f i r s t thing. 

The second i s t h i s ; once we have defined the circumstances i n which such a case 
exists or s h a l l be deemed to e x i s t , i t w i l l then be necessary also to define and 
establish an objective and f a i r procedure — a n objective procedure that can be 
applied automatically and that v / i l l save us from l o s i n g time again i n discussions 
which my delegation considers do not legitimately belong i n a disarmament negotia.ting 
forum l i k e t h i s Committee. 

The CHAIRMAN (translated from French); I f there are no other speakers who would 
l i k e to take the f l o o r , I v i i l l repeat the proposal I made a few minutes ago, namely, 
that we should hold an informal meeting tomorrov/ 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 w i l l meet here tomorrow at 10.30 a.m. 

The meeting rose at 4»50 p.m. 



Erratim to CI>/PV.105 

Page 16, paragraph 2; amend the quotation to read "convention on 
the destruction of stocks of chemical weapons and on the 
prohibition of t h e i r development, production, stockpiling and 
transfer". 
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№?. YOÏÏTO? (Bulgaria): Ыг. Chairman, may I f i r s t of a l l express the 
sa t i s f a c t i o n of the Bulgarian delegation at your assumption of the chaiimanship of 
the Committee on Disarmament at an important junct-ure, v/hen we are l a y i n g the 
foundations of our? a c t i v i t i e s for the current session. Please accept my most 
sincere wishes for a successful and f r u i t f u l performance i n t h i s demanding post, 
and permit me to note the e f f i c i e n c y and the purposefulness you have displayed i n 
setting i n motion the I98I session of tho Committee, ilay I also pay tribute to 
your predecessor, Ambassador Tadesse Terrefe, as well as to the new heads of the 
delegations of Romania, Palcistan, Egypt and Zaire. 

This session of the Committee i s important i n several respects. The 
international situation, i.;hich i s an essential background and factor for success i n 
our f i e l d , remains complex and contradictory. Certain well-knovm c i r c l e s i n the 
West, driven by the i l l u s i v e dream of m i l i t a r y supremacy, are pushing humanity into 
a new and even more f r i g h t f u l s p i r a l of the arms race and thus, nearer to the danger 
of a nuclear holoca.ust. We have to note with regret that a l l possible means to 
block the entry into force of the SALT I I agreements have been employed, and a 
decision to deploy i n Europe a nev; generation of medivim-range nuclear missiles has 
been taken, while a number of other m i l i t a r y programmes, both i n conventional and 
i n nuclear f i e l d s , are being unfolded. 

In the campaign accompanying the current boom i n the p o l i c y of the position of 
strength there are some signs of r e v i v i n g the plans f o r the production and 
deployment i n Europe of neutron nuclear v/oapons, that ominous symbol of the a,rms 
race, v/hich has been stigmatized v/ith such force by the v/orld community. 

We f u l l y share the viev/ expressed by I'Irs. Thorsson, the distinguished leader 
of the Swedish delegation, contained i n her statement of 5 Pebmary t h i s year, that 
Governments and people should talce note of these reports and ponder over the 
eventual effects on the future of nations i n the densely populated European 
continent. 

As a European covintry, the People's Republic of Bulgaria could not watch 
vmdisturbed the attempts to question the achievement of detente, to present i t as 
a u n i l a t e r a l advantage to one of the sides. Hundreds of mi l l i o n s of Europeans 
l i v i n g on the continent, v/here the concentration of m i l i t a r y forces and armaments 
i s 20 times larger than the average f o r the world, could not agree v/ith the e f f o r t s 
to pronounce as non-existent the 70s of the twentieth century. As has been stated 
recently i n t h i s regard by Todor Zhivkov, the F i r s t Secretary of the Bulgarian 
Communist Party and President of the State Covmcil of the People's Republic of 
Bulgaria: "Hov/ever short t h i s -period may have seemed, i t demonstrated to the 
peoples, to the business c i r c l e s , to the p o l i t i c i a n s and statesmen i t s incomparable 
advantages to the 'cold v/ar' era; i t bore f r u i t s , and opened up even greater 
perspectives f o r mutually advantageous co-operation betv/een the European States". 
In t h i s respect I should l i k e to express our hope that the I^Iadrid meeting of the 
Conference on Security and Co-operation i n Europe v / i l l follov/ a constructive path 
and concentrate on the major issues on v/hich peace and security i n Europe depend, 
including the question of a European conference on disarmament. 

At the present stage the role and the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of our Committee increases 
even more and we should exert ever greater e f f o r t s t'O secure progress i n our 
endeavours to help i n curbing the arms race and to agree on concrete measures of 
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disarmament. Our delegation backs the appeals i n t h i s regard made i n the statements 
of a l l previous speakers, and p a r t i c u l a r l y i n those of the representatives of 
the Soviet Union, Mexico, Sweden', the Geiraan Democratic Republic, Czechoslovalcia, 
Romania, India and others. 

May I now b r i e f l y outline the approach of the Bulgarian delegation to the main 
issues the Committee faces during the cirrrent session. 

F i r s t l y , a few words on the problems of organization and procedure. Our 
delegation i s g r a t i f i e d to note that these matters are being solved i n a constructive 
manner with a view to not l o s i n g precious time that must be a l l o t t e d to the main 
items on our agenda. As to the concrete points, the position of our delegation i s 
f u l l y reflected i n the j o i n t docviment of a group of s o c i a l i s t coimtries, CD/14I. 

Undoubtedly, the problems related to nuclear vreapons occupy the central place 
i n our v7ork and constitute fche comer-stone of bhe e f f o r t s of the international 
community i n the f i e l d of disarmament. 

The well-lcnown proposal of the s o c i a l i s t countries on ending the production of 
a l l types of nuclear weapons and gradually reducing t h e i r stockpiles u n t i l t h e i r 
complete destruction represents a s o l i d foundation for a r a d i c a l approach to the 
m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations. \!e are glad to note that the majority of the States 
members of t h i s Committee share our viev; on the creation of an ad hoc working group 
on nuclear disarmament and the holding of consultations without delay to prepare the 
ground for the .future negotiations, \jhich i s i n compliance with General Assembly 
resolutions 55/152 В and C. \ie are deeply convinced that the Committee on 
Disarmament i s the most appropriate forum for such constiltationc and eventually f o r 
the nuclear disarmament negotiations, talcing into account the provisions of 
paragraph 50 of the F i n a l Document of the f i r s t special session of the United Nations 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. 

A marnber of facts i n recent months have strengthened our conviction that neither 
the perfection of nuclear v/eapons nor the creation of nev/ nucleoj: strategies but 
rather the clear r e a l i z a t i o n of the grovíing danger of a thermonuclear v/ar i s the 
major concern of human c i v i l i z a t i o n at t h i s stage, and from t h i s premise v/e must 
proceed to profound and purposeful negotiations demonstrating p o l i t i c a l v / i l l . Today, 
the cause of peace becomes a v i v i d embodiment of hvHianism i n our times, of a s t r i v i n g 
for a new and just v/orld. Permit me to quote once again the Bulgarian party and 
State leader v/ho stated from the high rostrum of the Uorld Parliament of Peoples 
for Peace, held at Sofia i n September 1980, the following; 

"¥e Icnov/ that the main differences betv/een capitalism and socialism 
cannot vanish by themselves, that each system v / i l l t r y to prove i t s right 
to existence, i t s advantages. But i n our viev/, a l l t h i s does not necessarily 
mean that v/e should reach for the nuclear bombs and missiles. In ovrr viev/, 
the dispute betv/een the tv/o v/orld systems can and should be conducted i n 
conditions of vrerld peace, of peaceful coexistence and competition between 
States with different social systems." 

The s o c i a l i s t States parties to the Warsav/ Treaty stated unequivocally and 
categorically i n t h e i r Declaration of 15 May I98O; "the States represented at the 
meeting affirm that' there are no types of v/eapons which they v/ould not be v / i l l i n g 
to l i m i t or reduce on a basis of reciprociby" (CD/90, p. lO). Уе believe that t h i s 
Declaration has not been l o s t on v/orld public opinion. 

file:///jhich
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One of the items that v i l l attract the Coimnittee's attention during t h i s 
session i s the qu.estion of the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon 
t e s t s . I л-rould l i k e to point out that i n spite of the constructive steps of the 
Soviet Union, steps that have had quite a positive impulse, the t r i l a t e r a l 
negotiations have not for the time being brought the expected results. V/ithout 
underestimating i n the least the importance of the t r i l a t e r a l t a l k s , we support 
the idea of the non-aligned and neiitral countries for the creation of an ad hoc 
vrorking group with the active p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l f i v e nuclear-vreapon States. 
The Committee should proceed to the elaboration of a mandate for such a group 
v;ithout delay. 

Another important aspect of the e f f o r t s for rechicing the danger of nuclear 
vreapons v / i l l be our discussion on the non-stationing of nuclear vreapons i n countries 
vrhere there are no such vreapons at present. This v r i l l be f u l l y i n l i n e with 
General Assembly resolution 55Д56 C, bearing i n mind that the Committee i s to 
report to the General Assembly at i t s t h i r t y - s i x t l i session on the r e s u l t s of i t s 
proceedings on t h i s important question. 

My country attaches p a r t i c u l a r importance to the subject of negative security 
assurances. Our views on some of i t s aspects vrere stated l a s t year i n the 
Ad Hoc Working Group on t h i s item as vrell as at the second Revievr Conference of the 
ÎParties to the KPT and i n the F i r s t Committee of the General Assembly, vrhere vre 
presented vrorking papers and a draft resolution. We have already had opportunities 
to p o s i t i v e l y assess the vrork done so far by the Ad Hoc Working Group i n the search 
for a common approach acceptable to a l l , vrhich could- lead us to a l e g a l l y binding 
international instrument. At t h i s session, the re-established Working Group v r i l l 
have another chance to complete the examination undertalcen l a s t year of the 
substantive aspects of the negative security assurancos. With t h i s perspective i n 
mind, the General Assembly, i n i t s resolution 55/l55j appealed "to a l l States, i n 
particvfLar the nuclear-vreapon States, to demonstrate the p o l i t i c a l v r i l l necessary 
to reach a.greement on a common approach vrhich could bo included i n an international 
instrument of a regally binding charactr.j". 

While remaining a firm proponent of the idea of an international convention as 
the most effective vray to strengthen tho security guarantees of the non-nucloar-
vreapon States, fche Bulgarian delegation believes that the p o s s i b i l i t y of some 
interim agreements co-uld also be explored at t h i s stage. To prepare for such a 
course of action the General Assembly, i n i t s resolution 55/154? called upon " a l l 
nuclear-weapon States to malce solemn declarations, i d e n t i c a l i n substance, concerning 
the non-use of nuclear vreapons against non-nuclear States having no such vreapons on 
th e i r t e r r i t o r i e s , as a f i r s t step tovrards the conclusion of such an international 
convention". I t also reconmiended "that the Security Covmcil should examine 
declarations vrhich may be made by nuclear States ... and, i f a l l these declarations 
are found consistent with the above-mentioned objective, should adopt an appropriate 
resolution approving them". 

The Bulgarian delegation holds that the Ad Hoc Working Group should continue 
to examine the proposed non-use formulations with a viev/ to fi n d i n g out possible 
common points betxreen them. Proceeding from these premises, an effo r t coifLd be 
made to evolve the basic elements of a common formula to be included i n a l e g a l l y 
binding international instrument, or of a. general basis for ind i v i d u a l declarations, 
i d e n t i c a l i n substance, vrhich the nuclear-vreapon States might vrioh solemnly to maJce 
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on t h e i r ovm i n i t i a t i v e , taking into due accoimt the r e s u l t s achieved i n the 
negotiations. In t h i s regard, the p e r i r d p r i o r to and i n the course of the 
General Assembly's second = special session devoted to disarmament covild becom.e, as 
i n 197s> another turning point i n tho e f f o r t s e f f e c t i v e l y to strengthen the 
security guarantees of the non-nucloar-vreapon States. Opinions could also be 
exchanged i n the Ad. Hoc Uorking Group as to the most appropriate parameters for a 
Security Council approval, i n accordance vrith the Charter of the United Hâtions and 
Security Council practice, of individual non-use declarations made by the nuclear-
vreapon States. 

The Bulgarian delegation v r i l l shortly present a working paper concerning the 
questions that should be addressed, along these l i n e s , by the Ad Hoc Working Group 
on negative security assurances. We believe that substantial progress on t h i s item 
could be achieved i f a l l States members of the CD, and i n p a r t i c u l a r the nuclear-
weapon States, were to pursue a constructive approach and display raajcimum 
f l e x i b i l i t y with a vievr to a r r i v i n g at a solution acceptable to a. l l . We vrelcome i n 
t h i s regard the readiness expressed i n the statement of the Soviet delegation at 
the 103rd meeting of tho Committee, to engage i n active co-operation vrith other 
States i n the search for a mutually acceptable formula of guarantees. 

During t h i s session ме look forvrard to intensive work i n tho f i e l d of chemical 
vreapons. We share the opinion that the Ad Hoc Working Group achieved certain 
progress although, as vras stated i n i t s repoi-t, not a l l questions were thoroughly 
discussed ovring to the limited time. Hovr, we arc to f i n i s h the work commenced, 
concentrating on points of convergence of views. 

Me attribute due importance to tho b i l a t e r a l USSR-United States tal k s on 
chemical vreapons and vre expect t h e i r early resumption. 

As to the problem of baiming the development and production of nevr types of 
weapons and systems of mass destruction, i t has been occupying an important place 
i n the recent sessions of the Committee on Disarmament. The advantages of a 
comprehensive prohibition of nevr types and systems of vreapons of mass destruction 
are quite obvious, l/hat i s necessary o-t t h i s stage i s a display of p o l i t i c a l v r i l l 
on the part of a l l States vrhich aro i n a position to develop such vreapons. There 
are some trends i n t h i s f i e l d r a i s i n g j u s t i f i e d concerns and confirming the need 
for further intensive e f f o r t s to f o r e s t a l l them by agreeing on concrete disarmament 
measures. 

With regard to the question of r a d i o l o g i c a l vreapons, vre hold the vievr- that 
favourable prerequisites exist for the early elaboration of a draft convention 
prohibiting the development, production, stockpiling and use of radiológico,! weapons, 
on the basis of the j o i n t USSR-United States proposal. The vrork done during the 
l a s t session i n the Ad Hoc \/orking Group led to further c l a r i f i c a t i o n . \Je share the 
vievr that the differences on certain points could perhaps be narrovred, thus bringing 
about the conditions for the successful accomplishment of t h i s task by the end. of 
t h i s session of the Committee. 

At the end of the Committeo's I98O session, a ga-oup of s o c i a l i s t countries, 
including Bulgaria, introduced document CD/128 presenting our vievrs on the main 
elements of a comprehensive programme of d.isarmament. The Committee should spare 
no effort to secure the timely elabora.tion of the programme, \rhile s t r i v i n g to 
achieve a f a i r balance of the positions of different covmtries and groups. 

file:///rhile
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In conclusion, I should l i k e to assiire you that the Bulgarian delegation w i l l 
do i t s utmost to render i t s modest contr.'hution to busines=:-like and purposeful 
negotiations i n tho Conmiittee and i t s subsidiary bodies. 

The Cimirami (branslated from French); I thaiilc the distinguished Ambassador 
of Bulgaria for his statement and I should also l i k e to thanlt him warmly for h i s 
kind \rerds with respect to myself. 

Иг. KOÎIIVES (Hungary): Ibr. Chairman, tailing the f l o o r for fche f i r s t time at 
a plenary meeting, I would l i k e to extend to you the congratulations of the 
Hungarian delegation on your assraaption of the responsible o f f i c e of Chairman of 
our Committoe for t h i s month and to express my appreciation of the dynamic vray you 
conduct the business of the Committee. I do hope that the Committee, irnder your 
experienced guidance, v r i l l soon tackle the root of the outstanding problems of 
procedure and set i t s e l f to the tasks of substance. 

My vrords of appreciation go a,lso to i'lmbassador Terrefe of Ethiopia vrho chaired 
the Committee l a s t Augu.st, at a decisive stago of our l a s t year's vrork. 

May I also extend a hearty vrelcome to our nevr colleagues, the distinguished 
representatives of Romania, Egypt, PaJcistaiv and Zaire, vrishing them successful vrorlv. 
My delegation stands ready to continue f r i e n d l y co-operation vrith them, as we did 
vrith t h e i r predecessors. 

My delegation has obser/ed vrith s a t i s f a c t i o n that the Committee vras able 
quickly to reach a consensus on i t s agenda and programme of vrork for the f i r s t pa.rt 
of i t s present session, aiid a similar fast result has been reached i n 
re-esta.blishing the four vrorking groups set vip at our l a s t year's session, and i n 
addition provision has been ma.de for setting up nevr ones as proposed by several 
groups or delegations. E:q)erience of our l a s t year's session has proved beyond 
doubt that negot'.ations conducted i n tho framevrork of vrorkJ .ig groups constitute the 
most e f f i c i e n t method f o r achieving advance towards our goals. Ifnat we consider 
the most important i s that the vrorking groups start functioning and malce progress 
i n the negotiations themselves. 

Some spealcers talcing the f l o o r before me referred to the present international 
situation as grave элй deteriorating. M i l l e agreeing vrith that view one сел not 
but consider i t a,s a direct consequence of a p o l i c y neglecting the r e a l i t i e s 
p r e v a i l i n g i n the international r e l a t i o n s , renouncing the p r i n c i p l e of p a r i t y and 
equal security, openly declaring plans for gaining m i l i t a r y superiority. Hew 
nuclear doctrinos are being vrorlced out to reduce or to abolish the p o l i t i c a l , 
technical and psychological barriers before the use of nucleai- vreapons. To meet 
t h i s end a nevr vravo i n the nuclear arms гг.се i s being i n i t i a t e d by НАТО i n i t s 
decision to deploy i n vrestem ЬЧхгоре huge arsenals of nevr generations of medium-range 
nuclear missiles. R a t i f i c a t i o n of SALT I I has been deferred and i t s future i s 
becoming more and more blealc. 

The position of the Hvmgarian Government concerning the present state of the 
international situation has been c l e a r l y expressed i n the Declaration of the States 
parties to the Uarsavr Treaty adopted at the meeting of i t s P o l i t i c a l Consultative 
Committee l a s t Ikiy. In that Declaration the States parties c l e a r l y declared that 
they do not aspire to m i l i t a r y suporiority but stand for p a r i t y and equal security 
at progressively lovrer m i l i t a r y l e v e l s . The Declaration gave a practicable 
programme to meet t h i s end, vrhich vras reiterated by the States parties to the 
¥arsavr Treaty l a s t December. 
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. . P a r a l l e l with our proceedings, important negotiations are being conducted at 
the liadrid meeting of the Conference on Security and Co-operation i n Durope, among 
other things on the m i l i t a r y aspects of détente. Hungary, together vrith the other 
members of the s o c i a l i s t community, i s doing i t s best to achieve agreement on the 
e a r l i e s t possible convening of a conference on m i l i t a r y détente and disarmament i n 
Europe. In our view those meeting'in Iladrid can and should reach a decision on the 
convening of such a conference, as well as on the main l i n e s of i t s worlc and agenda. 
Holding such a conference would become an important landmark i n strengthening the 
foundations of Etiropean peace and putting into practice the obligation of a l l States 
p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n the conference to take effective steps and to reach tangible results 
i n reducing m i l i t a r y confrontation and i n promoting disarmament i n Europe. 

Although Hungary i s not a f u l l member of the Vienna t a l k s , i t attaches groat 
importance to t h i s x)rocess and hopes that the negotiations w i l l lead to positive 
r e s u l t s , and the e a r l i e r the better. 

The Committee on Disarmament as tho single m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament negotiating 
forum has a v i t a l role to play i n curbing the arms race and achieving genuine " 
disarmament. The General Assembly of the United Nations also demonstrated, гЛ'its 
t h i r t y - f i f t h session, that there i s an increased urgency to put into practice the 
provisions adopted at i t s f i r s t special session devoted to disarmament. Ily 
delegation considers i t very important that the Committee on Disarmament should 
achieve substantial advances i n i t s worlc before the second special session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. 

The Coramittee on Disarmament has on i t s agenda a l l the major subjects of 
disarmament to be solved. Tlie programme of worlc and the working groups, once 
established, constitute the necessary and suitable framework for our successful 
a c t i v i t y . The vrorking paper ovibmitted by a group of s o c i a l i s t States, of vrhich my 
delegation i s a co-sponsor, contains a l l the major considerations f o r the worlc of 
t h i s Committee. 

In the vrork of the Committee my delegation, l i k e many others, gives the higiiest 
p r i o r i t y to the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. During 
i t s l a s t tvro sessions the Committee had extensive exchanges of vievrs on t h i s i s s u e , 
including consideration of the proposal submitted by the s o c i a l i s t delegations on 
ending the production of a l l types of nuclear weapons and gradually reducing t h e i r 
stoclcpiles u n t i l t h e i r complete destruction. My delegation strongly urges the 
setting up of an ad hoc vrorking group vrithout any delay, vrith the active 
pa r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l nuclear-vrea,pon States. 

In connection vrith nuclear disarmament, the Hungarian delegation attaches 
special significance to the continuation of the SALT process betvreen the V5SR and 
the United States of America. I t i s a matter of deep regret that the continued 
postponement of the r a t i f i c a t i o n of SALT I I holds up t h i s v i t a l l y important process. 
I t i s our hope that following the r a t i f i c a t i o n of that Treaty the negotiations v r i l l 
continue to achievG a more substantial rod.ucation of strategic nuclear armaments. 

In the f i e l d of nuclear disarmament my delegation gives special attention to 
the conclusion of an international convention on the strengthening of the security 
of non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear vreapons. 
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In continuation оГ the substantive work done l a s t year i n the Working Group on t h i s 
subject, my dele.gation i s of the opinion that the Committee shoiild consider formulas 
for solemn declarations by the huclear-waapon States, i d e n t i c a l i n substance, 
concerning the non-use of nuclear vreapons against non-nuclear-vreapon States, to be 
confirmed by the Security Covmcil i n an appropriate resolution.. This could be a 
f i r s t step tovrards an international convention, a,gainst vrhich there vras no objection 
i n p r i n c i p l e i n our l a s t year's deliberations. 

The Hvmgarian delegation notes vrith s a t i s f a c t i o n tha,t the Committee decided to 
include i n i t s agenda the question of the non-stationing of nuclear vreapons on the 
t e r r i t o r i e s of States vrhere there are no such vreapons o,t present, i n the context of 
nuclear disarmament. The beet vra.y to consider t h i s issue also vrould be to set up a 
vrorking group as proposed i n the recent vrorking paper of the s o c i a l i s t delegations. 

Questions related to пис1ез,г disarmament i n every aspect vrere vridely and deeply 
discussed during the second Revievr Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the 
Non-proliferation of Nuclear Weapons held l a s t yea.r. Expériences at the Conference 
have shown beyond doubt the basic interest of States i n retaining and strengthening 
the non-proliferation régime., . Hovrever, i t vras also obvious that t h i s cannot be done 
vrithout achieving r e a l advance i n other f i e l d s of nuclear disarmament. 

The general and complete prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests i s another item 
of the highest urgency. The early conclusion of a, treaty p r o h i b i t i n g a l l nuclea^r-
vreapon tests vrould be a major contribution towards ending the qua l i t a t i v e improvement, 
development and p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear vreapons as vrell as towards the improvement 
of the international climate. Resolution 35/l45 В of the General Assembly requests 
the Committee to set up a vrorking group to i n i t i a t e negotiations on a comprehensive 
test-ban treaty. My delegation hopes that the Committee-vrill meet t h i s request and 
start substantive vrork soon, vrith the active p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l nuclear-vreapon 
States, novr a l l represented i n the Committee. I t i s ovir conviction that a 
moratorium on nuclear-vreapon tests by a l l nuclear-vreapon States vrould greatly 
increase the chances of success. One mo;.-e vrord on t h i s question: i n the opinion of 
the Hungarian delegation, the negotiations i n the Coramtttee on Disarmament on t h i s 
issue should i n no vray hinder the t r i l a t e r a l t a l k s , vrhich my delegation hopes v r i l l 
soon be res\med. 

The Committee has urgent and very important tasks also outside the f i e l d ' o f 
nuclear disarmament. The prohibition of the development, production and stoclqpiling 
of chemical vreapons and t h o i r destruction i s one of them. The early achievement of 
an agreement assumes special virgency also i n the l i g h t of the alarming reports and. 
o f f i c i a l statements concerning the planned production and deployment of the nevr 
generation of chemical vrarfare agents, the binary vreapons. I t i s the hope of my 
delegation that the Working Group on Chemical Vieapons v r i l l soon resume i t s vrork and 
further ad.van.ce tovrards the elaboration of an agreement on the effective prohibition 
of a l l chemical vreapons on the basis of the useful vrork done l a s t year i n the 
V/orking Group. 

My delegation i s of the view that t h i s yea.r tho Committee on Disarmament should 
pay more attention than previously to the question of the prohibition of the 
development and manufacture of new types of vreapons of mass destruction. The drive 
by certain c i r c l e s for tecîmological superiority i n the m i l i t a r y f i e l d i n e v i t a b l y 
means that the l a t e s t achievements of science and technology v r i l l be used for 
m i l i t a r y pvirposes, vrhich may lead to a q u a l i t a t i v e l y nevr phase i n the arms race even 
more d i f f i c u l t to control. The s o c i a l i s t delegations of 'the Committee have long 
been, proposing that the most ra d i c a l solution to prevent the em.ergence of new types 
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of weapons of mass destíruction vrould be to vrorl: out a comprehensive agreement banning 
the development of nev; types of v/eapons of mass destruction, supplemented by speci f i c 
agreements or protocols banning p a r t i c u l a r tjnpos of such vreapons. Resolution 35/149 
of the 'General Assembly adopted on t h i s issue p r a c t i c a l l y reiterates t h i s request 
to 'the Committee. 

l/hile dealing with t h i s que'stioh I thinlc i t necessary to remind tho Committee 
of a proposal made l a s t year and supported by several delegations. During the 
discussions 'of t h i s issue vmich had talcen place i n the course of the l a s t few years 
i t became more and more evident that nev ways need to be found to handle t h i s 
complicated and vride-ranging issue i n a more e f f i c i e n t vray. The setting up of a 
v/orking group o-f qualif i e d govemment'al e:rperts v/ould provide an appropriate forum 
to survey t h i s question more deeply and with more expertise, and the Committee too 
could p r o f i t from i f i n i t s proceedings. This i s why the s o c i a l i s t delegations 
reiterated i n vrorlcing paper CD/141 t h e i r proposal for the setting up of such a group. 

It i s a 'matter of concern that according to o f f i c i a l statements the nev/ 
United States administration i s considering aga,in the production and deployment of 
neutron v/eapons. I profoundly agree v/ith 'the statement of î-h-s. Inga Thorsson made 
before the Committee On 5 January to t h i s ' e f f e c t . Renewing t h i s plan, v/hich had 
been dropped e a r l i e r i n fa.ce of the protest of European public opinion malees timely 
and topical again the proposal by the s o c i a l i s t delegations to start negotialions 
on an agreement banning the production and deployment of neutron д/oapons v/hich v/as 
submitted to the CCD i n 1978. 

A spec i f i c area pertaining to t h i s f i e l d i s the prohibition of the development, 
stockpiling and the use of rad i o l o g i c a l v/eapons. Last year the Coramittee v/as 
considering i t ' a n one of the" v/orlcing groups. Although my delegation considers that 
v/ork as a positive development,--! thinlc the Committee t h i s year should t r y to tackle 
that taslc i n a more ambitious v/ay and'do i t s best to'be able to present to the 
General Assembly at i t s t h i r t y - s i x t h session a complete draft convention on the 
prohibition of radio l o g i c a l v/eapons. 'On the basis of the ex i s t i n g proposals and. 
la s t year's v/ork t h i s seems quj.te possible to us i f the necessary p o l i t i c a l v / i l l 
i s manifested on a l l sides. 

The Hungarian deleg-ation attaches considerable impoï-tance to the question of 
the elaboration of a, comprehensive programme of disarmament. 17o ' support the 
continuation of the v/ork of the relevant .Uorking C-roup and are ready ac t i v e l y to -
participate i n i t . Ve' hope that tlie a c t i v i t y of the Working Group and of'the 
Committee on t h i s important question v / i l l lead to r e a l i s t i c and useful results 
embodied.-in a s u f f i c i e n t l y broad programme acceptable to a l l countries. î-ly ' 
delegation considers i t very important that the programme should r e f l e c t the 
pri n c i p l e of equality and equal security. 

This i s v/hat I v/anted to say at t h i s stage of. the v/ork of tho Committee. In 
the course of our work my deleg-ation v / i l l return to spec i f i c subjects'in a more 
detailed manner accordin.g to the schedule contained i n our programme of v/ork. 

The СНА1Ш-Ш1 (translated from French); I thanlc the dis-tinguished Ambassador of 
Hungary for his statement and for the kind v/ords ho v/as good enough to address to 
the Chair. 
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Шг, DE SQUZA E SILVA (Brazil) (translated from French); Mr. Chairman, i t i s a 
source of l i v e l y s a t i s f a c t i o n to the delegation of B r a z i l to see you guiding our 
délibérations. A hare two weeks ago the President of B r a z i l paid a v i s i t to France, 
giving a new impetus to the age-old and untroubled relations between our two 
countries. At a more personal l e v e l , we enjoy seeing you almost d a i l y display your 
s k i l l s as a professional diplomat. Your patient encouragement, your competence, 
persuasive rather than importunate, your gentle fir;:inr>ss, have earned you the 
f r i e n d l y and affectionate respect of your colleaguo.s around t h i s t?.blc. Allow me to 
take this opportunity also to offer a warm welcomt"! to our colleagues from Egypt, 
Pakistan, Romania and Zaire, with whom I look forward to working i n the closest 
co-operation. 

I t has become customary at the start of each year of our deliberations to 
attempt a general overview o f the world si t u a t i o n and of i t s implications for the 
subject matter which concerns us most d i r e c t l y i n t h i s Committee, that i s , 
disarmament. I t has also become customary for that overview to reech the conclusion 
t h a t i n the period of twelve months since tho s t a r t 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 
I 9 8 O has been no exception; once again wo have witnessed tho -oontinuation, and even 
the acceleration, of the trend toward the devBlopment and deployment of new weapons 
and weapons systems designed to spread death and destruction-with greater speed, 
cccuracy and power than ever before. This ominous tendcncy Las beon coupled with 
tho emergence of the notion that a nuclear war can a c t u a l l y be fought and won, a 
notion which i s i n turn backed by the reasoning that the doctrinoo of nuclear 
decc-^rrence deserve the credit for the avoidance of the outbreak of nuclear war. 

Surely, since the appearance of nuclear weapons i n the arsenals of the 
Supei-powers and i n those of the three other nuclear-woapon Powers, no c o n f l i c t 
has escalated f a r enough to cause on-?, or both, or a l l of them to wield the i r 
f u l l - s c a l e m i l i t a r y might i n the f a l l a c i o u s search f o r v i c t o r y ; and fortunately so, 
f o r otherwise c e r t a i n l y none of us would s t i l l be s i t t i n g i n this chaj-iber trying to 
formulate permanent solutions to the problems poaed before us. 

V/e must c o l l e c t i v e l y recognize t h a t the security needs of one nation, or block 
of nations, cannot bo served by keeping i n constant jeopardy the security of the 
whole world, including, of course, the security of the very Powers which seem to 
expect more security i n an increasingly insecure environment. In the United Nations 
disarmament forums, and p a r t i c u l a r l y during the l a s t session of the General Assembly, 
the overwhelming majority of the world community has repeatedly stressed t h i s single 
point: i t i s imperative t h a t current attitudes be fundamentally changed i f 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 j u s t i f i c a t i o n for what i s euphemistically 
referred to as the "modernization" of arsenals and strategic doctrines, even i n the 
absence of a disarmament process. Tho B r a z i l i a n delegation cannot condone such 
idbas, which tend to seek not only the l e g i t i m i z a t i o n of the possession of nuclear 
woapons, but also to j u s t i f y the efforts f o r t h e i r increased sophistication and 
destructive power. Recent developments i n the strategic and t a c t i c a l thinking of the 
bjo main m i l i t a r y alliances seem only to confirm the conclusion that, f o r the 
Superpowers, the concept embodied i n the phrase "arms control" means simply the 
adjustment of the arms race to mutually tolerable l e v e l s , i n terms of the resources 
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devoted to the ceaseless improvement of the weapons at their disposal. 'The vast 
majority of mankind, on the contrary, has repeatedly and unmistakahly expressed i t s 
desire for genuine disarmament, meaning of course the immediate cessation of the 
nuclear arms race and the' st a r t of tangible measures of nuclear disarmament. 

B r a z i l has always attached the utmost p r i o r i t y to these goals, and we w i l l 
continue to seek p r a c t i c a l ways to bring about progress on such measures. At the 
l a s t session of the General Assembly, B r a z i l co-sponsored resolution 35/15? C, vrhich 
c a l l s for the commencement of such negotiations on this item and provides the 
framework for the i r conduct i n t h i s Committee. Ve likev/ise supported the c a l l of the 
Group of 21 for the early establishment of a working group, within the Committee on 
Disarmament, to deal with s p e c i f i c aspects of this all-important question. Щ 
delegation f u l l y endorsed the proposal that s i x working groups on the s i x substantive 
items on our agenda should be enabled to start t h e i r work without any further delay. 

V i t h that preoccupation i n mind, may I be allowed to turn now to some b r i e f 
comments on the substantive items on the agenda that the Committee has approved for 
this year's session. delegation w i l l , of course, make more detailed statements 
on each of the items at the appropriate time, hopefully i n the context of the 
negotiations to be undertaken, by the s i x working groups. 

I have already ixnderlined above the urgency and p r i o r i t y that not only my , 
delegation, but the vrhole community of nations, attach to the question of the 
cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament which, for reasons known 
to a l l of us, appears as item two on our agenda. Ve believe that there i s more than 
enough material, also i n the form of concrete proposals, to warrant the commencement 
of serious substantive negotiations on t h i s subject. I would only repeat at t h i s 
point our earnest hope that the Committee be enabled to deal substantively with this 
question. 

The next important and urgent item on our agenda i s the negotiation of a trea.ty 
to ban a l l tests of nuclear weapons i n a l l environments. Ve see no reason why the 
establishment of a working group on the CTB should be viewed as a hindrance to talks 
that have been going on for quite some time, v/ith l i t t l e apparent progress, among 
three of the f i v e nuclear-weapon Powers. On the contrary, i t would appear that a 
condition of success f o r a measure of this kind vrould be precisely i t s universal 
character, that i s , the achievement of a treaty which wv:uld contain provisions 
designed to attract the widest possible adherence. The recent history of agreements 
in the general f i e l d of disarmament provides eloquent proof that i t i s not prudent, 
nor indeed r e a l i s t i c , to expect the international community to lend f u l l support and 
credence to arrangements which do not take into account thei r .legitimate concerns or 
which aim at perpetuating imbalance and discrimination. B r a z i l conceives a treaty 
prohibiting the further testing of nuclear weapons not as an end i n i t s e l f , nor only 
as a protective step to ensure that the nuclear weapon club i s not enlarged, but as a 
meaningful step on the path towards nuclear disarmament. Such a treaty would, i n 
fa c t , i n s t i t u t e a freeze on the improvement of nuclear weapons, thus providing an 
effective tool to check v e r t i c a l p r o l i f e r a t i o n . The next step, to be e x p l i c i t l y 
linked to the test ban, must be directed toward the start of concrete measures of 
nuclear disarmament i t s e l f . Purthermore, the treaty should not hinder the f u l l 
development of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes, and indeed should be seen as a 
positive instrument for the promotion of the peaceful u t i l i z a t i o n of nuclear power 
and of international co-operation i n this f i e l d . 

My delegation i s f i r m l y convinced that negotiations within the CD would greatly 
contribute to the c l a r i f i c a t i o n of important issues and would result i n the 
formulation of an equitable and l a s t i n g treaty on the prohibition of nuclear tests 
for m i l i t a r y 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 i n the 
forefront of the disarmament debate for quite some time now. B r a z i l has consistently 
stated i t s conviction that the only meaningful and l a s t i n g assurance i s nuclear 
disarmament i t s e l f . Pending nuclear disarmament, some proposals have been advanced, 
including the negotiation of a convention banning the use of nuclear weapons. In 
lending i t s support to that proposal, B r a z i l has observed that a ban on the use 
must not be interpreted as i n any way l e g i t i m i z i n g the possession of nuclear 
weapons, and must therefore contain an e x p l i c i t , 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. I t i s appropriate to establish and stress here that the inherent 
nature of the nuclear weapon i s expressed i n i t s unique and hitherto unsurpassed 
capacity to destroy the very foundation of human l i f e upon this planet. The recent 
report of the Secretary—General on the harmful consequences of nuclear war provides a 
v i v i d , yet r e a l i s t i c , i l l u s t r a t i o n of this point. By i t s very nature, the l e t h a l 
effects of the nuclear weapon are not confined to the b e l l i g e r e n t s , and i t s use has 
already been decried by the United Nations as "a crime against humanity''. For those 
reasons, i t i s obviously not enough that the nucl-ear-weapon Powers formally forswear 
the use of nuclear weapons against the countries which decided not to exercise the i r 
sovereign rig h t to the nuclear m i l i t a r y option. Accordingly, any interim arrangement 
should be conceived as a twofold obligation on the part of the nuclear-weapon Poxrers: 
f i r s t , a clear, binding commitment to nuclear disarmamet, and secondly, an equally 
clear commi-tment not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons during the period 
between the acceptance of the f i r s t obligation and the actual achievement of nuclear 
disarmament. Only the acceptance of that twofold commitment would adeqiiately-balanc^ 
the decision by non-nuclear-weapon countries to forego the m i l i t a r y option. 

The B r a z i l i a n delegation follov;ed with keen interest the discussions which took 
place l a s t year i n the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons, and which were very 
useful to c l a r i f y some of the issues involved i n this complex matter. We f u l l y support 
the efforts to arrive at a comprehensive prohibition of fche production, development 
and stockpiling o"' chemical v/eapons. We ..elieve, further, .hat the future convention 
must provide for the destruction of the existing stocks of such weapons through an 
e x p l i c i t commitment on the part of the few States which do possess them, including a 
detailed and comprehensive declaration of such stocks and of the f a c i l i t i e s for the i r 
production. The destruction of existing stockpiles and the dismantling and conversion 
of f a c i l i t i e s are c e r t a i n l y the most s i g n i f i c a n t features of the proposed convention, 
since they would give the new instrument the character of a true disarmament measure. 
Accordingly, i t would perhaps bp 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 sto c k p i l i n g " , rather than the 
other way around. Another p r i o r i t y aspect of the future convention i s the promotion 
of s c i e n t i f i c and technological co-operation i n the international f i e l d f o r peaceful 
a c t i v i t i e s and research involving the use of chemicals. 

As regards r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons, the B r a z i l i a n delegation continues to believe 
that the Committee on Disarmament should concentrate i t s efforts on the negotiation of 
items to which higher p r i o r i t y has been assigned. The overwhelming majority of the 
international community has recognized the urgency of other aspects of the 
disarmament spectrum, and i n pa r t i c u l a r nuclear disarmament. 

F i n a l l y , 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 a l l delegations and i s reflected i n our agenda for the I 9 8 I session. 
The negotiation of the comprehensive programme of disarmament, to be submitted to 
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the second special session on disarmament i n 1982, i s but one aspect of this 
contribution, a l b e i t a very important one. In our opinion, the main task of the 
second special session w i l l be the examination of the implementation of the Programme 
of Action embodied i n the F i n a l Document of the f i r s t special session; and that 
document entrusted this dommittee with the very substantive task of negotiating 
disarmament meaáures. In t h i s , the t h i r d year of the work of the Committee on 
Disarmament, i t i s imperative that concrete progress be made. The machinery set up 
i n 1978 must l i v e up to the expectations of the world community and become a'truly 
effective instrument of advancement of the cause of disarmament. As the axms race 
attains intolerable l e v e l s , and as evon those levels are now being deemed ihsufficiént 
by those who have the power decisively to influence the course and pace of the arms 
race, the prospect of our f a i l u r e seems ominous indeed. 

The CHAIBMMT (translated from French); I thank the distinguished Ambassador of 
B r a z i l for his statement and I should also l i k e to assure him of my warm gratitude 
for his very cordial remarks about myself. 

Mr. YU Peiwen (China) (translated from Chinese); Mr. Chairman, f i r s t of a l l , 
allow ue -feo congratulate you warmly, Ambassador François de l a Gorce, on behalf of 
the Chinese delegation, upon yoirr assumption of the Chairmanship f o r the f i r s t month 
of the I98I session of the Committee on Disarmament. I am convinced that your 
b r i l l i a n t Chairmanship w i l l ensure a good beginning for the present session, and you 
can count on the f u l l 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 p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n our work for the f i r s t time this year. 

As the Chinese saying goes, "A year's work depends on a good start i n 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. I t i s our sincere hope that as a res u l t of the j o i n t 
effort of a l l prpsent here the Committee w i l l , at the present sessinn, make further 
progress on the basis of l a s t year's achievements. 

However, no one can escape a f e e l i n g of serious concern and disquiet at the 
world situation v/hich has a direct bearing on the disarmament negotiation's. The 
international situation continues to be turbulent, and i n certain c o n f l i c t areas i t 
i s becoming worse. In p a r t i c u l a r , one Siiperpov/er has d i r e c t l y dispatched i t s armed 
forces to occupy the sovereign State of Afghanistan where the flames of war are s t i l l 
raging. At the same time, this Superpower i s supporting i t s agent i n the l a t t e r ' s 
continued aggression and occupation of Cambodia. They have refused so far to 
implement the resolutions adopted l a s t year by the United Nations General Assembly 
at i t s t h i r t y - f i f t h session, c a l l i n g once again for the unconditional withdrawal of 
a l l aggressor troops from Afghanistan and Cambodia. Recently, the situation i n 
Europe has been fraught with new dangers as a result of the massing of armed forces 
and the frequent m i l i t a r y manoeuvnres on the part of the same Superpower i n some 
strategic areas i n Europe, A l l this w i l l c ertainly affect and create obstacles for 
the présent disarmament negotiations. 

In the past year, the r i v a l r y between the two Siiperpov/ers has continued to 
intensify. On the one hand, these Powers have heightened tension and the danger of 
war i n various regions of the world, p a r t i c u l a r l y the Mddle East, the Indian Ocean 
and the Persian Gulf, by the continuous reinforcement of the i r m i l i t a r y forces and 
deployment. Oh the other hand, they are intensifying t h e i r competition for 
m i l i t a r y superiority. One Stiperpower i s clamouring for "maintaining a balance", 
but i t i s i n fact going a l l out to improve the quality of i t s conventional armaments 
now that i t has gained quantitative superiority. After i t has achieved a rough 
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pa r i t y with the other Superpov/er i n nuclear arms, i t i s now concentrating on the 
development and improvement of i t s MIEVs. I t s nuclear offensive power i s now much 
greater with the addition of new types of nuclear missiles and strategic bombers. 
The other Superpower, not to be outdone., i s also r a i s i n g i t s m i l i t a r y budget and 
engaging i n the research and manufacture of new types of weapons. They have already 
begun a new round i n the arms race centred on qual i t a t i v e improvement. 

In the face of the worsening international situation and the intensifying 
arms race, the people of the world are c a l l i n g ever more vigorously for an end to 
aggression and expansion and a'halt to the arms race. During the past year, the 
rfpresentatives of many countries have emphatically pointed out i n 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 i n those negotiations. What the people now 
demand from the Superpowers i s action rather than empty words for "the maintenance 
of peace" and "the promotion of disarmament", a just demand which emanates from the 
existing international s i t u a t i o n . 

I t was i n the midst of the turbulent international s i t u a t i o n at the beginning of 
the 1980s that the Chinese delegation f i r s t joined-the Committee on Disarmament. We 
have come viith 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 w i l l contribute to the r e a l i z a t i o n of disarmament and the maintenance of 
world peace. Judging from the experience of the previous session, we believe i t i s 
necessary for this Committee to follow sound principles and proper procedures i n order 
to achieve progress. 

The most salient feature of the present world situation i n terms of the l e v e l of 
armaments i s that the two Superpowers possess enormous arsenals which are both 
quantitatively and q u a l i t a t i v e l y far superior to those of other covmtries. Only the 
two Superpowers are capable of waging a world war, and i t i s the hegemonist p o l i c y 
they pursue thiat i s seriously threatening world peace and the security of nations. 
Therefore, a fundamental p r i n c i p l e applicable to a l l areas of the disarmament e f f o r t 
at present i s thai; the Superpowers should be the f i r s t to act and d r a s t i c a l l y 
reduce their super-arsenals. I t i s regrettable that the Superpowers have so far 
refused to take any measure that would e n t a i l a r e a l reduction of thei r armaments. 
This i s the key to the lack of substantive progress i n disarmament negotiations. 

Since the question of disarmament has a direct bearing on international peace 
and security, countries p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n the discussions and negotiations on the 
various disarmament items should enjoy f u l l equality. At present, i n terms of 
i n s t i t u t i o n a l arrangements and working procedures, the Committee on Disarmament 
represents an improvement upon i t s predecessors. The monopoly over disarmament 
nagotiations by a few big Powers has begun to disintegrate. Small and medium-sized 
countries have more say now i n these matters, and this i s commendable. Hov/ever, 
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 f u l l y e n t i t l e d to 
voice t h e i r views and urge the Superpov/ers to talce effective disarmament measures. 

I now s i s h to state our viev/s on some of the questions inscribed on the agenda 
of the present session of the Committee. 

F i r s t , I w i l l speak on the question of the cessation of the nuclear arms race 
and nuclear disarmament which i s of concern to everyone. I t i s quite clear that the 
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people of the world агр bí>,ing sxihjected to the ever-menacing danger of a nuclear war 
as a r e s u l t of the acc e l e r a t i n g nuclear arms race between the Superpowers and t h e i r 
intense preparations and deployment f o r a nuclear war. A l l e f f e c t i v e measures should 
be taken to prevtnt such a war, which would s p e l l unprecedented d i s a s t e r f o r the 
people of the world. I t has been the consistent view of my delegation that the 
fundamental way to remove theádanger of a nuclear war i s the complete p r o h i b i t i o n 
and t o t a l destruction of nuclear weapons. The worth of any nuclear disarmament 
measure should be judged by whether i t 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 la r g e s t nuclear arsenals to put an end to t h e i r 
e v e r-intensifying nuclear arms race, take the lead i n d r a s t i c a l l y reducing t h e i r 
nuclear arsenals, h a l t t h e i r production of a l l types of nuclear weapons and close 
the enormous gap between themselves and the other nuclear-weapon countries, thereby 
creating the necessary conditions f o r the j o i n t reduction and f i n a l destruction of 
nuclear weapons by a l l the nuclear countries. 

On the question of a nuclear-test ban, our view i s that the h a l t i n g of tests 
alone w i l l i n no way stop the nuclear arms expansion of the Superpowers. To c a l l 
on a l l nuclegr^ countries without d i s t i n c t i o n to end nuclear t e s t i n g before the 
Superpowers have d r a s t i c a l l y reduced t h e i r nuclear arsenals would only serve to 
maintain and consolidate the nuclear s u p e r i o r i t y of the Superpowers without 
reducing the danger of a nuclear war. Only the d r a s t i c reduction by the Superpowers 
of t h e i r nuclear arsenals can provide the necessary p r e r e q u i s i t e f o r a comprehensive 
nuclear-test ban and help to reduce and remove the danger of a nuclear war. 

On the question of s e c u r i t y guarantees f o r non-nuclear-weapon States, the 
consistent p o s i t i o n of the Chinese delegation i s that, pending the achievement of 
the o v e r - a l l objective i n nuclrar disarmament of complete p r o h i b i t i o n and t o t a l 
destruction of nuclear weapons, a l l nuclear-weapon countries should undertake 
unconditionally not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-
weapon States and to proceed on thft't basis to negotiate and conclude as soon as 
possible an int e r n a t i o n a l conv-wition to that e f f e c t . As non-nuclear countries 
pose no nuclear threat to the nuclear countries, there can be no j u s t i f i c a t i o n 
f o r any nuclear-weapon country to shirk i t s r e s p o n s i b i l i t y to extend such se c u r i t y 
guarantees. 

I now turn to the question of the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons. The CCD 
was seized of t h i s question f o r more than 10 years. I t i s disappointing that the 
objective of à complete p r o h i b i t i o n 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 l a s t year, numerous reports have revealed 
that people subjected to oppression and aggression are being c r u e l l y injured and 
massacred by the use of chemical weapons. This very r e a l threat of the use of 
chemical weapons has given more urgency to the question of the complete p r o h i b i t i o n 
of such weapons. In our view the Committee should proceed at i t s present session 
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on the basis of l a s t 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 i n Afghanistan, Cambodia and Laos i s of 
serious concern to people everywhere. A resolution was adopted by the 
United Nations General Assembly at i t s t h i r t y - f i f t h session c a l l i n g f o r an 
international investigation into the use of chemical weapons. This r e f l e c t s the 
strong indignation of the countries of the world at the use of such weapons. 
The Chinese delegation w i l l support a l l proposals and measures that would 
strengthen the I925 Geneva Protocol and e f f e c t i v e l y prevent crimes i n v i o l a t i o n 
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 i t involves the objectives and p r i n c i p l e s of disarmament as 
well as s p e c i f i c disarmament measures, and therefore has a great significance 
f o r , and impact on, the future cotrrse of disarmament. In order to help promote 
progress i n the f i e l d of disarmament, the programme should lay down the basic 
pr i n c i p l e s and establish the p r i o r i t i e s of disarmament measures on thet'Ъasis of 
the actual si t u a t i o n i n the world at present. 

In our opinion, the programme should incorporate the reasonable proposals 
that countries i n possession of the largest arsenals should bear special 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s 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. 
A l l of these are i n l i n e with the urgent requirements of the small and mediuiD-sized 
countries and would help to reduce the threat against world peace and the security 
of countries posed by the enormous arsenals of the_^^Superpowers. These important 
proposals are also reflected i n the F i n a l Document of the f i r s t special session 
of the united Nations General Assembly devoted to'disarmament and i n the proposals 
on the main elements of a comprehensive programme of disarmament of the 
United Nations Disarmament Commission. Сиг Committee should take this into f u l l 
account i n the course of formulating the programme. 

The Chinese delegation shares the hope of many others for r e a l progress i n 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 i n 1982, and our Committee should contribute to the preparations f o r that 
session through our efforts here. The task facing us i s therefore both important 
and urgent. The Chinese delegation i s prepared to co-operate with other members and 
j o i n i n the common effo r t to overcome the d i f f i c u l t i e s and obstacles and contribute 
e f f e c t i v e l y 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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• I4r».. SU,JIÇA.. (Ppland) ! Mr., Chairman, i t gives me great pleasure to j o i n a l l the 
distinguished spealters vrho took the f l o o r before me i n víelcoming you most vrarmly on 
behalf of-thé Polish delegation as the Chairman of the Committee on Disarmament for. 
•the month of February, at the beginning of i t s 1981 session. Let ray sincere 
congratulations be accompanied with words of high appreciation that the members of my 
delegation and I share f o r your diplomatic s k i l l so well reflected i n your excellent 
performance during the f i r s t two weeks of our debate. 

Together with our best wishes to you for the remaining part of this month, I 
cannot f a i l to say hovr pleased I am to welcome to th i s 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 thanlcs to His Excellency Ambassador Terrefe of Ethiopia 
for his valuable contribution to the work of the Committee i n i t s concluding session 
la s t year, and p a r t i c u l a r l y for performing the d i f f i c u l t task of presiding vrhen the 
Committee's report to the t h i r t y - f i f t h session of the General Assembly vas being 
prepared. 

My best wishes go to the distinguished representatives of Egypt, Palcistan, Romania 
and Zaire who have recently joined us as heads of t h e i r respective delegations at this 
conference table.. I also c o r d i a l l y wish a l l the best to the Secretary of the Committee, 
H.E. Ambassador J a i p a l , and to a l l members of his s t a f f who do not spare t h e i r efforts 
i n discharging t h e i r responsible task of ensuring,that the work of our Committee runs 
smoothly. 

We are entering the t h i r d consecutive year of a c t i v i t y of the enlarged Committee 
on Disarmament and the second year of i t s work with i t s f u l l membership. This work has 
enriched us vrith additional experience and we have novr got to know each other much 
better than we did tliree 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 variety to-our vrork through consecutive chairmen'.s indi v i d u a l features sliaped 
by the h i s t o r i c a l background and the spec i f i c characteristics of t h e i r nations. 

My delegation f u l l y shares the remarks, already expressed, on the importance of 
this year's session of the Committee on Disarmament. I s h a l l probably not be giving 
away a secret i f I say that my delegation has arrived at the 1981 session of the 
Committee with a''ciear in s t r u c t i o n from i t s Government; to contribute to the 
strengthening of this Committee vrhich constitutes the only forum.of a world scope for 
mu l t i l a t e r a l disarmament negotiations, endovired with' the confidence of Governments and 
the T̂ rhole international community. In order not to f a i l this confidence, my delegation 
has been instructed to malee every possible effort to ensure the constructive nature of 
the vrork of the Committee and of i t s subsidiary bodies, to seek persistently a compromise 
wliich viould secure a balanced character i n the formulas vrorked. out and vrould not infringe 
upon thé interests of mutual security. This approach i s based on the conviction that 
the balance of security must be sought along a declining l i n e of the armainents s p i r a l , 
since, i n the past 35 years, the movement upvrards has brought a f i v e - f o l d increase i n 
armaments spendings. However, no one vrould venture to give an affirmative ansvrer to 
this simple question; i s the world today f i v e times more secure? 

The Government of the Polish People's Republic, mind.ful of the h i s t o r i c a l 
exrperiences of i t s own nation and f a i t h f u l to i t s all i a n c e s , invariably spares no 
effor t i n order that the process of detente, begun i n the late 1960s and early 1970s, 
should be developed and strengthened by accompanying indispensable disarmament e f f o r t s . 
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Such a position has been held by my country not only i n those times when dangerous 
clouds were gathering over the world but also and, perhaps, p a r t i c u l a r l y i n the times 
when we г/еге vmtaessing equally dangerovn l o c a l storms. Just such particular times 
make i t imperative to i n t e n s i f y the search f o r a lowering of the levels of m i l i t a r y 
means of confrontation. In this context, the signals of a new phase i n the arms race 
must cause concern i n Poland. The well-known decision of the Council of MTO on the 
deployment of medium-range rockets i n western Europe, as v;ell as the recent news on 
the neutron bomb and bina^ry vreapons constitute such signals. Mà. again, as i n the 
past, i t i s being argued that a resumption of the issue of the deployment of the 
neutron bomb and proceeding to the production of binary v/eapons would restore the 
shalcen strategic balance. Of course, one feels i n c l i n e d to ask; vrhat are the new 
elements or facts vrhich have arisen since mid-1979 when, with the signing of the 
SALT I I agreement, the existence of a strategic balance of forces vras e x p l i c i t l y 
confirmed. After a l l , i t cannot be assumed that the endorsement of such a balance 
v/as based at that time on miscalculation or with a view to deceive one's ovrn nation 
as well as i t s partners. 

My country i s v i t a l l y interested i n putting an end to the search f o r any excuses 
which could serve to j u s t i f y the speeding up of the arms race. We are interested i n 
abandoning the philosophy of seeking a balance of forces and i n favour of the philosophy 
of the balance of reason. Guided by such a sense of reason, Poland has put forvrard at 
the Madrid follovr-up meeting of the Conference on Security and Co-operation i n Europe, 
on behalf of the States Parties to the Warsavr Treaty, a proposal to convene i n Warsavr 
a conference on m i l i t a r y dótente and disarmament i n Europe of a l l States p a r t i c i p a t i n g 
i n the Ma.drid meeting. Realizing the fact that there are different approaches towards 
such a conference, v/e earnestly hope, hov/ever, that the idea of convening i t w i l l be 
accepted by a l l participants i n the Ma.drid meeting. Me see this conference as, f i r s t 
of a l l , a decisive step tov/ards strengthening confidence-build.ing measures i n Europe, 
the continent v/hich has the greatest accumulation of a l l possible dangerous v/eapons. 
To host such a conference vrould be an honour to my country, vrhose peaceful i n i t i a t i v e s 
have been markedly reflected i n the post-vrar p o l i t i c a l r e a l i t i e s of Europe. In l i n e 
with the aforementioned conference goes the invariable interest of Poland i n a prompt 
and meaningful brealcthrough i n the talks on the mutual reduction of armed forces and 
armaments i n Central Europe vrhich are talcing place i n Vienna. 

As a representative of a State Party to the Чзхвш Treaty, I should also l i k e to 
mention the i n i t i a t i v e s of t h i s defensive organization, recapitulated during i t s 
jubilee session i n Warsav/ i n May 198O. The decisions taken at t h i s session, contained 
i n the document of the Committee CD/98, c l e a r l y c a l l f o r the acceleration of progress 
i n disarmament negotiations. This appeal vras repeated at the meeting of leaders of 
States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty l a s t December. 

I v/ish to express the firm conviction of my delegation that we s h a l l , this year, 
fi n d enough v r i l l , determination and perseverance to malce, i n t l i i s Committee, more 
si g n i f i c a n t progress than we have done i n past years. This.conviction i s based on 
the following premises; 

1. We have accumulated enough experience i n the conditions of the enlarged Committee's 
membershipI 

2. We have achieved concrete results i n i t s work, such as; 

(a) An outline of negotiating positions, i . e . an avrareness of convergent 
and divergent positions; 
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(b) "" A'sélection of issues and t h e i r outlines from t h e i r s t a r t i n g points 
to t h e i r solutions I 

(c) Agreed organizational platfo-rms, methods and forms of negotiations; 

3. Within the Committee there i s a prevailing tendency towards maintaining and 
strengthening i t s function as a negotiating body, endowed with a business-like 
atmosphere and a w i l l to avoid any superfluous formalism and unnecessary p o l i t i c a l 
controversies. 

The vrorking paper CD/14I introduced by Ambassador Herder, the distinguished 
representative of the German Democratic Republic, on behalf of a group of s o c i a l i s t 
States r e f l e c t s also the views of my delegation on the organizational aspects of the 
vjork of our Committee. There i s no need to repeat them novr. I would l i k e to confine 
myself to expressing my delegation-'s deep s a t i s f a c t i o n 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 d i f f i c u l t i e s , I think, for these groups 
to start .their substantive vrork without further delay. 

It vrould respond adequately to the appeal of the united Nations General Assembly, 
contained i n resolution 35/152 E addressed to States members of the Committee on 
Disarmament "to i n t e n s i f y t h e i r efforts to bring to a successful end the negotiations 
vrhich are currently talcing place i n the Committee on Disarmament". Another element of 
optimism would be a decision that, f o r the time being, the ad hoc vrorking groups could 
continue t h e i r vrork on the basis of l a s t year's mandates which might l a t e r be amended 
or changed i f the Committee so decides. 

The general goal and point of departure i n the vrork of the ad hoc groups should 
be: to continue and advance and perha.ps even f i n a l i z e what i s ready for solution on 
the basis of vrhat has already been done. 

With your permission I should now lilce to sa.y a fevr vrords about the tasks of the 
spe c i f i c vrorking groups -as vre see them. 

F i r s t , the Worlcing Group on the proliibition of chemical weapons. My delegation 
looks forv'rard to p a r t i c i p a t i n g and to contributing a c t i v e l y and constructively to the 
VTOrlc of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons. The group s h o u l d — vrithout 
undue d e l a y — continue and advance the vrork undertalcen i n I9SO. In our view, i t could 
i n particular take up the issues which were not discussed l a s t year ovring'to lack of 
time, or i t could elaborate i n a more detailed manner the questions on vrhich a. general 
convergence of views has already appeared. 

Let us not forget that p a r a l l e l to our work i n the Committee on the prohibition 
of chemical vreapons there are also the b i l a t e r a l t a l k s on that subject. We consider 
them very important for the process of m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations, especially as t h e i r 
results have been very hopeful. I can only vrish and hope that they be resumed very 
soon and that t h e i r results v r i l l enhance our vrork. 

-It i s ray strong personal conviction that there are already s u f f i c i e n t premises for 
a tangible progress i n the process of working out the draft of an agreement on the 
prohibition of chemical vreapons. V/hat vre r e a l l y need i s a p o l i t i c a l v r i l l and the 
p o l i t i c a l decisions of Governments to have such an agreement. - - ' "-
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I now come to the question of the prohibition of r a d i o l o g i c a l vreapons. The 

Polish delegation believes that the Ad Hoc Working Group on t h i s subject should 
immediately proceed vrith the negotiations. This group has at i t s disposal the j o i n t l y 
agreed proposal vrhich i s a good basis f o r the dx-a^fting of a convention. We see no 
major d i f f i c u l t i e s i n reconciling different approaches vrhich appeared i n the process 
of negotiations. Allovr me to express my hope that t h i s v r i l l be feasible i n I 5 8 I as 
the Group v r i l l have more time for negotiations than i t had l a s t year. 

Another Ad Hoc Iforking Group vriiich should, i n our vievr, f i n a l i z e i t s work t h i s 
year i s the Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament. My delegation 
shares the opinion that there i s no doubt as to the v a l i d i t y of the Group's mandate. 
It has been set up v/ith the s p e c i f i c and concrete task of elaborating a coraprehenisive 
programme of disarmament which v r i l l be presented, i n due course-, to the General Assembly 
at i t s second special session on disarmament, to be held i n 1982. This ai,dds an 
element of importance and urgency to i t s vrork, since such a, programme v r i l l have to be 
f u l l y drafted vrell i n advance of the special session. My delegation i s convinced 
that the Group v r i l l malce an effective and constructive contribution to the success of 
the second, special session. The comprehensive prograjnme of disarmament vrhich vre are 
s t r i v i n g f o r v r i l l not be r e a l l y comprehensive i f i t does not include a. certain 
psychological infrastructure of disa.rma.ment. It should, i n the vievr of my Government, 
provide f o r such mea.sures as vrould arm public opinion v/ith the conviction that-to l i v e 
i n pea.ce one ha,s f i r s t to start to disarm r. 

As f a r as effective interna.tional arrangements to assure non-nuclear weapon States 
against the use or threat of use of nuclear vreapons are concerned, the P o l i s h delegation, 
vrhile repeating that the Working Group's aim i s the ela.boration of an international 
convention, believes that i n order to bring the issue closer to i t s solution,, the 
V/orking Group could consider some kind of interim arrangement. In such an arrangement 
v/e v/ould l i k e to see an agreed common formula of assurances instead of f i v e u n i l a t e r a l 
statements. 

I should nov/ l i k e to turn to the itrms of our a.genda o-- v/hich no subsidiary 
bodies v/ere established but v/hich have alv/ays been accorded a very high p r i o r i t y i n 
our considerations. 

One such item i s a comprehensive nuclea.r-v/eapon test-ban. In the viev/ of the 
P o l i s h delegation v/e can no longer delay the establishment of an ad hoc v/orking group 
on this subject. In fact, v/e are of the opinion that such a. v/orking group should be 
established immediately. The ad hoc v/orking group on a comprehensive nuclear-v/eapon 
test-ban, vrith the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l nuclear-v/eapon States, should talce into account 
the results of the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations on the subject and a l l other proposals and 
future i n i t i a t i v e s . It could define the issues to be dealt with i n the negotiations 
on an agreement on this subject and start negotiations on the shape of this agreement. 

Another l i i g h - p r i o r i t y item on our agenda i s the cessation of the nuclear arms 
race and nuclear disarmament. The high p r i o r i t y my country attaches to early progress 
i n thJ.s area vras shox/n by the proposals Poland and other s o c i a l i s t countries put 
for\/ardin 1979 (contained i n document CD/4) f o r the start of negotiations on ending 
the production of a l l types of nuclear weapons and gradually reducing t h e i r stockpiles 
u n t i l they have been completely destroyed. \7e firmly- believe that this issue and other 
issues relevant to the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament deserve 
to be negotiated within an ad hoc vrorking group which should be established. This 
v/orlcing group could begin i t s proceedings v/ith the examination of the question of the 
elaboration and c l a r i f i c a t i o n of the stages of nuclear disarmament as envisaged i n 
paragraph 50 of the Pinal Document of the f i r s t special session of the General Assembly 
d.evoted to disarmament, including the role and r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s of both nuclear-v/eapon 
States and non-nuclear-v/eapon States i n the process of nuclear disarmament. 
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',/hile. I am on the subject of the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear 

disarmament, I'would l i k e to mention another topic vrhich has found i t s place on our 
agenda this year and vrhich deserves a. closer scrutiny. I have i n mind the question of 
elaborating an international agreement on the non-stationing of nuclear vreapons on the 
t e r r i t o r i e s of States where there are no such vreapons at present. The Polish 
delegation i s convinced that such an agreement could contribute to the l i m i t a t i o n of 
the nuclear arms race and to the progress of dótente, and thus vrould constitute an 
important step tovrards the l i m i t a t i o n of armaments. In our opinion such an agreement 
could best be elaborated by the ad- hoc working group, which could start i t s vrork i n the 
near future. 

Last but not least i s the question of banning nevr types of vreapons of mass 
destruction and new systems of such vreapons. The Polish delegation lends i t s support 
to the proposal f o r the establishment of an ad hoc working ; rov.:'of experts on this 
subject. The main task of such a group, vrhich vrould be working under the auspices of 
the Committee on Disarmament, vrould be the elaboration of an e>rpert report on a l l the 
consequences of developments i n tlie f i e l d of potentially d.angerous resea.rch \rork v^liich 
might i n effect bring about nevr types and systems of weapons of mass destruction. This 
group could also give us indications as to the particular types of \reapons of mass 
destruction that should be subject to a ban. 

I t i s vrorth remembering that the 19S1 session of the Committee on Disarmament i s 
the l a s t f u l l session we have before the second special session of the United Nations 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. It i s also worth remembering that vre have 
certain obligations vrhich vre are required to meet before that session. I f vre vrant 
seriously to meet them and to achieve tangible results i n at least one or tvro particular 
areas of disarmament before the special session, vre v r i l l ha.ve to ai,chieve them witl i i n the 
next fevr months. 

The good and., constructive atmosphere i n which vre started our vrork this ye-ar as 
well a.s the concrete decisions already taken by the Committee under your Chaiiraanship 
f i l l us vrith optimism, and augur vrell f o r the results of t h i s session. On behalf of 
the Polish delegation I would l i k e to declare our f u l l co-operation vrith you, 
Mr.. Chairman, and vrith your successors i n the Chair i n the effort to attain our common 
goal. 

The CimffilAN (translated from French): I thanlc the distinguished /imbassador of 
Poland f o r his statement and 1 should also' l i k e to thank him warmly for his kind vrords 
hoth about myself and about ray country, 

Mr. ONKSLINX (Belgium) (transí p.teá from French): Mr. Chairman, l a s t Tuesday i n 
t h i s Committee, venturing upon a comparison with Monsieur de Callières, I said vrhat I 
f e l t on the subject of your chairmanship. I thinlc i t might be somevrha.t unsuitable i f , 
as the representative of Belgium, в. neighbour country vrhose relations vrith France are 
so profound, so sustained and so f r i e n d l y , I vrere to expatio.te upon the s a t i s f a c t i o n I 
f e e l at seeing you preside over our work. I vrould rather note tlie s a t i s f a c t i o n 
expressed by everyone i n the Committee at the wa.y i n vrhich you arc d i r e c t i n g our 
discussions; I believe f i r s t , that, t h i s illustra.tes your country's policy and the 
excellent relations that Fraiice maintains vrith a l l States and, secondly, that i t also 
represents a recognition of your eminent q u a l i t i e s . In t h i s connection, I should lilce 
to echo the vrords used by the Ambassador of Bro.zil i n the speech he has just ma,de. He 
spoke of your "gentle firmness", and I f i n d that t h i s i s a most '"c1i-xilui.iü description 
of the representative of a country once celebrated i n song ac "gentle France". 
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You v ; i l l remain i n our minds as the man \rho, within the space of a fortnight, 
succeeded i n solving the bulk of the d i f f i c u l t organizational problems with vrhich our 
Committee wa.s fax-ed. Thanlcs to your diplomacy and s k i l l , you have done i t while 
preserving an exceptionally f r i e n d l y atmosphere v/ithin our Committee. 

In v/elcoming that f r i e n d l y atmosphere, I should also l i k e to say hov/ glad v/e are 
to see Ambassador J a i p a l , lîr. Berasategui and t h e i r v/hole team v/ith us a,gain. They 
are, I f e e l , trusty counsellors and enlightened guides both for the Chair and for" each 
delegation. I t i s very often thanlzs to them, that v/e can malce our way through 
procedural tangles and solve problems i n the organiza.tion of our v/ork. 

Lastly, I should l i k e to v/elcome among us our nev/ colleagues from Argentina, 
Egypt, Palcistan, Romania and Zaire. I believe that, through the contacts they have 
already established v/ith us i n the past few days, they have shov/n that they were 
adapting themselves perfectly to the atmosphere of our Committee, and I f e e l that t h i s 
bodes v/cll f o r our continued co-operation with them. 

At the outset of t h i s t h i r d year of a c t i v i t i e s of the Committee on Disarmament 
v/ith i t s present structure and membership, I should l i k e to drav/ attention to the r i s k s 
that are increasingly confronting the e f f o r t to secure arras control and disarmament - -
an effort i n v/hich a.n essential r e s p o n s i b i l i t y has been la.id upon our Committee, 

These r i s k s arise, f i r s t , from the alarming state of international security. For 
a year now, the vast majority of the members of the international community have 
repeatedly voiced t h e i r concern over the deterioration of the conditions of security 
i n the v/orld. The continuation of actions involving force i n various part of the world 
hardly encourages us to amend that viev/. A year ago, I t o l d the Committee that " i t 
vTOuld ... be a grave error of p o l i t i c a l judgement to speak today i n .... the Committee 
on Disarmament v/ithout expressing the deep concern f e l t by our peoples and leaders 
over v/hat has been talcing place i n Afghanistan since late December 1979". The 
sit u a t i o n has remained unchanged since then, and today we f e e l more than ever that 
only moderation i n the behaviour of States could restore a better p o l i t i c a l climate, 
which alone v/ould be conducive to further progress i n disarmament negotiations. 

But the stagnation v/hich marked, i n part i c u l a r , the second half of the l a s t 
decade may perhaps also be explained by factors more i n t r i n s i c than the p o l i t i c a l 
climate to v/hich I have just referred. The approaches v/e have envisaged, our working 
methods and the v/ays and means v/e have devised also deserve close scrutiny. It would 
no doubt be mistalcen to place the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y for the meagreness of the results 
achieved i n the l a s t fev/ years exclusively upon p o l i t i c a l factors e x t r i n s i c to arms 
control. I t i s up to us, as v/ell as to other competent bodies, to i d e n t i f y with the 
greatest possible rigour a.ll the rea.sons for the si t u a t i o n . 

Three years after the f i r s t special session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament v/e are forced to a,dmit that although the Fina.l Document v/hich resulted 
from the session has l o s t none of i t s va.lidity, the hopes i t raised have not been 
f u l f i l l e d . The second specia.l session planned f o r next year should give fresh impetus 
to the efforts of a l l States,and especially those represented on t h i s Committee. 

P o s s i b i l i t i e s do e x i s t , even under present p o l i t i c a l circumstances. Thus, my 
country v/elcomed the opening l a s t year of preparatory talks betv/een the United States 
and the USSR, as part of the S/1JT process — to v/hose continuation Belgium attaches 
the greatest importance — concerning the l i m i t a t i o n of certa.in sp e c i f i c systems of 
theatre nuclear v/eapons. Иу country's authorities look for\/ard to the most rapid 
possible development of these ta.lks. 
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Sim i l a r l y , the conclusion of a Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the 

Use of Certain Conventional Ueapons also demonstrated the p o s s i b i l i t y of achieving 
concrete results notv/ithstanding the present disappointing international climate. 

Some results vrere also achieved at the l a s t session of the General Assembly, 
such as the adoption by consensus of resolution 35/156 D concerning the Study on a l l 
the aspects of regional disarmament. Belgium w i l l do i t s best to ensure the follovr-up 
of this Study so that i t may, i n the words of the resolution, "encourage Governments 
to tal:e i n i t i a t i v e s and to consult within the different regions with a vievr to agreeing 
upon appropriate mea.sures of regional disa.rmamont". Belgium hopes that other States 
v r i l l inform the Secreta.ry-General of the united Nations of the i r vievrs regarding the 
study and i t s conclusions. In t l i i s connection I should add that Belgium i s happy to 
note the importance atta.ched i n Europe to the regional approach and i s talcing an a.ctive 
part i n the Vienna talks f o r mutual bsJanced forces reductions, vrhere the vrestern 
countries have, i n particular, proposed the conclusion of an interim f i r s t - s t a g e 
agreement on reductions i n 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 i s also represented i n Madrid, at the second 
conference f o r the revievr of the F i n a l Act of Helsinlci, to vrhich i t vrould l i k e to 
impart renevred momentum, especially as regards the m i l i t a r y aspects of security, by 
supporting the French proposal for a conference on disa-rmament i n Europe, 

In these areas r e l a t i n g to the regional approach, as i n other, Belgium greatly 
looks forviard 'to the contribution to disarmament work that v r i l l be made by the 
a c t i v i t i e s of the United Nations Institute f o r Disarmament P.esearch, vrhose recent 
estohlishment vre vrarmly vrelcome. 

So fa.r as the Committee on Disarmament i t s e l f i s concerned, i t should endeavour, 
vrithin the framevrork of i t s programme of vrork, to function e f f e c t i v e l y vrherever i t 
i s able to make a useful contribution. To be able to do t h i s , i t i s essential that i t 
should avoid paralysing procedural disputes and. get on as quickly as possible to the 
substance of the items on i t s agenda., Ve vrelcome the fact that under your wide, 
s k i l f u l and adroit chairmanship the Committee should have made such a good start as 
regards organizational matters. 

The vrorking instruments the Committee on Disarmament fashioned at i t s l a s t session 
offer considerable advantages vrhich should not be vrasted i n 1531. No time should be 
l o s t i n putting these instruments into use once more. For t h i s гег.зоп, Belgium 
suggests that the four working groups set up vrith regard to certain important items 
on the agenda — chemical vreapons, the comprehensive programme of disarmament, 
radiological vreapons and security assurances — should rapidly resume their a c t i v i t i e s 
i n accordance vrith the negotiating role of our .Committee. This role should be preserved 
a.t a l l costs, for there are, vre believe, enough other forums vrithin the United Nations 
framevrork vrhere more theoretical problems connected vrith disarmament can be deba.ted. 
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My country has on a number of occasions made the point that the working groups . 
method has proved perfectly compatible \7ith efforts being nursued i n separate 
negotiations. It should be possible to reconcile the desire to see those negotiations 
succeed — both i n the f i e l d of chemical weapons and i n the immensely important one 
of the complete prohibition of nuclear tests — vrith the legitimate concern of the 
Committee on Disarmament to deal i n substance vrith the vrell-defined items on i t s 
agenda. 

I should l i k e to speak here of those vrhich seem to me to be the most important 
among them, bearing i n mind the l i m i t e d time set aside f o r our vrork. 

The question of a nuclear test ban v r i l l undoubted.ly arouse special interest 
during t M s session of the Committee. F i r s t , the three States engaged i n negotiations 
on t h i s question presented at the end of the 1980 session of the Committee a report 
which vras more substantial than that f o r 1979 and which v r i l l not f a i l to provide 
material f o r discussion. Secondly, the Revievr Conference of the Parties to the 
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear l/eapons demonstrated that t h i s key 
instrument of arms control should be seen merely as the point of departure of a 
policy and that i t ought to be follovred by other, more ambitious, precise and s p e c i f i c 
decisions on security and disarmament. The conclusion of a nuclear test ban treaty 
should be one of those decisions. 

In t h i s context, end vrithout prejudging the manner i n vrhich ve s h a l l decide to 
tackle t h i s question as a vrhole, Belgium would l i k e , f o r i t s part, to dwell on the 
problem of the detection and i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of seismic events, to vrhich the 
t r i p a r t i t e report i t s e l f attaches great importance. 

Tvro topics could be submitted f o r our attention: 

F i r s t , that of the means of ensuring a judicious geographical d i s t r i b u t i o n of 
stations p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n the network for the detection and i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of seismic 
events, more pa^r' i c u l a r l y i n the l i g h t o;' considerations expressed at the informal 
meeting of the Committee on Disarmament on 10 July 1980 vrith the pa r t i c i p a t i o n of 
experts from the Ad Hoc Group concerned vrith the detection and i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of 
seismic events; 

Secondly, " that of the consideration of the nevr mandate vrhich could be given to 
the Group of Experts after 1931. That mandate might be more d i r e c t l y connected vrith 
the va^rious problems of seismic data exchange which our Committee ma.y discuss, 
p a r t i c u l a r l y i n r e l a t i o n to consideration set forth i n the t r i p a r t i t e report and 
more s p e c i f i c a l l y i n connection vrith the s e t t i n g up- of a committee of experts to 
examine questions r e l a t i n g to international seismic data exchange. 

Belgium has never ceased to shovr interest i n the negotiations aimed at the 
prohibition of chemical vreapons. IJhereas, during i t s vrork i n 1900, the Committee 
on Disarmament focused i t s attention principaJly on problems r e l a t i n g to the 
dra f t i n g of a convention on the prohibition of the development, production and 
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stockpiling OI chemical v/eapons and t h e i r destruction, i t would seem l o g i c a l end 
timely i f i t were now to endeavour to supplement and, above a J l , to harmonize the 
various vievфoints expressed. Ily country v / i l l spare no effort to t r y to_ contribute 
to this process the aim of v/hich i s to reinforce the v/ork begun by the' Geneva Protocol 
more than a quarter of a century ago. 

In the matter of ra d i o l o g i c a l v/eapons, the path mapped out for us by the 
Committee's v/ork i n 1980 i s clearer. Rapid agreement should be possible on the 
conclusion of a trea.ty, f o r the prohibition of such v/eapons, provided that, bearing 
i n mind the security constraints to which our States are subject, v/e agree on a 
r e a l i s t i c d e f i n i t i o n of the v/eapon v/e v/ant to prohibit. Such a, d e f i n i t i o n , hov/ever 
limited i t might be i n i t s implications f o r the strategic relationships of the moment, 
should i n no v/ay prejudice the efforts yet to be made. It v/ould i n any case constitute 
the f i r s t prohibition i n a f i e l d i n v/hich a l l States could undertalce to pursue 
negotiations with a viev/ to achieving further s i g n i f i c a n t results. 

The elaboration of a comprehensive disarmament programme should be continued 
v/ithout delay i n such a way that i t v / i l l be possible to submit i t to the 
General Assembly at i t s second special session on disarmament. The value of this 
programme v / i l l not be derived from the constraints, v/hether clironological or l e g a l . 
Me have never thought that conditions of a coercive nature or s t r i c t negotiating 
deadlines could, be imposed on negotiators from the outside. The programme's value 
v / i l l l i e i n the consensus achieved v/ith regard to the elaboration of a series of 
measures the implementation of v/hich .ohould bo stimul.at3d by the second special cension 
of the General Aecembly devoted to disarmament. 

Lastly, tho 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 imaginative 
effort v/ould nov/ seen to be called for. Belgium has already suggested the follov/ing 
two possible v/ays i n vrhich progress i n t M s d i r e c t i o n might be achieved, bearing i n 
mind the d i f f i c u l t y of finding a universal common denominator i n the u n i l a t e r a l 
declarations which have been made to date by the nuclear-v/eapon Pov/ers: 

The f i r s t suggestion, one of form, v/as that these assurances should be approved 
by the Security Council — an idea recently echoed, v/ith various q u a l i f i c a t i o n s , by 
certain delegations i n the Coramittee5 

The second suggestion, one r e l a t i n g to substance, v/as that ah ef f o r t should be 
made to find a safeguard formula v/hich v/ould provide the maximum assurance for those 
States v/hich have chosen the path of non-alignment. 

The Committee on Disarmament v / i l l be best able to do i t s job successfully i f i t 
discusses proposals that are credible and v/oll-defined. I t i s e s s e n t i a l l y i n t h i s 
pragmatic and, v/e hope, constructive s p i r i t that Belgium proposes to v/ork i n the 
Committee i n I 9 8 I . 

The CHAIBI'IAN (translated from French); I thanlc Ambassador Onlcelinx for his 
statement and I should l i k e to convey to him ny v/arm gratitude f o r his very kind 
remarks about myself and my country — I was very touched by them. 
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I'lr. SOM VILA (CuDa) (translated from Spanish); A l l o u me f i r s t to repeat 
i n the name of my delegation our congratulations to you on your assumption of 
the Chair of the Committee on Disarmament at the beginning of our work t h i s year. 
Me are convinced that under your s k i l l e d guidance, t h i s body w i l l begin to focus 
i t s attention on i t s p r i n c i p a l task, that of achieving effective measures of 
disarmament. 

I wish to assure you that i n t h i s aim you can count on the f u l l co-operation 
of my delegation. 

\Je vish also to extend our congratulations to the representative of our 
s i s t e r nation Ethiopia, tho outgoing Chairman. At the same time, we should l i k e 
to \/elcome to the Committee the nevr representatives of Pakistan, Romania, Zaire 
and Egypt and \re look forvrard to co-operating vrith them i n carrying out the tasks 
l a i d upon our Committee. 

The year vrhich has just ended vras cliaracterized by a marked tendency tovrards 
an increase i n international tensions and an aggravation of the arms race. There 
i s proof of t h i s i n the decision of some countries permanently to increase t h e i r 
m i l i t a r y budgets up to the end of the present century and emba.rk on the manufacture 
of sophisticated weapons of mass extermination. 

These steps s t i l l further increase the gravity of the present international 
atmosphere already rendered precarious by the decision to deploy 572 medium-range 
nuclear missiles i n Europe and by tho escalation of armaments i n the Indian Ocean, 
the Caribbean Sea, the Arabian Gulf and the Middle East. 

In addition to these fac t s , moreover, there are the new ideas that novr exist 
about the p o s s i b i l i t y of a limited nuclear war, increasing further the r i s k of 
a nuclear catastrophe, and the i n d e f i n i t e postponement of the r a t i f i c a t i o n of 
the SALT I I agr~Gment, vrith the evident intent of malcing this important treaty 
a dead l e t t e r . 

This gives the measure of the importance of the vroi-k of the Committee on 
Disarmament i n I 9 8 I . As you are avrare, the second special session of the 
United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament i s to be held next year, 
and vre consider i t incumbent upon the Committee, therefore, to achieve concrete 
results to j u s t i f y i t s vrork, i n accordance with the mandate given i t by the 
General Assembly at i t s f i r s t special session on disarmament. 

A revievr of our vrork shows that the establishment of vrorking groups f o r the 
tasks assigned to the Committee i s the appropriate vray of negotiating i n t h i s 
body, i n an atmosphere of understanding vrhich 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, 
vrith the hope that the groups w i l l be re-established without delay and v r i l l 
immediately embark on t h e i r substantive vrork. 

It i s the intention of my delegation to bend i t s e f f o r t s to ensuring that 
the Cornmittee on Disarmament i s not held back t h i s year by s t e r i l e debates over 
procedural questions or matters tliat have nothing to do \ r i th our vrork, on vrhich 
vre have i n the past spent too much time. \Je must establish the practice of 
embarking promptly on concrete vrork and f r u i t f u l negotiations vrhich w i l l bring 
tangible r e s u l t s . 
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The Cuban delegation feels obliged to endeavour to persuade the Committoe on 
Disarmament to fociis i t s vrork on the p r i o r i t i e s established by the United Hâtions 
General Assembly at i t s f i r s t special session devoted to disarmament, those sâ me 
p r i o r i t i e s which this negotiating body has sot i t s e l f . 

unfortunately, i t has not yet been possible to establish vrorking groups on 
such important subjects as a comprehensive nuclear test ban, nuclear disarmament 
and.new types- and systems of weapons of mass destruction. Ue cherish the hope 
that for these items a.lso, which are so v i t a l to the cause of disarmament, the 
Committee v r i l l quickly decide to establish the appropriate vrorking groups. 

As the arms race i n t e n s i f i e s , as the threat to-human survival increases, so 
the demand of peoples for peace increases and vrith i t the need for the Committee 
on Disarmament to achieve concrete results i n i t s negotiations. I'ly covmtry 
observes vrith concern the s p i r a l l i n g of m i l i t a r y expenditures the world over making 
i t ever more d i f f i c u l t f o r the underdeveloped countries to escape from tho 
si-fcuation of poverty and disaster \rhich has been t h e i r l o t f o r centuries. 

In this connection, F i d e l Castro, the President of Cuba, recently said; 

•'The underdeveloped world would go on as before, only s t i l l more 
imderdeveloped; imperialism vrould go on as before, only even more 
vrealthy; and manlcind \rould go on as before, only vrith a thousand m i l l i o n 
people more than now l i v i n g i n the most absolute poverty' . 

To the present vrorld s i t u a t i o n , so precarious i n i t s e l f with a l l i t s centres 
of c r i s i s and tension, -irith the increase of aimamento i n the most diverse i-egions, 
i s added the appearance of governments announcing ultra-reactionary progra,mmes 
\rhich, f a r from promoting vrays to secure a relaxation of tension or seeking 
acceptable solutions, encourage vrarlike, interventionist and hard-line p o l i c i e s . 

My country i s an integra-l part of the group of States threatened by aggression 
and i n j u s t i c e ; consequently, while vre are resolved to play our part i n the defence 
of peace and international détente, at the sa.me time vre are strengthening our 
defences \rith a view to protecting our independence and sovereignty and the 
legitimate interests of our people. 

•The foreign policy of Cuba which has just been r a t i f i e d i s based on the 
prin c i p l e s of preserving peace and international security and s t r i v i n g f o r 
disarmament and the ha.lting of the arms race. 

Cuba v r i l l continue to pursue this policy, i n a,ll the intema,tional forums, and 
in p a r t i c u l a r i n this m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating body. The Committee on Disarmament 
offers the opportunity to demonstrate f u l l y the tme intentions of everj'- country 
as regards the struggle f o r disarmament and peace. 

,As early as during the f i r s t year of vrork of t h i s body, as restructured, 
tho Group of 21 gave ample proof of t h e i r readiness to collaborate a c t i v e l y i n the 
achievement of concrete r e s u l t s . S i m i l a r l y , the s o c i a l i s t countries submitted 
various vrorking papers r e f l e c t i n g t h o i r desire to achieve disam-iament measures 
vrithout delay. 
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It i s precisoly those groups of Sfca,tes г/hich have most urgently requested 
the establishment of various vjoricing gi'•ups i n order to erter f u l l y into negotiations, 
i n accordance with the desire of peace-loving countries and peoples, which are 
struggling tenaciously f o r the cessation of the arras race, for tho removal of 
the threat of \rar, f o r the strengthening of international detente and for the 
economic and s o c i a l well-being of the peoples. 

These are the general comments that my countr;'' \;ishes to make, while reserving 
the right to express оггг viens and opinions on p a r t i c u l a r items i n greater d e t a i l 
i n the \/orking groups and at future meetings. 

The С1-1А.Ш-ШТ (translated from French) s I thaiüc the distinguished Ambassador 
of Cuba for his statement and for the kind \7ords he axldressed to the Chair. 

Mr. PROKOFIDV (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) (translated from Russian); 
Mr. Chairman, the Soviet delegation cane to th i s session of the Committee vith the 
firm intention of making a constructive contribution to i t s work and of helping to 
create a business-like atmosphere i n i t . However, the fact that the Committee 
on Disarmament has begun i t o work th i s year i n a constructive manner, on a 
business-like note, has apparently not been to everjhody's taste. The Soviet 
delegation notes with regret that at today's meeting there has been an attempt on 
the part of the Chinese delegation once again to divert the Committee's attention 
from the important tasks before i t and to poison the atmosphere i n the Committee 
on Disarmament. There has been a repe t i t i o n of haclaieyed, slanderous and 
groundless assertions which have nothing whatever to do with the work of the 
Gommittee. The Soviet delegation reserves i t s right to revert to t h i s question 
lihen i t considers that necessary. 

Hr. DABIRI (Iran) (translated from French); In the statement made a few 
minutes ago, the distinguished and honoi_-able Ambassador o_ Cuba used an erroneous 
terminology i n re f e r r i n g to the stretch of \7ater which separates the Iranian 
plateau from the Arabian peninsula. As you a l l Imow, that stretch of water has 
been kno\m under the nano of the Persian Gulf since time immemorial. The 
expression Persian Gulf has al\;ays been u.oecl i n a l l encyclopaedias and a l l atlases, 
a.s well as by a l l societies a,nd mon of ci:lture. That term has also always been 
used by United Hâtions bodies and by a l l other agencies within the United Hâtions 
system. I f e e l sure that the honourable Ambassadoi- of Cuba used the term he did 
in speaking of the Persian Gulf by oversight; a l l the same, my delegation wishes 
to malce t h i s declaration so that i t may be included i n the record. 

Hr. SOIA VILA (Cuba) (translated from Spanish); Hr. Chairma.n, i f i n my 
statement I na.de an error of geographical terminology, I wish to apologize to the 
representative of Iran. I t i s not our intention to embark upon any contentious 
subject t h i s year i n the Committee on Disarmament but to work fundamentallj'- to\;ards 
the development of the task entrusted to us by the General Assembly at i t s 
f i r s t special session devoted to disarmament. I f I made a mistake, therefore, 
I \rould ask the representative of Iran to accept my formal apology. 
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The СНАШШТ (translated from French); I thanlc the representative of Cuba 
for his statement. I f no one else ij-ishes to speak, I vould suggest that ve 
take up Working Paper Ho. 28, which we discussed at yesterday's informal meeting, 
and I should l i k e to lcho\/ i f I may take i t that there i s a consensus i n the 
Committee regarding the content of t h i s document with respect to the Committeo's 
ad hoc working groups for 1981-

l i r . GARCIA POPLES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish); With reference to 
the t h i r d paragraph, I should l i k e to ask a question x/hich i s on a point of English. 
According to what you told us yesterday, i t would be for Ambassador Summerhayes, 
the distinguished representative of the united Kingdom, to answer i t . I \ix\\ 
indicate i n advance that my delegation \ r i l l accept bhe reply, \rhatever i t i s . 

The question i s the following; the f i r s t three l i n e s of t h i s t h i r d paragraph 
read; " I t i s understood that the Conmiittee w i l l , as soon as possible, review/ the 
mandates of the three ad hoc working groups with a view to adapting, as appropriate, 
t h e i r ma.ndates to advance ...'' and so on and so f o r t h . My question i s whether 
we could not delete the second ''their mandates'' and replace i t by the pronoun "them", 
Vihich would follow ''adapting''. The text \;ould then read as follows; ''It i s 
xmderstood that the Committee v / i l l , as soon as possible, review tho mandates of 
the three ad hoc \rorking groups Afith a viev; to ada.pting _thom, as appropriate, 
to advance etc. etc. 

I repeat that wliatcver tho answer may be I w i l l accept i t as v a l i d and of 
course I am merely asking a question. 

\/ith regard to the Spanish text, I have a. few very modest suggestions for 
the fourth paragraph vrhich are intended solely to bring i t exactly into l i n e vrith 
the English text, vrhich i s the o r i g i n a l . Thus the Spanish text, i n our view, 
should read: ''Queda entendido también que l a decisidn adoptada por e l Comité 
no excluye de ningún modo l a consideración con carácter urgente etc. etc. 
The words, " l a posibilidad de proceder a" should be deleted because bhey do not 
арреат i n the English text. 

Then, i n the fourbh l i n e , the Spanish bext at present reads, ''... de l a agenda 
del Comité, y a l a consideración ...'', ebc. etc. In vievr of the change that 
needs to be made i n tho second l i n o , I would suggest that this should be amended 
to read "... l a agenda, del Comité, n i tampoco l a consideración ...'', etc. 

Mr. SOIttlEPJIAYES (United Kingdom): I w i l l do my very best to ansvrer the 
question, although I do not f e e l myself to be the only master of the English 
language i n t h i s gathering. 

My comment vrould be that although the am-endm.ents suggested by 
Ambassador Garcia Robles might perhaps be s l i g h t l y more elegant gramatically, the 
ex i s t i n g vrording i s probably more e x p l i c i t and ma.kes i t s e l f quite clear. 

Therefore, I thinlc that the only gain to be made vrould be i n a sl i g h t 
improvement i n tho elegance of tho sentence; as I see i t , the e x i s t i n g sentence 
i s verjr clear i n i t s meaning. 
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The СЫА1ГДА.Ы (translated iron Prench); Ily f e e l i n g uould be that we could 
perhaps leave th? text as i t i s , because t h i s i n no v/ay affects the substance. 
I see that the French text does not repeat the reference to the mandates of the 
vrorking groiips, and speaks of adapting them according to no'ed. I t can be deduced 
from tho context tliat t h i s means adapting the mandates and not the working groups. 
I r e a l i z e , i n f a c t , that the English text, as Ambassador Summerlmyes said, i s more 
e x p l i c i t , I wonder i f i t i s r e a l l y necessary to a.mend the text since i t s meaning 
i s perfectly cleai', although I appreciate that Ambassador Garcia Robles's concern 
for elegance i s e n t i r e l y j u s t i f i e d . 

Could v/e, then, accept the text an i t stands v/ith the small variations i n the 
different langua-ges which do not, I thinlc, affect the basic i d e n t i t y of meaning? 

It v/as so decided. 

Mr. FLOl/ЕРДЕЕ (United States of America): Mr. Chairman, I apologise f o r 
taking the f l o o r at t h i s late hour. Had we had more time, I v/ould have added my 
voice more f u l l y to those v/ho have congratulated you on the manner i n \/hich you 
have conducted t h i s session and to v/elcome our new members. My purpose i n 
intervening at t h i s point i s simply to ptit on record a statement which I ma.de at 
the informal meeting at the begiming of t h i s v/cek. 

As i s well lmo\/n, tho nev/ administration which v/as i n s t a l l e d i n Washington 
just three v/eelcs ago i s engaged i n a detailed reviev/ of important p o l i c y questions, 
including those that relate to the work of t h i s Committee. 

My Government i s conscious, hov/ever, of the desire of the Commàttee to begin 
i t s substantive work as soon as possible, and therefore my delegation has been 
authorised to j o i n i n a consensus on the re-establishment, under t h e i r formel" 
mandates, of those v/orking groups on \/hich there v/as agreement l a s t year. 

In t h i s connection, I v/ish to note that, since the subject-matter to be treated 
by these v/orking groups i s Ш1иег review by the new United States Administra.tion, 
the nature of the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of the United States delegation w i l l be guided 
by the pace and outcome of that review. 

The CIIAIPJIAIT (translated from French): I thanlc Ambassador Flov/erree f o r 
his statement. Before adjourning the meeting I should lilce to suggest to the 
Committee that we hold a plenary meeting tomorrow at 10.50 a.m. so tliat the 
Chairman of the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts to Consider International 
Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events can present 'the Group's 
report to the Committee. v/e can also, i f necessarj'", take up other subjects. 
I am thinlcing i n p a r t i c u l a r that v/e could perhaps talce a decision on the 
appointment of the Chairmen of the v/orking groups we have just set up, and i t 
goes \/ithout saying that i f we are i n a position to take such a decision, i t m.ight 
perhaps be a good idea to interrupt the plenary meeting f o r a fev/ minutes to make 
sure among ourselves tliat v/e r e a l l y are i n agreement on the persons to be appointed, 
and we can then resume our plenary meeting i n order formally to record the 
agreement we have reached on that subject. I f there are no other observations, 
I s h a l l adjourn t h i s meeting. 

The meetin,q: rose at 1.15 P.m. 

http://ma.de


C D / P V . I O 6 

13 Pebruajry 1981 

MGLISH 

PINAL RECORD OP THE ONE HDITORED iiHD SIXTH ]\1EETING 

held at the Palais des Nations, Geneva, 
on Friday, I 3 February 1981, at 10.ЗО a.m. 

Chairman : îtr. F. de l a Gorce (France) 



CT)/PV.106 
2 

PRESENT AT ТПЕ TABLE 

Algeria; 

Argentina; 

l l u s t r a l i a : 

Belgium; 

B r a z i l ; 

Bulgaria ; 

Mr. A. SALM-ВЕУ 
Mr. M. MATI 

Mr. P. JIMEîiEZ DAVILA 
Miss N. PREYRE PENABAD 

МхГ. R.A. VALKER 
Mr. R. STEELE 
Mr. T. PINDLAY 

Î4r. A. ONKELIM 
Mr. J.-M. NOIRP/JLISSE 
MLss G. VMÏ DEiî BERG 

Mr. C.A. DE SOUZA E SILVA 
Ыт. S., DE QUEIROZ DUARTE 

Mr. P. VOUTOV 
Mr. I. SOTIROV 
Mr. R. DEY.'iNOV 

Mr. K. PRAÎ 'IOV 
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The CRAIHMM {;^T8^slatQô^îTpp^jT^^^ I declare open the 106th plenary 
neeting of the Connittce on Disarnanent. Uo decidod yesterday to hold a plenary 
nooting today so that the Chairnan of tho Ad Hoc Croup of S c i e n t i f i c Experts to 
Consider International Co-oporative Measures to Detect and Identify Seisnic 
Events could suhnit to the Coi-inittoe h i s Group's report which i s contained i n 
docunent GD/15O. 

Ъ1г, ERICSSON (Chairnan, Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts on seisnic events): 
As i t has done several tines i n the rocont past, tho Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c 
Experts to Consider International Co-oporativo Measures to Dotoct and Identify 
Seisnic Events again presents you vàth a progress report on i t s vrork. Last year, 
i n July, I had the opportunity to give a sonovihat detailed description of what 
th i s Expert Group v̂гas about to do. The Group has described how an international 
seisnic data exchange could bo designed i n ordor to nonitor a conplotc tost nap. 

Under i t s nost recent nandato, the Group has started to crinsidor, review 
and assess a nvjnber of national investigations into tho sondinf; of soisnological 
nessagos around tho globe, involving, i n partic-ular, the use of tho VMO 
connunication netvíork and a nu]:iber o f other, sonevíhat technical nethods v/hich need 
to be tested. Such U n i t e d tests of the different parts of the syston wore started 
i n July l a s t year and continue thanlcs to the very offective co-oporation of a 
nunbor of States through t h o i r relevant i n s t i t u t e s . Thore has been actual sending 
of nessagos around the globe, involving i n s t i t u t e s and States fron horo i n Europe 
to the other side of the globe, f o r oxanple Australia and Now Zealand, and a 
number of States i n betv/een. Although tho results havo been nost valuable, thoy 
are, however, of a prelininary nature only, and tho Group thoroforo intends to 
pursue t h i s nethod fvirthor. We have enjoyed tho co-operaLion of WMO and understand, 
i n f e r n a l l y , that a s i n i l a r oxperinent.night bo possible tovrardstho end of this. year. 

This i s not tho only a c t i v i t y i n which tho Group i s engaged; a very considerable 
e f f o r t i s also being put into tho design of the data centros, which are intended to 
take care of tho data and present thou to the pa r t i c i p a t i n g States. There are also 
e f f o r t s to inprovo our vmderstandirig of how tho d e t a i l s of xhe data should bo 
designed, what kind of data should bo taken and transnátted, and how data shovild 
bo extracted fron the ground. 

Many of these investigations are such that they cannot bo reported to the 
ConnittoG u n t i l early next yoa.r, as the connunication tests around tho globo are 
bound to the tines vrhen tho network i s available f o r testing. Therefore, a 
report on then can not be presented to t h i s Conmittoo u n t i l s^ne tine i n the f i r s t 
h a l f of next year, a.s i s stated i n the report vi/hich i s before you. 

The Ad Hoc Group considered that i t would require two or three further sessions 
i n which to prepare a, report covering a.ll i t s present a.ctivitios i n the f i e l d , and 
therefore suggested tha.t the next session, subject to tho approval of t h i s Coniuittoc, 
bo convened hore fron 3 to I 4 August I 9 8 I . 

Mr. LIDG^IRD (Sweden): lie. Chairnan, ny dolega-tion has received the eleventh 
progress report of the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Exports to Consider International 
Co-oporative Measures to Dotoct and to Identify Soisnic Events viith groa-t 
s a t i s f a c t i o n . 
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(ihr. Lidgard, Swcdon) 

Under i t s present nande.te, the Ad Hoc Group has i n i t i a t e d a пиглЪег of 
na,tional investigations of tho foreseen data exchanged, sone of then involving 
pre.ctical tests which, although of lináted scope, require international co-operation 
not only between a nunber cf Staces but e.lso with the Vforld Meteorological 
Organization, to which we aro nuch indebted. 

I understand that t h i s co-operation and these national investiga,ticns, to 
which ny country has been able to contribute continuously, and I hope s i g n i f i c a n t l y , 
w i l l continue and bring us a l l closer to the day when an international seisnic 
data, exchange w i l l contribute to a t r u l y world-wide co-operation i n nonitoring and 
thereby p o l i t i c a l l y naintaining a global convention on a test ban. 

V/ith t h i s i n nina, I f o r n a l l y propose that the Conr.iittee take note of the 
progress report as i t i s before us i n document CD/150 and tha.t we take the necessary 
decisions on i t , i f possible at our next plena.ry nooting. 

M r , VALKEPi (Australia) s Mr. Ghairnan, I have asked f o r the f l o o r to thanlc 
Dr. Ericsson f o r the report which he has just tabled before the Gonnittee. My 
delegation wishes to congratulate hin and the nenbors of h i s Group for the business
l i k e way i n which they have addressed t h e i r task of considering international 
co-operative measures to detect and i d e n t i f y seisnic events. I p a r t i c u l a r l y wish 
to congratulate tho Group f o r t h e i r e f f o r t s , as outlined i n the report, and for 
the results they have achieved. My country looks forward to a continua.tion of 
t h e i r work. 

My delegation derives special s a t i s f a c t i o n fron the various national and 
n u l t i l a t e r a l tests and t r i a l exchanges which are boconing a feature of the Group's 
a c t i v i t y . A ustralia participated i n two experinental tests l a s t year, one to 
investigate whether the global teleconnunication systen operated by the 
World Meteorological Organization night bo used to transnit seisnic nessagcs, and 
tho other, conducted by Sv/edon, f o r the estábilslinent cf a соолоп data base. I t 
i s our b e l i e f that such tests provide infornation of value to the proposed 
international excha.ngo nf seisnic da,ta. 

We would, hov/ever, urge broader p a r t i c i p a t i o n , f o r exanplo, by covmtrios i n 
tho southern heuisphere, i n t h i s a c t i v i t y . 

Since Mr, McGregor, tho Australian nenbor of the Expert Group, i s convenor of 
the relevant study group, ny delegation s p e c i f i c a l l y wishes to drav/ attention to 
the proposed further tests l a t e r t h i s year of the exchange of seisnic data over 
the global telecor.Lnunica.tion systen of Ш 0 , and I talce t h i s opportunity to express 
ny b e l i e f that t h i s Gonnittee ov/es a special expression of appreciation to that 
organization f o r i t s co-operation. 

T r i a l exchanges and similar tests with, as I have emphasized, as broad a 
par t i c i p a t i o n as possible, undoubtedly have an inportant role to play i n 
establishing a basis f o r a systen to v e r i f y a. future conprehensive nuclear 
test-ban agreenent, 

Mr. OICAWA (japan): Mr. Ghairnan, on behalf of the Japanese delegation I v/ish 
to thank Dr. Ericsson f o r the progress report ho has just presented to us. I also, 
of course, wish to congratulate Dr. Ericsson and h i s Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts on 
the very inportant v/ork they have boon doing over tho years. 

http://telecor.Lnunica.tion
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(l^Ir. Okavja, Japan ) 

Unfortunately, 1 again have to express the regret of my delegation that the 
experimental exercise on a global scale, which my Government has been c a l l i n g f o r , 
has not'yet been put into practice. Ъ1у delegation does, hovrever, 3,ppreciate tho 
fact that a t r i a l exchange of vrhat i s knovm as Level 1 data was conducted i n 
October and November l a s t year through the global telecomi-nunication system of the 
World Meteorological Organization with the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of some 14 countries, 
and that certain r e s u l t s vrere achieved. 

However, i t must be pointed out that the 1\ countries vrhich took part i n the 
recent tests were coimtries vrhich are geogra,phically situated either on or near tho 
main trunk c i r c u i t of the Ш10 global telecommimication system. Tlierefore, i t i s 
d i f f i c u l t to sa,y that i t was possible to make a f u l l and satisfactory assessment 
from the point of view of the global exchange of data. I t should be stressed that 
countries vrhich participate i n such t r i a l 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 mem.bers of the Ad Hoc 
Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts who \rere not able to take part i n the recent t r i a l are 
i n fact already exchanging seismic data as a matter of routine throvigh the 
Ш 0 global telecommunication system, on a regional basis. One therefore v-ronders 
why i t would not be possible f o r such countrier to take part i n futvire t r i a l 
exchanges of a similar nature. 

My delegation therefore hopes that, when the next t r i a l exchange i s conducted 
i n November and December th i s year, a l l countries currently represented i n the 
Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts v r i l l f i n d i t possible to take part; and of course 
vre would l i k e to request or i n v i t e those coimtries vrhich vrere formerly members of 
the Ad Hoc Group, and especiaily countries i n the southern hemisphere, to make 
eff o r t s to take part i n future t r i a l exchanges, so that vre can make an assessment 
of WliO's global telecommunication system from a vrider and truly global point of 
view. 

F i n a l l y , I am pleased to support the proposal .just made by Ambassador Lidgard, 
our distinguishe ' colleague from Svreden, thai we formally i.ike note of the report 
of the Ad Hoc Group of Experts. 

Mr. SUItlElRHAYES (United Kingdom): Mr. Chairman, I also should l i k e , on behalf 
of the United Kingdom delegation, to express our a.ppreciation for the report which 
Dr. Ericsson has just given to the Committee. I am indeed sure that'many delegations 
w i l l j o i n us i n thanking him, not only for the cvccovmt of his chairmanship which 
he has just given, but also for the work of the Ad Hoc Group i t s e l f and the experts 
vrho have come to Geneva imder his leadership. 

My delegation i s pleased to see from the report that the Ad Hoc Group and'its 
f i v e subsidiary study groups are continuing to make good progress; vre are p a r t i c u l a r l y 
pleased to see that a number of p r a c t i c a l tests of data handling have been carried 
out and that more are proposed. V/e believe that t h i s sort of p r a c t i c a l experience 
i s p a r t i c u l a r l y valuable i n the furtherance of the mandate of the Ad Hoc Group. 
The United Kingdom has participated i n the past year i n some of these experimental 
tests and, l i k e the distingnished delegate of A u s t r a l i a , vre would vrant to see vrider 
p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n further tests which could be undertaken during t h i s coming yea.r. 
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The СШУ1Ш-ЬШ (translated fron French) : I f no other nenher of the Connittee 
wishes to speak, I s h a l l assni'jo that we tal-cc note of t h i s report and, since 
delegations w i l l certainly want nore tino i n which to oxanine i t , wo can give 
i t our approval at a l a t e r neeting. 

I suggest that wo hold our next plenary neoting on Tuosda-y, 17 February, at 
10.30 a.r.i. V/o ca,n then resuue our discussions and I think that wo s h a l l also have 
tine at that neeting to fornalizo consensus on the question of tho chairnanships 
of the ad hoc working groups, a natter wo could porha/ps consider during a shoi-t 
i n f e r n a l neeting at vrhich vre could a-gree on the terns of the statenent to be nade 
гЛ the plenary neeting. 

Tho neeting rose at 11.13 a.n. 
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