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The СНДПцЩ'Гг I гто1:Л.с1 l i k e to extend a warm irelcome-in tlic'Consittee-to 
Ilis jlkcellanc;- /лпЪаззас.ог Enrique R o s , Vice-blinister f o r J P o r - e i ^ i A f f a i r s of 
Argentina.. Ambassador Ros was appointed Vice-Minister for Foreign A f f a i r s at the 
beginning of l a s t A p r i l . He i s э. career diplomat who seirved i n the Organization 
of American States, the Netherlands, the United'Kingdom, the People's Republic 
of China and tvíicé i n the United Hâtions, l a t e l y as Permanent Representative i n 
New York. Before being appointed to Ms present position, he was Director-General 
for P o l i t i c a l A f f a i r s of the Foreign i l i n i s t r y . He i s l i s t e d to spealc today and i t 
\ i x l l be my pleasure to give him the f l o o r as second spealcer. 

№.. PI! oOUZI. E SILYA ( B r a z i l ) : îb. Ch^irciaii, allow me to second you i n 
extending my warmest welcome to Ambassador Eos, representative of the great country 
so close to mine. Permit me also, on behalf of the B r a z i l i a n delegation, to 
express our pleasure on your assumption of the Chairmanship for the month of June 
and to assure you of our continuing co-operation i n order to f a c i l i t a t e your 
d i f f i c u l t task. 

Last Tuesday the Committee adopted the programme of i t s work for the 
second part of the 1981 session. In this connection, the delegation of B r a z i l 
would l i k e to put forward some thoughts regarding our task, for we believe that the 
Committee should step up i t s efforts to ensure a positive contribution to the 
second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. .We are 
convinced that the limited results of the Committee's work during the f i r s t part 
of i t s I98I. session l a i d a modest basis for some substantive progress. The 
international community, represented i n i t s entirety at the next special session 
of the General Assembly, . w i l l \mdoubtedly expect the Committee to present, four years 
after i t s establishment, concrete achievements i n at least some of the areas to which 
i t has devoted i t s e f f o r t s , and p a r t i c u l a r l y on p r i o r i t y questions. 

The outcome of our endeavours must be commensurate with the mandate given by 
the international community to t h i s negotia-ting body at i t s inception. We a l l 
recognized, i n drawing up the F i n a l Document of the f i r s t special session, the 
d i f f i c u l t i e s that lay ahead. Nevertheless., we have a l l agreed, i n June 1978, that 
there were p r i o r i t y questions to which the Committee should devote special attention. 
The Programme of Action embodied i n the F i n a l Document represents a commitment by 
the entire membership of the United Nations to v/ork constructively towards the 
achievement of progress mainly on those p r i o r i t y issues. I t i s the hope of my 
delegation that i n t h i s , the second part of our I98I session,, i t w i l l be possible 
to build upon the vrork accomplished during the past two and a half years. The 
areas on which the Committee has worked are c l e a r l y defined i n the s i x substantive 
items of i t s agenda. Let me examine b r i e f l y the p o s s i b i l i t i e s for progress i n 
those spe c i f i c areas. 

F i r s t and foremost among the issues \mder consideration i s the qtiestion of the 
cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament, of which the ban on the 
testing of nuclear weapons would constitute.a s i g n i f i c a n t f i r s t step. On the 
i n i t i a t i v e of the Group of 21, the Committee held t h i s year a number of informal 
.meetings on some substantive aspects of both questions, at the end of which the • 
Group issued two separate documents. The f i r s t one, CD/I8O, presents an assessment 
of the informal discussions on item 2 of the agenda and renews the Group's c a l l 
for the establishment of a working group, whose mandate would be based on the 
elements set fo r t h i n that paper and on paragraph 5 0 of the F i n a l Document. The 
second one, CD/I8I, puts direct questions to the tliree parties that u n t i l l a t e 
l a s t year were engaged i n private talks on the cessation of the i r own tests of 
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nuclear ггеаропз, and suggests s p e c i f i c wording f o r the mandate of a working group. 
Furthermore, at the request of the Group of 2 1 , the secretariat circ i i l a t e d a 
summary of tlie informal meetings held on those tvro items (CD/UN.SULI 'VI) • •̂ 't this 
point I should l i k e to put on record a word of praise for the secretariat, more , 
s p e c i f i c a l l y i t s documentation service, for the preparation and d i s t r i b u t i o n of 
this excellent paper i n time for our summer session, as reqiiested by the Committee 
at i t s spring session. 

The B r a z i l i a n delegation expects that the t r i l a t e r a l negotiators of a 
nuclear-test ban w i l l have had ample time to consider the substantive points 
raised with regard to the matter and г;111 be at long l a s t i n a position to respond, 
j o i n t l y or separately, to the important concerns of a s i g n i f i c a n t number of 
delegations. I t seems now reasonable to expect from the nuclear-weapon Powers a 
constructive attitude to the suggestions and proposals contained i n both documents 
of the Group of 2 1 . 

The recent I s r a e l i attack on the peaceful nuclear f a c i l i t i e s of Iraq, a State 
which liad accepted lAEâ safeguards and which adhered to an international instrument 
whose non-nuclear-weapon parties renounced the acquisition of nuclear v/èapons and 
at the same time accepted that a handful of nations had the right to possess such 
weapons, adds to the complexity of the issues of nuclear disarmament and lends 
weight to the often-repeated argument that nuclear disarmament i s of v i t a l concern 
to a l l States, nuclear and non-nuclear a l i k e . And i n this respect may I also state 
for the record that my Government, on two occasions, i n B r a s i l i a and i n the 
Security Council of the United Nations, this week had the opportunity of expressing 
i t s views against t h i s u n j u s t i f i e d attack. No longer can we simply say that the 
whole world -is held hostage to a si t u a t i o n i n which the existence of nuclear 
weapons i n the arsenals of a few Powers d i r e c t l y and fundamentally threatens the 
security of a l l States. I t seems that individual States now f e e l entitled to decide 
x m i l a t e r a l l y on the intentions of other States concerning t h e i r peaceful nuclear 
a c t i v i t i e s and thus to u t i l i z e whatever means are at the i r disposal to promote 
their security as they perceive i t . Isn't t l i i s the same basic argument of the 
theories of nuclear deterrence? I f individual States, or alliances of States, 
continue to claim t h e i r r i g h t to r e l y on nuclear armament to maintain and expand 
th e i r capacity to deter any outside threat to t h e i r security, and accept no 
commitments to nuclear disarmament, wouldn't other States f e e l j u s t i f i e d to 
acquire the means with which to vàpe ou.t, at whatever cost, any perceived threat 
to t h e i r security? I t seems obvious that the possession of nuclear weapons does 
not necessarily e n t a i l the possession of wisdom' or the monopoly of responsible 
international behaviour5 i f i t did, the nuclear-weapon Powers would have .realized 
long ago that there can be no stable security based tipon the maintenance and 
perpetuation of a discriminatory s i t u a t i o n . Discrimination and in'equality do not 
malee a sound foxindation f o r l a s t i n g and equitable international instruments, either. 
I t i s only through the constructive p a r t i c i p a t i o n of nuclear-weapon and non-nuclear-
weapon States i n meaningful international negotiations that permanent and jus't 
solutions can be found to the ever-increasing dangers inlierent i n the existence of 
nuclear v/eapons. Î y delegation urges the Committee, and i n p a r t i c u l a r those Pov/ers 
which have hitlierto opposed the s t a r t of concrete m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on the 
cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament, c a r e f u l l y to ponder 
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the consequences of the continued lack of progress i n th i s f i e l d . B r a z i l , for i t s 
part, continues to believe that nuclear disarmament i s the most pressing problem 
facing the international community and that i t must find agreed m u l t i l a t e r a l 
answers to a threat that puts i n jeopardy the v i t a l security interests of a l l 
nations a l i k e . 

The Committee must also continue i t s work on the other substantive items on 
i t s agenda through the subsidiary bodies entrusted with specific tasks. Î y 
delegation believes that the time has come to revise the mandate of the Working Group 
on Chemical Vfeapons, so as to enable i t to build upon the work accomplished during 
the f i r s t part of the session. The nevi mandate should contain spe c i f i c directions 
to start negotiations on the text of э. convention on the destruction of chemical 
weapons and on the prohibition of thei r manufacture, stoclфiling and development, . 
and we trust that those who already possess a chemical warfare capability w i l l not 
stand i n the way of a consensus on the revis i o n of the mandate, so as to enable 
the Committee to proceed towards the discharge of i t s negotiating function with 
regard to chemical weapons, i n time to present the second'special session of the 
General Assembly devoted to' disarmament with concrete r e s u l t s , and preferably with 
a f i n a l negotiated text. 

The Committee must also present the General Assembly at i t s second special 
session with a comprehensive.:.programme of disarmament, the f i n a l text of v/hich 
i s to be adopted by the special' session i t s e l f . Yïy delegation w i l l continue to 
co-operate i n the effo r t to achieve formulations that can r e f l e c t the commitment 
of the international community to the goals expressed i n the Fi n a l Document and 
which w i l l represent a blueprint for action. 

Much work remains to be done on the question of effective international 
arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of 
use of nuclear weapons. We trust that the V/orking Group charged with this 
question w i l l be able to do further work along, the l i n e s of i t s current 
deliberations. The question of the non-use of nuclear weapons, pending nuclear 
disarmament, should also be given serious consideration. 

F i n a l l y , the Committee w i l l resume negotiationson the so-called 
"radiological weapons". The low p r i o r i t y assigned to this item of i t s agenda 
should not deter the Working Group from i t s task. Several basic questions are 
s t i l l open, including the scope of an eventual convention. The recent 
developments I mentioned above have brought to the forefront the question of the 
dangers inherent i n a direct attack on peaceful nuclear f a c i l i t i e s . In view of 
the many technical and p r a c t i c a l d i f f i c u l t i e s involved i n asse.mbling Рпа putting 
to actual m i l i t a r y use a device that would qualify as a "radiological weapon", i t 
seems to my delegation that for the current negotiations to have meaning and 
substance i t i s imperative that the Working Group looks i n depth at three main 
points, besides the actual définitioxi of whatever s p e c i f i c weapons or groups of 
weapons are to be prohibited under the proposed convention: f i r s t , the relationship 
of such a convention to actual measirres of nuclear disarmament; secondly, the 
promotion of the peaceful uses of so-'orces of radiation; and t h i r d l y , the ways to 
prevent peaceful nuclear f a c i l i t i e s from being converted into agents of death 
tlirough an attack, even by means of conventional warfare. 
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This b r i e f summary of the tasks that l i e before this. Committee underscores tlie 
need to u t i l i z e the scarce time available i n the most constructive ways possible. 
I'iy delegation i s c e r t a i n l y interested i n the "discussions that, may emerge out... of 
the concerns expressed-.for. the efficiency'of the vrork of the Committee. We believe 
that i t s negotiating function should be enhanced through appropriate proc.edural 
decisions, and we look fonward to l i s t e n i n g to concrete proposals that v i i l i promote 
that objective. In our view, the substantive aspects of the Committee's. woi?k are 
contained i n the s p e c i f i c items of the agenda; on a l l but two of them, which are 
also those to which the highest p r i o r i t y has been assigned, the GU lias established 
adequate subsidiary organs. My delegation urges, therefore, that organizational 
discussions concentrate on the arrangements to deal with those two p r i o r i t y questions, 
and that .the Committee does not lose sight of i t s negotiating function. As an., 
i l l u s t r a t i o n of this point, I might r e c a l l the very interesting document presented 
l a s t week, by the delega,tion of Canada on the general question of v e r i f i c a t i o n , and 
which my.delegation referred to the appropriate B r a z i l i a n authorities for 
examination. As a preliminary reaction,. I would say that this Committee i s no.t 
the appropriate forum to discuss,, i n abstracto, the proble.m of v e r i f i c a t i o n . I t 
would be adequate, of course,, for the Committee to negotiate on the act-ual 
v e r i f i c a t i o n provisions of s p e c i f i c agreements. I f a question such г.з v e r i f i c a t i o n 
i s talcen i n i t s general terms, my delegation would believe that i t i s up to the 
deliberative body to discuss i t . The Committee on Disarmament i s not the place 
for debates on general issues, that could .distract i t from the s p e c i f i c tasks and 
from the p r i o r i t i e s reflected i n i t s agenda.. Tlie United Nations Disarmament 
Commission, for i t s part, might hold a very .interesting and perhaps useful debate 
on the general question of v e r i f i c a t i o n or other .related issues, and make 
recommendations through the General Assembly. 

In t h i s context, may I be allowed to say a word on the recent session of the 
Disar.mament Commission, just ended i n New York. We consider the results of the 
session much below what could be reasonably expected. I t i s worth while to notice, 
however, that the only item of i t s agenda on which a substantive report could be 
reached was the one dealing with nuclear weapons, a fact that shows the continuing 
and overwhelming concern of the international commimity v/ith the nuclear arrns ra,ce 
and nuclear disarmament. Unfortunately, after lengthy consultations and 
negotiations on a text f o r the report on that item, one of the .major nuclear-v/eapon 
Powers found i t necessary to malee a forraal reservation on i t . The Commission .'was 
thus unable to come up with s p e c i f i c recommendations on the questions related to 
nuclear disarmament, a subject which s t i l l awaits adequate m u l t i l a t e r a l treatment. 
We s t i l l dare to hope that those v/ho bear special r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s and who profess 
to recognize the profound concerns of non-nuclear-weapon nations v ; i l l eventually 
find i t i n t h e i r interest to enable the international community to discuss i n depth 
the issues that affect so deeply the security and the very p o s s i b i l i t i e s f o r 
survival of manlcind, .• ' ' 

Those were the points that my delegation wanted to bring today to the attention 
of the Committee. We tr u s t that a constructive and responsible attitude w i l l ' 
p r e v a i l at this, second part of ovœ I98I session aiid that the Committee w i l l be 
able to bi.iild upon the work accomplished during the f i r s t part of the session, with 
due regard for the p r i o r i t i e s established and with due respect for the aspirations 
and interests of the \-;orld community at large. 

The СНАШШТ; I wouJd l i k e to thanlc Ambassador de Souza e S i l v a for his 
statement and kind words addressed to the Chair. 
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Mr» ROS (Argentina) (translated,from Spanish); Mr. Chairman, .presiding over 
the work of the Committee on Disarmament i s probably one of the most d i f f i c u l t . 
tasks with which a diplomat, may-be .faced.-• Knowing how d i f f i c u l t this body's task 
i s p o l i t i c a l l y and how complicated i t . i s ' technically, I would l i l i e to congratulate 
you on behalf of щу delegation and to express our sincere determination to 
contribute to the success of your term of o f f i c e . 

The international s i t u a t i c n i s s t i l l marked by the persistence of centres of 
tension i n Asia, the Middle East, southern A f r i c a and central America. For щу 
country i t i s clear that this neither promotes the disarmament process nor . 
f a c i l i t a t e s the task of t h i s Committee. Nevertheless, we must renew our e f f o r t s 
i n order to achieve meaningful results. 

In the past decade, the members of the international community have observed, 
i n most cases as simple witnesses, the inordinate acceleration of the world arms 
race. The more than Í Í 5 0 0 , 0 0 0 m i l l i o n wasted i n 1 9 8 0 — a figure alarming i n i t s e l f — 
symbolizes a trend which seems to worsen day by day. 

We a l l l-oiow where the p r i n c i p a l r e s p o n s i b i l i t y for this situation l i e s ; 
analysis of the percentages that go to malie up this waste of resources makes further 
c l a r i f i c a t i o n unnecessary.. I t -is necessary, however, to stress that the basis and 
cause of this trend are not to be found solely i n the accentuation of differences 
between the major m i l i t a r y alliances or the emergence of new international problems. 
On the contrary, we think that this trend i s stimulated almost mechanically by the 
combination of doctrines on the use of force and the development of advanced 
m i l i t a r y technology. In t h i s connection, we share one of the conclusions reached 
i n the United Nations "Comprehensive study on nuclear weapons" that; " I t i s clear 
that i n many cases technology- dictates policy instead of serving i t and that new 
weapons systems frequently emerge not because of any m i l i t a r y or security 
requirement but because of the sheer momentum of the technological process ... 
In this situation i t i s imperative that statesmen and p o l i t i c a l leaders accept t h e i r 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . I f they do not, the arms race i s certain to go out of control." 
(Document А / 5 5 / 3 9 2 , para. 4 9 3 ) . 

I t also seems clear to us that the doctrines of deterrence or strategic 
superiority contain within themselves the seed of disequilibrium and danger that 
could plunge the world into catastrophe.. In fact, the experience of the past 
3 0 years proves' that the o r i g i n a l l y defensive concept of nuclear deterrence has 
served as a smoke-screen for the investigation and development of weapons systems 
with a c l e a r l y offensive capability, and that the security of the States involved 
has i n no way been strengthened, owing to the error of claiming to strengthen' that 
security through quantitative and qualitative increases which only move the 
potential adversary to follow suit and keep pace. 

These facts and considerations, w.hich are applicable to any of the super-Powers 
and t h e i r m i l i t a r y alliances, have a consequence to which my country attaches the 
greatest importance. I am r e f e r r i n g to- the fact that the security of t h i r d States 
and of a l l mankind has been undermined and compromised by the existence and constant 
development of nuclear arsenals. • A technical or'human error i n the unreliable 
control, communications and•command systems, a preventive attack or an over-stepping 
of the fine l i n e between conventional and nuclear warfare, would produce a-
catastrophe' whose consequences would malçe, no d i s t i n c t i o n between friends and enemies 
or neutrals and belligerents. . ' • 
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The situation I have described means., that nuclear disarmament is-.â.-vj,tal 
imperative of our time, not only f o r the very pragmatic reason that the arms' race 
does not increase the security of the States involved, but above a l l , because of our 
duty to ensure the survival of c i v i l i z a t i o n and of manlcind. 

These are the reasons that impel the Republic of Argentina to malee" an''earnest 
appeal i n this foium to the nuclear-weapon States, and especially the United States 
and the Soviet'Union, to exercise the pradence which the;ir r e s p o n s i b i l i t y imposes 
on them and to. negotiate meaningful measures to halt and reverse -the v e r t i c a l 
proliferation, of nuclear weapons. 

The Programme of Action adopted by the General Assembly at i t s f i r s t special 
session devoted to disarmament, p a r t i c u l a r l y i n paragraphs 4 9 - 5 3 » indicates the 

•most urgent and appropriate steps to achieve t h i s objective. My country i s f u l l y 
aware of t h e . d i f f i c u l t i e s i m p l i c i t i n the development of these negotiations but i t 
i s also aware of the p o l i t i c a l commitment undertalcen by those States by virtue of 
t h e i r p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n that body and of t h e i r agreement to the measures outlined. 

Those measure's include several to which I would l i k e to refer s p e c i f i c a l l y . 
The SALT' process, even though b i l a t e r a l , has always been linlced to the p o s s i b i l i t y 
of progress' i n the sphere of- m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament. • I f that l i n k i s assured, 
i f the resumption and successful conclusion of strategic arms l i m i t a t i o n t a l k s i s 
the precondition f o r progress i n other, more important areas, then we must urge the 
Governments involved to resume t h e i r contacts. They would thus contribute not only 
to the process of disarmament but also to the relaxation of tension and the creation 
of a p o l i t i c a l climate making i t possible to negotiate e x i s t i n g differences. 

On the other hand, the urgent need to conclude a comprehensive nuclear test ban 
treaty and the lack of s i g n i f i c a n t results i n the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations on t h i s 
matter confirm us i n our conviction that t h i s Committee must f u l l y assume i t s 
r e s j w n s i b i l i t i e s as "a negotiating body. 'The appropriate means for achieving this 
objective i s the establishment of a working group on the subject i n accordance vjith 
the mandate suggested by the Group of 21 i n document CD/181. 

\Je believe that such a treaty must include a number of features which w i l l 
enable i t ' t o secure'universal adherence. Among them I thinlc i t i s s u f f i c i e n t to 
mention the protection'of the interests of non-nuclear-weapon-States, the absence 
of discriminatory features, a comprehensive and l a s t i n g character, and the necessary 
safeguards for the right of the developing countries to make f u l l use of nuclear 
technology for peaceful purposes. 

In order to ensure these features through formulations providing f o r a proper 
balance between obligations and duties, the instrument must be the subject of 
m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiation. üther\-jise we s h a l l see a r e p e t i t i o n of what has happened 
with other t r e a t i e s , whose ineffectiveness i s p a i n f u l l y obvious. 

My country-also thinl-:s i t necessary for the Committee on Disarmament to approve 
the establishment of an ad hoc working group to deal with item 2 of the agenda, 
"Cessation of the nuclear'arms race and nuclear disarmament". We believe that 
no one should fear a franlc discussion "of these matters i n what i s the international 
community's most competent body f o r that purpose. The Group of 21 has already put 
foiward some sound suggestions i n document CÍ)/l80, which might serve as a basis' 
for guiding our action i n t h i s matter. 
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]̂!ty country'attaches importance to-the need to avoid horizontal p r o l i f e r a t i o n and 
i s opposed to the very existence of nuclear-weapons, ho matter \ihat State possesses 
them. The h a l t i n g of the p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear weapons,' ho-th v e r t i c a l l y and 
horizontally deserves the support of the entire international community. However, i n 
the judgement of the Argentine Government, the Treaty on the'Жоп-Proiiferation of 
Nuclear Vfeapons i s not adequate to achieve t h i s objective. VJe believe that i t i s 
necessary to achieve international consensus—which does-not yet exist — based on 
universal and non-dis criminatory i^rinciples, to ensure a balance of reciprocal 
obligations between nuclear-weapon-States and non-nuclear-weapon States. 

Pending the emergence of this.consensus, .Latin America continues to .set the 
world an example r e f l e c t i n g i t s h i s t o r i c a l c a l l i n g f o r peace and development i n the 
form of the Treaty for -fche Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons i n Latin America. My 
Government, which i s a signatory of this, instrument, recently participa-ted i n the . 
seventh General Conference of OPANAL, the body responsible for supervision of 
compliance with the Treaty of Tlatelolco. V/e take this occasion to .renew e x p l i c i t l y 
Argentina's commitment to the s p i r i t and l e t t e r of this Latin American Treaty,, a, .:, 
position that was noted by the General Conference i n a resolution which mentioned 
the positive attitude and adherence of Argentina to the provisions and principles of 
the treaty. 

In conformity with this policy, my country has, since June 1 9 7 9• been 
negotiating with the International Atomic Energy Agency regarding the scope of the 
agreement on safeguards provided for i n a r t i c l e 1 3 of the Treaty of Tlatelolco i n 
order to be able to establish i t s eventual obligations and rights i n this matter. 
At present we are concentrating our e f f o r t s on persuading the Secretariat of IAEA to 
prepare a text which i s i n conformity with thé provisions of that Treaty.. 
Unfortunately, the IAEA Secretariat has so f a r confined i t s e l f to modifying s l i g h t l y 
the model agreement on safeguards f o r the non-proliferation Treaty and presenting i t , ' 
as suitable f o r -fche Treaty of Tlatelolco, My Government hopes that the Secretariat 
of that body i n Vienna w i l l change i t s attitude i n the near future. 

On- the other hand, we believe that e f f o r t s towards the establishment and 
perfection of nuclear-weapon-free'zones i n the various regions of the world are 
positive. Nevertheless, we are convinced that' this type of regional agreement cannot 
be a substitute for nor should i t delay the adoption of effective measures to reduce 
e x i s t i n g nuclear arsenals. 

I should now l i k e to refer b r i e f l y to the question of chemical weapons. I4y 
country favours prohibition of the use, development, production, stockpiling and 
storage of these weapons, with reasonable exceptions to meet the needs of protection 
and defence. 

In supporting the prohibition of the use of chemical weapons within the framework 
of a m u l t i l a t e r a l convention we have no intention of i n any way undermining, the 
v a l i d i t y of the Geneva Protocol of 1 9 2 5 , since i t should not be very d i f f i c u l t f o r 
this Committee to f i n d a formula to l i n k the two instruments without wealcening either. 

Furthermore-,, we f e e l that -fche ve.rification system i s a more d i f f i c u l t question 
here than i n most disarmament trea t i e s . We.are i n favour of a system commensurate 
with the scope- of the convention, with a combination of national and international 
measures and a predominant-role for the advisory .committee, the-nature of-which was 
the subject of much of the discussion i n the Ad Hoc V/orking Group on Chemical V/eapons. 
We also wish to statg again that this Group's-mandate should be modified to enable i t 
to negotiate the text of a treaty. I f necessary, i t could also continue to, consider 
pending technical questions or i t could delegate them to experts. 

Government wishes to express i t s ' satisfaction.at the progress achieved i n the 
A<3. Hoc Working Group on Radiological Weapons. Although- we have reservations regarding 
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sorne-of-tlre-èèjft-S'-Trii'i-ch are being considered, we f e e l that the general balance i s 
positive. The prohibition of this category of hypothetical -weapons-, has. low p r i o r i t y , 
but an agreement on a'draft treaty .would, relieve the Committee ' s ag-enda-of. this item 
and so f a c i l i t a t e the'.consideration of' t;;.e t r u l y dmportant copies, 
"' • I t has al-so been suggested i n t h i s Committee that the treaty on' r a d i o l o g i c a l 
weapons should also 'include prohibition of attacks.on non-military nuclear i n s t a l l a t i o n s . 
This proposal has become more pertinent since the recent I s r a e l i attack on nuclear 
i n s t a l l a t i o n s ' i n Iraq. My Government, which has already expressed i t s profound 
disapproval-of t h i s ' a t t a c k — t h i s ' s u b j e c t has been discussed among the Group .of 21 and 
the Group's views w i l l be brought to the Committee's attention i n the course of this 
very morning—considers that t h i s action once again demonstrates the f r a g i l i t y of the 
nuclear-non-proliferation Treaty. The I r a q i i n s t a l l a t i o n s were subject to the 
safeguards of this'international instrument, whose . r e l i a b i l i t y as an effective way of 
promoting the development of nuclear technology f o r peaceful purposes has now been 
further eroded. 'Vie'believe that this incident merely confirms the rightness of our 
constant objections to the non-proliferation Treaty, following, as i t does, the f a i l u r e 
of the two conferences- f o r the review of the Treaty and the views expressed by many 
States parties. . ' 

\Ie consider that, i n order to avoid so f a r as i s poesi'ble a repetition, of., such 
actions, the international commmity should agree to the prohibition of attacks on 
non-military nuclear i n s t a l l a t i o n s through l e g a l l y binding m u l t i l a t e r a l norms, either 
i n the convention 'on r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons or i n a separate instrument. 

My country considers that the results- achieved i n 1978 at the f i r s t special 
session of.the General Assembly devoted to disarmament were extremely positive. The 
F i n a l Document embodying the consensus achieved by the international comununity at- that 
time must be implemented with f u l l respect f o r i t s Programme of Action, p r i o r i t i e s and 
p r i n c i p l e s . The second special session of the General Assembly to be held i n 1 9 S 2 , 
w i l l give us the opportunity to evaluate - th i s implementation, i n which the Committee on 
Disarmament plays an important part. We hope .that t h i s body can count on s u f f i c i e n t 
p o l i t i c a l w i l l on the part of i t s members to contribute s i g n i f i c a n t l y to the success of 
the 1982 special session of the General assembly through the preparation of the texts 
of the treaties mentioned i n i t s mandate and the reaching of meaningful agreement on a 
comprehensive programme of disarmament.• Argentina promises i t s co-operation and w i l l 
take the measures necessary to ensure that the provisions of the F i n a l Doĉ лnent of 1978 
do not remain a dead l e t t e r as f a r as i t i s concerned. In this context, we have 
i n i t i a t e d the process which w i l l shortly result i n our signing the Convention on 
Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional Weapons №ich May Be 
Deemed to Be Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscriminate E f f e c t s , and i t s three 
Protocols. . . . 

Argentina's foreign policy with respect to disarmsiient and the l i m i t a t i o n and 
control of armaments i s the result of a careful evaluation of the present international 
s i t u a t i o n . I t was formulated mainly i n the l i g h t of the fqllowing factorsî The 
legitimate defence interests of States, the need to strengthen international peace and 
security, the global interdependence that exists between disarmament, security and 
development, and the direct negative'impact of the. arms race betvjeen the gTeat Powers and 
the m i l i t a r y blocs on the security of t h i r d States, 

As a result of -its analysis of these factors, • Argentina i s p a r t i c i p a t i n g a c t i v e l y 
i n a l l e f f o r t s designed to achieve a .w'orld i n vjhich peace i s secured through the 
negotiated solution of c o n f l i c t s and differences rather than through reliance on the 
precarious balance offered by-doctrines of deterrence or m i l i t a r y superiority. In t h i s 
context my co\mtry has f o r deç-.ades'consistently advocated the conclusion of intemationaJ 
agreements whereby the global arms-..race- may be halted and reversed. 

We believe that Argentina's foreign- policy i n these matters should be interpreted 
as a positive c o n t r i b u t i o n — a policy based on a balance of rights and obligations while 
talcing account of the needs of defence,. one which- w i l l not jeopardize our eff o r t s , towardi 
economic and s o c i a l development, but w i l l help to strengthen international peace and 
security. 
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ТКё СНАШШТ: I thanlc the distinguished reprosentative of Ar/vcntin^, 
His Excellency the Vice-I-Iinister for Porei^jn A f f a i r s , imbassador Ros, for his 
statement and for the kind words he addressed to the Chair. 

i'lr. SFALLI (llorocco) (tranglated Rrench) ; i-Ir. Chairman, alloxT mo 
f i r s t of a l l to .perform the pleasant task of offering you the iioroccan delegation's 
warmest congratulations on your assumption of the chairmanship of the Committee on 
Disarmament for the month of June, and to express to you our best váshes for your 
success i n the accomplishment of your heavy r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s . Me are convinced 
that, thanks to the exemplary competence, v/isdom and devotion to duty which you 
have amply demonstrated, p a r t i c u l a r l y as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Y/orking Group on 
Radiological Weapons, the Comjnittee w i l l be able to malee substantial progress i n 
i t s vfork d'uring the summer session t l i i s year. 

We also vdsh to congratulate and thpjilc your predecessor. Ambassador P f e i f f e r , 
the distinguished representativo of the Federal Republic of Gennany, for the 
b r i l l i a n t and effective гтау i n which he guided the v/ork of our Committee during 
the month of A p r i l . 

I v/ould also l i k e to talce t h i s opportunity to welcome our new colleagues, 
the distinguished i-epresentatives of Argentina and S r i Lanlca, and to assure them 
of our f u l l co-operation. 

The resumption of the Committee's vrork has been marked by an extremely sad 
event, the seriousness and the consequences of v/liich have been emphasized by a l l . 

I am spealcing of the attack by the I s r a e l i a i r force on 7 June on the Ir a q i 
nuclear research centre. 

In a message to the President of Iraq, His I-fejesty the ICing of ilorocco 
stated; "Wo learned \7ith distress г^пй. groat indignation of the odious atta,ck 
by the I s r a e l i эл-Г force against one of your important i n d u s t r i a l i n s t a l l a t i o n s 
and of the damage re s u l t i n g from t h i s treacherous and proasdj.tatcn. attack.- Tliis 
barbarous and un-;arranted act flouts a l l international rules, a l l c i v i l i z e d 
values and the moral principles of hmnanity, and constitutes an attempt irreparably 
to compromise the sincere e f f o r t s tha.t have been made towards the establishment of 
peace and security i n the Middle East...". 

Morocco, l i k e a l l coîmtries vrtiich love pea,ce and j u s t i c e , cannot tolerate 
this irresponsible act and strongly condemns i t . By conmiitting t h i s base and 
insolent crùîie, Is r a e l has once more shown that i t intends to remain outside the 
lav/ and to continue to ignore and to fl o u t universally rooognizod and respectod 
pri n c i p l e s . 

There i s no doubt that this criminal enterprise represents a challenge' to 
the sovereign and inalienable right of a l l States to acquire and develop nuclear 
technology for peaceful purposes. 

Iraq, by acceding to the Treaty on the îîon-Proliforation of Huclear Vfeapons, 
and by signing a safeguard agreement with the International Atomic Energy Agency, 
has c l e a r l y shovm i t s intention and \ 7 i l l to use nuclear energy for s t r i c t l y 
peaceful purposes and thus to abide by the principles governing- international 
co-operation i n t l i i s sphere. 
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By àestrojdng' the nuclear research centre at -Csiimis, ' I s r a e l vdiich, 
moreover, has not signed the non-proliferation Treaty, refuses to allow 
inspections Ъу the IAE7i and has acquired a nuclear capability, i s deliberately 
3.ttempting to disrupt the non-proliferation regime and to endanger the . safegua-rds 
system of the International Atomic Energy Agency. The Zionist State i s thus 
attempting seriously/ to compromise the efforts being made by a l l those of goodvrill 
throughout the vrorld, v/-hether governmental or non-governmental, e f f e c t i v e l y and 
sincerely to i n i t i a t e the disarmament process. 

Paced i j i t h t h i s unprecedented act of vandalism, ?/hich has provoked the 
unanimous disapproval and indignation of the entire- v/orld, we i n the Committee on 
Disarmament must go beyond verbs.l condemnation and talce a l l measures necessary 
to prevent the r e p e t i t i o n of any action of t h i s kind. 

The attack by the I s r a e l i a i r force against the- I r a q i nuclear centre v/as — 
alas — only too vrell timed to prove hoxr right and how necessary \7as the Swe.dish 
proposal that the convention on the prohibition of radi o l o g i c a l , vree.pons, which ?ге 
are i n the process of negotiating, should contain provisions prohibiting attacks 
against c i v i l i a n nuclear i n s t a l l a t i o n s . 

Our Committee '.Tould therefore be extremely well-advised seriously to 
consider the Sviedish proposal, v/hich my delegation vrarmly vrolcomes. 

In any case, Morocco would l i k e to tal-ce t h i s opportunity to condemn the 
I s r a e l i attack, v/hich represents a nev; challenge to international order and 
jeopardizes a l l the e f f o r t s being made to secure peace i n the Middle East. 

The СДаШЗД; I thanl: .ámbaosador S:am of Morocco f o r his ¿rcatoHont 
and for the kind words he addressed to the Chair. 

Mr. I-LiLITA (llomania) (translated from Frcenoh) ; i i r . Chaiman, I should 
l i k e f i r s t of a l l to congratulate you on your assumption of the chairmanship ax 
the Committee for the month of June. Por me there i s the pleasure of seeing i n 
the chair not only the representative of a country that i s a neighbour and frien d 
of Romania but also a, long-time colleague and frien d whose competence and 
authority i n United Ilations matters have never ceased to increase. Allow me to 
vdsh you a l l success i n your important a c t i v i t i e s and to assure you of our f u l l e s t 
support. 

We'should also l i k e to offer our congratulations to your pi-edecessor, 
Ambassador P f e i f f e r , the distinguished representa.tive of the Federal Republic of 
Germany, for the competence and industry he displayed i n carrying out his tasks. 

I should also l i k e to talce t i i i s opportunity to-.vrelcome to the Committee the 
distinguished representatives of Argentina — Mr. J u l i o Cai'asales, of Iran — 
Mr. Ahmad J a l a l i , and of S r i Lanlca — Hi'. Tissa Jayalcoddy, and I look forrrard to 
co-operation betv/een our deleg'ations, v/hich I hope v ; i l l be both fi-iendly and 
f r u i t f u l . 
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As the Committee on Disarmament resumes i t s vrorl^, the Piomanian áeleg-a,tion 
shares the conviction that the present stage of o u r " a c t i v i t y can and must be 
marked by intensive and conscientious e f f o r t s to acliieve to.ngible results on a l l 
the agenda items, including i n pa r t i c u l a r the completion of the drafting of certain 
specific texts which are to be put before the General"Assem.bly at i t s special 
session next year. The i n c l u s i o n of p a r t i c u l a r items on the Committee ' s''agenda 
r e f l e c t s a broad consensus that they offer the best chance for the achievement of 
p r a c t i c a l r esults. The meeting of the Preparatory Committee for the special 
session -which MZS held recently i n Hew York urgently reminds us that our deadline 
for producing results i n our negotiations i s very close, at hand. The Romanian 
delegation i s therefore i n favour of any p r a c t i c a l organisational approach which 
w i l l expedite our vrork and render the Committee's negotiations more ef f e c t i v e . 
We believe that that end i s served by the proposals to amend the mandate of.the 
Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons so as to permit i t to undertalce the 
drafting, through negotiation, of a convention on the p r o l i i b i t i o n of chemical 
weapons, as also the mandate of the Ad Hoc Worlcing Group on Radiological Weapons.' 
4e are also i n favour of immediate and accelerated" negotiations to prepare the 
draft comprehensive programe of disarmament, vrtiose central importance for the 
forthcoming special session devoted to disarmament v/as sti-essed by the representative 
of liexico, -ûmbassador Alfonso García-Robles. S i m i l a r l y importait i s the 
continuation and i n t e n s i f i c a t i o n of the vrork of the Ad Hoc Working Group on 
Security Assurances for non-nuclear-vreapon States. 

At the same time i t vrould be appropriate and wise for the Committee to respond 
during this po.rt of i t s session to the General Assembly's urgent and well-founded 
appeals to i t to start negotiations on nuclear disarmament — an item vrfiich has been 
on the Committee's agenda since i t v/as established — by setting up a working group 
for that purpose. The i n i t i a t i v e to that effect of the Group of 21, contained i n 
document С Б Д В О of 24 A p r i l 19Q1, v/hich v;as presented by Ambassador Sallah-Bey, 
the distinguished representa,tive of Algeria, i s of pressing urgency. I t 
represents what we hope w i l l prove to be a unanimously accej)table basis for action 
which i s i n fact aimed at f a c i l i t a t i n g the elaboration and c l a r i f i c a t i o n of the 
stages of nuclear disarmament envisaged i n paragraph 50 oi the F i n a l Document 
of the f i r s t special session of the Genei-al Assembly devoted to disarmament. 

The informal discussions on nuclear topics that took pLace during the f i r s t 
part of the Coimnitteo's session, the conclusions of the.United Nations 
comprehensive study on nuclea,r vreapons (document А/35/392) and the recent Yea^rbook 
of the Stocldiolm International Peace Research Institute (SIPRI, Yearbook, 1931) 
show that such a debate would be useful and timely. 

The fact i s t.ha,t nuclear vroapons and the strategic concepts underlying t h e i r 
development and use are the primary cause of i n s e c u r i t y i n the vrorld. today. The 
so-called progress i n the development of these v;eapons, v/hich are being improved 
i n geometric progression, as veil а,з the related strategic theories, have 
generated a current of anjriety of unprecedented proportions. In practice the 
experts seem to be t r y i n g to divest the atomic boBib of i t s aura of horror so as 
to endov; i t viith a virtue previously denied i t , namely, that of an instrument 
designed to be used. Of course, the erosion of doctrines of deterrence groes 
hand-in-hand vdth technologicaJ refinements. The range of atomic mini-products 
vrhich can be used i n a variety of situations i s v/idening. The danger of such a 
development i s obvious because i t foreshadov,'s the ultimate development of a 
veritable detonator of nuclear-viar, capable of unleashing a devastating c o n f l i c t 
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vâth incalculable consequences. Reflecting t l i i s concern of the European countries, 
Romania and Austria, i n the f i n a l coiñmuniqué issued after the recent v i s i t of the 
President of the S o c i a l i s t Republic of Romania, Hicolae Ceaugescu, to Austria, 
stressed that "t]ie'cessation of the arms race, p a r t i c u l a r l y i n the f i e l d of 
vraapons of mass destruction, i s of the greatest importance. Romania г-nd Austria 
are i n favour of the i n i t i a t i o n of com.prehensive negotiations v i t h a v x e x i to the 
adoption of sp e c i f i c measures to achieve t h i s objective. The balance of forces 
should be achieved, not through the acceleration of the arms race but through 
the progressive reduction of a-rmed forces and armaments". 

Referring to the s i t u a t i o n with respect to the nuclear area, i n general, the 
SIPRI Yearbook stressed tha,t even i f the disarmament negotiations had scored no 
p r a c t i c a l r e s u l t s , they s t i l l had one positive and enccoraging- element, wliich 
was to increase the concern of a l l people i n the face of the danger of a viorld 
c o n f l i c t . The popular movements which have emerged i n recent yeax-s- against the 
increase of m i l i t a r y expenditures i n general and those on nuclear weapons i n 
pa r t i c u l a r are a hopeful sign (SIPRI Yearbook 1981, p.18). 

Yfe would p a r t i c u l a r l y l i k e to draw attention to the r e a l dang-er of the 
outbreaJc of a nuclear war by accident, to which Ambassador A.P. Venlcatesv/aran, the 
head of the Indian delegation, referred i n his statement of 11 June 1931. 

The prevention of the outbreak of nuclear c o n f l i c t through miscalculation or 
accident was а1геэДу among' the concerns of the predecessors of the Committee on 
Disarmament. There are also b i l a t e r a l arrangements i n t h i s connection between 
certain nuclear-weapon countries. But a l l States, including small and medium-sized 
ones, developing and non-aligned States, are e n t i t l e d to expect a m u l t i l a t e r a l 
control and guarantee system capable of preventing an accident v/hich might cause 
a war that vrould i n s t a n t l y involve those countries, v/ithout t h e i r agreement, purely 
inadvertently. The impressive number of accidents involving nuclear weapons, 125 
the past 30 years, shows that the question i s not a purely a,cademic one. The s e l f -
operating nature of atomic vrar techniques and the increasing- use of computers and 
automatic r e t a l i a t i o n systems, mean that the fate of manlcir.d depends more and more 
on the proper functioning of complicated electronic systems which are nevertheless 
themselves subject to f a i l u r e . 

These trends increase the p o s s i b i l i t y of nuclear v/ar by a-ccident, p a r t i c u l a r l y 
i n a climate i n wliich p o l i t i c a l e f f o r t s to create confidence between States have 
reached a sorry pass, as v/e a,ll Icnow. 
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At the same time, things are happening v/hich reveal the f r a g i l i t y , of 
ex i s t i n g interna.tional arrangements. I ain r e f e r r i n g to the very serious act 
of aggression — the bombing by I s r a e l i planes of nuclear i n s t a l l a t i o n s 
situated near Baghdad. The Romanian people learned with deep concern and 
indignation of t]ie a i r r a i d by I s r a e l i m i l i t a r y planes on the t e r r i t o r y of 
the Republic of Iraq. The Romanian Government and people strongly condemn 
thi s t o t a l l y unviarranted act of aggression which constitutes a serious 
v i o l a t i o n of the elementary norms governing- relations betv/een States and of 
the sacred principles of national independence and sovereignty, non-interference 
i n the i n t e r n a l a f f a i r s of States, t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y and the non-use or 
tlareat of use of force. I t i s ahsolutely necessary that i t should be understood, 
v;ith the utmost c l a r i t y , that no one, -under any pretext or circumstance, can 
presume to violate the sovereignty, independence and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of 
another 'State and' that the security of one Sta,te ca,nnot j u s t i f i a b l y be defended 
by. f l a g r a n t l y v i o l a t i n g the security of other States. 

In international events, the Committee on Disarmament occupies a unique' 
position. I t has a precise Kiandate, conferred upon i t by the General Assembly 
at i t s f i r s t special session d.evoted to disarmement — that of negotiating 
m u l t i l a t e r a l disa,rmament agreements, and i n the f i r s t instance agreements on 
nuclear disarmament. The basic premise of i t s vrork i s that a l l States wish to 
put an end to the arms race and to agree on concrete measures of disarmanent 
with the guaranteeing.of t h e i r security at progressively lower levels of 
m i l i t a r y forces and armament. Our f a i l u r e to reach agreement on such precise 
and p r a c t i c a l measures i s used as an argument for the i n t e n s i f i c a t i o n of the 
arms race, and f i r s t and,foremost the nuclear arms race. The monstrous size 
of m i l i t a r y budgets eloquently i l l u s t r a t e s the consequences of t h i s vicious 
c i r c l e . As the Romanian delegation has already stated diuring the Committee's 
discussions, any progress we ma.y maicc i n our negotiations w i l l have favourable 
repercussions on the international s i t u a t i o n as a v7hole. At i t s session next 
autumn, the General Assembly'will once agrain have on i t s agenda dozens of 
items r e l a t i n g to disarmament. In the debates which take place delegations 
v f i l l be s.t pains to seek out the very smallest i n d i c a t i o n of the Committee's 
contribution. The forces that are i n favour of disarmament — the popular 
movements i n va.rious countries, the e f f o r t s of men of science and progressive 
p o l i t i c a l personalities — are obviously outside -fche sphere of our CommittGG. 
However, we ai-e convinced tho-t the i r e;'.istence i s an encouraging factor vdiich 
can but have a positive influence on our work. 
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The СНАШШ\'; I thank Ambassador Malita of Romania, f o r his statement and the 
kind vrards he addressed to the Chair. . . 

Mr. ISSRAELYAII (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) (translated from Russian); 
Comrade Chairman, f i r s t of a l l , allow me to v/elcome you, the representative of a 
fra t e r n a l s o c i a l i s t country — the Himgarian People's Republic — i n the o f f i c e of 
Chairman of the Committee on Disaroaament. 

You are confronted with a d i f f i c u l t task — to set i n operation the complex 
m u l t i l a t e r a l machinery of negotiations i n the Committee as quickly as possible and 
to i t s f u l l capacity. Various organizational problems facing us should not take much 
of our time, although t h e i r effective solution to a certain extent determines also the 
f i n a l outcome of our work. The Soviet â.elegation wishes you every success. ' 

¥e also express our appreciation to the representative of the Federal Republic 
of Germany, Ambassador P f e i f f e r , who chaired the Committee l a s t A p r i l . 

We vrelcome the presence at today's meeting of the Yice-Minister f o r Foreign 
A f f a i r s of Argentina, Am.bassador Ros, with whom we are a l l acquainted because of his 
work i n the United Nations. We are also happy to greet the ne\r representatives i n the 
Committee — the Ambassador of Argentina, Mr. Carasales, the Ambassad.or of the f r i e n d l y 
nation of Iran, Mr. Ahmad J a l a l i and the Ambassador of S r i Lanka, Mr. Tissa Jayakoddy, 

Comrade Chairman, a number of delegations i n t h i s Committee have already touched 
upon the question of the gangster-like I s r a e l i action against Iraq. The position of 
the Soviet Union on t h i s subject i s c l e a r l y defined i n the TASS statement published 
by the Soviet press on 10 June l a s t . 

In escalating i t s criminal v/ar against the Arab peoples, I s r a e l has committed 
another act of armed aggres'si'on, t h i s time against Iraq. I s r a e l i a i r c r a f t carried out 
a raád on Baghdad i n order to destroy the nuclear research centre there. 

However, i t i s well knovm that Iraq i s a party to the Treaty on the 
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and consequently, a l l i t s nuclear" a c t i v i t i e s ' 
are subject to control by the IAEA. In contrast I s r a e l , which has been long s t r i v i n g 
to develop nuclear weapons, f l a t l y refuses to accede to t h i s Treaty. 

The Soviet leadership resolutely condemns the barbarous attack by the I s r a e l i 
a i r force on the c a p i t a l c i t y of Iraq and considers that the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r t h i s 
act rests with I s r a e l and with the United States of America vrtiich arms the aggressor 
and renders i t every possible assistance and support. 

The Committee on Disarmament has resumed i t s vrork against the background of a 
considerably aggravated international situation i n v/hich the opponents of détente are 
endeavouring seriously to -undermine i t . They have embarked on a course of further 
vihipping up the arms race, the result being that the pace of accumulating armaments, 
including the most dangerous types, i s outstripping e f f o r t s aimed at curbing the arms 
race. Negotiations on a number of s p e c i f i c issues r e l a t i n g to the l i m i t a t i o n and 
restraining of the process of the qualitative and quantitative build-up of arms have 
been broken off or su.spended. 
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In these circumstances the task of b r i d l i n g the arms race i s becoming ever more 
urgent, ever more pressing, and the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y placed on the work of the Committee 
on Disarmament ever greater, and f i l l e d with a nevr meaning. Indeed, our Committee, 
whoso purpose i s to work out r e a l i s t i c disarmament measures, has been expected and i s 
expected to be capable of making a definite contribution to the consolidation of.the 
process of détente and to the attainment of concrete disarmajnent agreements. 

A number of events of recent years have created quite favourable conditions f o r 
the successful advancement of negotiations i n the Committee on Disarmament. They 
include the series of important international agreements concluded i n the 1960s and 
1970s i n the sphere of the l i m i t a t i o n of armaments and disarmament. They also include 
numerous proposals and i n i t i a t i v e s on disarmament qtiestions put fonward by the 
Soviet Union, by s o c i a l i s t countries and by other States. In addition, a number of 
useful disarmament decisions have been adopted by the United Nations. 

Certain changes made i n recent years i n the composition and. i n the character of 
the work of the Geneva Committee could also have had a positive impact on the 
negotiations. The Committee's membership has been increased viith the admittance of 
a new group of States. For the f i r s t time, a l l five nuclear-weapon Powers and the 
m i l i t a r i l y most advanced States are p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament 
negotiations. I t i s also important to note that the major groups of States — 
s o c i a l i s t , c a p i t a l i s t , non-aligned and neutral — are represented i n the Committee 
on the vihole i n a balanced \jay. 

New elements have also appeared i n the very character of t h i s Committee's 
a c t i v i t i e s . Vihile i n the past t h i s body confined i t s e l f to general discussions on 
disarmament issues, the Committee has now acquired the character of a m u l t i l a t e r a l 
organ negotiating a wide range of disarmament problems. The main purpose of the 
a c t i v i t i e s of the Committee on Disarmament i s that a l l the States p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n 
i t s vrork on an equal basis should v/ork out important international disarmament 
instiuments, such as agreements, conventions and tr e a t i e s , of a l e g a l l y binding 
nature. 

A certain organizational restructuring of the Committee's work effected i n 
recent years could have f a c i l i t a t e d a t r a n s i t i o n from \^fishes and recommendations — 
and the United Nations has adopted a plethora of those — to a,greemonts and accords-
The emphasis i n the Committee's a c t i v i t i e s i s nov; l a i d on the vrork of i t s ad hoc 
subsidiary bodies — the vrorking groups, each of v/hich i s engaged i n business-like 
negotiations v/ith a vievr to elaborating t h i s or that concrete agreement i n the sphere 
of disarmament. 

Of course, the Committee could have i n i t i a t e d negotiations on other topics, too. 
Indeed, i t s agenda encompasses v i r t u a l l y the entire broad spectrum of problems related 
to the l i m i t a t i o n of the arms race and disarmament. The Committee's rules of 
procedure devised and adopted tvro years ago are designed to help enhance the 
effectiveness of i t s vrork. I t should be noted that many of the above-mentioned 
changes i n the Committee's v/ork r e f l e c t ideas and observations puf forv/ard by the 
Soviet Union i n connection v/ith i t s proposal concerning a v/orld disarmament 
conference. 
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Hov/ever, despite a l l these positive developments, the Committee on Disarmament 
has no positive achievement to show for these years; i t hao merely been marking time. 
Hov/ can t h i s situation be'accounted for? I t s root cause, f i r s t and foremost, i s the 
p o l i c i e s of certain States members of the Committee, which hamper i t s work. The 
a c t i v i t i e s of the Committee on Disarmament c l e a r l y demonstrate that i t i s an arena 
of acute confrontation between two major directions i n world p o l i t i c s , betv/een tvro 
approaches to disarmament negotiations? on the one hand, the course towards curbing 
the arms race and attaining real results i n the sphere of disarmament and, on the 
other, the course towards protracting or toipedoing negotiations. I t i s tov/ards t h i s 
end that the advocates of the l a t t e r course undertake attempts to prevent the 
-Committee from conducting negotiations on the most pressing disarmament problems, --
•umiarrantedly to reduce the time period of i t s vrork, and so on. 

For example', v/ho would deny that the most urgent disarmament problem i s the 
cessation of the nuclear arms race? Over three years ago the Soviet Union, supported 
by other s o c i a l i s t countries, put for^/ard a proposal concerning the cessation of the 
production of a l l types of nuclear v/eapons and the gradual reduction of stoclcpiles of 
such v/eapons u n t i l they have been completely eliminated. A document to t h i s e f f e c t 
(CD/4) v/âs tabled i n the Committee on Disarmament by s o c i a l i s t countries as early as 
1979j and they v/ere a c t i v e l y backed up by non-aligned and neutral States. Furthermore, 
a numbei" of decisions have been adopted by the United Nations and i n p a r t i c u l a r by the 
General Assembly at i t s f i r s t special session devoted to disarmament, c a l l i n g upon the 
Committee to undertake negotiations forthwith on the cessation of the nuclear arms 
race. And yet, no such negotiations are шlder way i n the Committee. Vftiat i s the 
reason f o r t h i s ? The opposition of those countries v/hose representatives contend 
that negotiations of t h i s kind v/ould be, as they put i t , "premature". This i s an 
u t t e r l y false pretext. 

The Soviet â.elegation believes that, the exchange of views on the agenda item 
e n t i t l e d "Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament" held during the 
f i r s t part of the current session of the Committee v/as useful. Hov/ever, t l i i s i s not 
v/hat the v/orld community expects from us. I t i s time — i t i s high time to start 
within the Committee negotiations on nuclear disarmament. 

The Soviet delegation once again drav/s the attention of a l l delegations to the 
considerations and ideas contained i n v/orking paper CD/4 and urges that concrete 
negotiations on that subject should be i n i t i a t e d immediately i n the Committee on 
Disarmament v/ithin the framevrork of any acceptable pi-ocedures and organisational forms. 

To take another question — that of the complete and general prohibition of 
nuclear-weapon tests. Quite auspicious conditions now seem to exist i n the Committee 
fo r making headway i n the solution of t h i s issue — f o r i t s membership includes a l l 
f i v e nuclear-v/eapon Pov/ers v/hich could, together v/ith the non-nuclear-v/eapon States 
members of the Committee, make a constructive contribution to the elaboration of an 
appropriate agreement. The group of neutral and non-aligned States has put for^iard a 
s p e c i f i c proposal — to set up an ad hoc working group v/ithin the Committee and to 
commence forthwith negotiations on t h i s xirgent disarmament issue. Naturally, 
consideration of the question of a nuclear test ban i n a l l i t s aspects v/ith a viev/ 
to the e a r l i e s t possible conclusion of a treaty on the complete and general prohibition 
of nuclear-v/eapon tests, v/ith the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l the nuclear-v/eapon Pov/ers, 
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should not complicate the USSR-United States-United Kingdom negotiations on t h i s 
subject which, by the way, were suspended through no f a u l t of ours at the end of l a s t 
year. In this matter as well the Committee -is facing an impasse. The United States 
and the United Kingdom are stubbornly opposed to the establisliment of a x/orking group 
on a nuclear test ban, while the representatives of China and France state that they 
have nothing a.gainst setting up such a group, but they promptly add that they arc 
not ready to end nuclear tests, at lea,st at the present stage. 

The Soviet delegation supports the proposal of the group of non-aligned countries 
for the establisliment of an ad hoc working group with the part i c i p a t i o n of a l l the 
nucle ar-we apon Pov;ers for the consideration of the problem of nuclear tests i n a l l of 
i t s aspiects with a vievr to the speediest possible conclusion of a treaty on a t o t a l 
and comprehensive prohibition of nuclear-v/eapon tests-

Let us ta,ke the question of strengthening security guarantees f o r non-nuclear-
vreapon States, a highly important question i n vrorld policy. The position of the 
Soviet Union on t h i s question vras recently once again confirmed by President Brezhnev 
in his ansvrer to the question of the Greek nevrspapei- "Ta Ne a". The Committee has 
before i t a draft international convention on strengthening security guarantees f o r 
non-nucloar-v/eapon States submitted by the Soviet Union together v/ith other s o c i a l i s t 
countries. Some non-aligned countries have also tabled t h e i r ovm draft convention. 
There are also quite a number of General Assembly decisions on that subject vrhich 
speak i n favour of concluding an international convention. Yet, despite a i l that, 
the vrork i n the Committee on Disarmament on a draft convention i s p r a c t i c a l l y at a 
s t a n d s t i l l . V/hat i s the reason f o r this? Once again i t i s the resistance on the part 
of those vrho maintain that the elaboration of an international convention on 
strengthening security gaiarantees f o r non-nuclear-vreapon States i s an " u n r e a l i s t i c " 
enterprise. 

In our view, there are favourable conditions f o r achieving progress i n the 
negotiations on t h i s subject i n the Committee on Disarmament. ¥e could at least take 
the f i r s t j o i n t steps i n the right direction, but here too what i s required i s the 
good v r i l l of a l l participants i n the negotiations and, i n the f i r s t place, of the 
nuclear-vreapon States. The Soviet Union has already more than once manifested such 
readiness. 

An u t t e r l y contrived pretext i s put fonrard to prevent the Committee on Disarmament 
from consid.ering the proposal on the prohibition of the development and manufacture of 
new types and nevr systems of vreapons of mass destruction and a draft treaty on t h i s 
subject. The long-xrinded arguments of some representatives i n the Committee about the 
"non-urgent nature" of th i s issue are accompanied, according to press reports, by an 
intensive development in Vc?.riou,s vrestem States of nevr lethsJ types of vreapons of mass 
de stru ction. 

It may vroll be asked vrhetlier i t i s not the primary- duty of the Committee to follov; 
closely the evolution of th i s natter and to take the necessary concrete measures to 
prevent the emergence of nevr t y p e s of such vreapons. This purpose could be served by 
the ostablislmient of an ad hoc group of experts. 

The Soviet delegation welcomes the Hungarian proposal f o r the holding of special 
inforiTial meetings on the question of nevr tJ.фes of vreapons of mass destruction and new 
systems of such vreapons, vrith the par t i c i p a t i o n of experts. 



CD/FV .150 
24 

(Mr. Issrael?^an, ÏÏSSR) 

ït̂ s'lno-t..the. f i r s t year that the world coromunity i s i n s i s t e n t l y demanding the 
prohibition of neutron weapons. As early as 1978? the Soviet Union together with 
other socia,list countries-submitted a draft treaty on t h i s subject to the Committee 
on Disaraa,ment. In view of the r e v i v a l of plans f o r the production. of neutron weapons 
and t h e i r deployment i n western Europe, t h i s issue has acquired special urgency, as 
has repeatedly been stated i n the Committee by representatives, both of s o c i a l i s t and 
of non-aligned countries. However, here again, the "veto" of the NATO countries 
prevents the Committee from working out measures aimed at the banning of neutron 
weapons. 

-Prom time, to time one may hear arguments to the effect that i n the present 
d i f f i c u l t ."international sitviation i t i s hardly possible to conduct negotiations, on 
disarmament matters.- But nobody has yet devised a more effective way of s e t t l i n g 
questions i n dispute than by an exchange of views, discussions and-negotiations.at 
various l e v e l s , provided, of course, that the parties.want peace and not v/ar. 

-The Soviet"Union has been and continues to be a staunch and steadfast champion 
of the cause of disarmament. Tliis was again emphatically reiterated'by 
President Brezlmev on 12 J u n e of t h i s year during his meeting with Mr. Palme,, 
Chairman of the Independent Commission on Disarmament and Security Issues, vrtiich Is ; 
a non-governmental international organization. Mr. Brezhnev stressed that ".vre are i n 
favour of immediate constiuctive negotiations, honest agreement, the lowering,of the 
l e v e l of m i l i t a r y confrontation both i n Europe and on a global, scale. The l i m i t a t i o n 
of armaments and real disaxraament — these ai'e the true guarantee s of peace and a 
tranquil future f o r a l l peoples". Mr. Brezhnev also pointed out the need., f o r a l l 
States and.all soc i a l forces to exert t h e i r e f f o r t s to secure the i n t e n s i f i c a t i o n of 
negotiations with a view to achieving a firmer and more l a s t i n g peace on our planet." 
He affirmed that the USSR i s alv/aj'-s ready to co-operate to\7ards the curbing of the 
arms"race and the strengthening of peace with the representatives of a l l p o l i t i c a l and 
r e l i g i o u s trends. These are precisely the p r i n c i p l e s that gu.ide the Soviet delegation 
i n the Committee on Disarmament. 

We believe that there neither has been nor i s a f a t a l i n e v i t a b i l i t y of a m i l i t a i y 
clash, or of a retum to the cold war. Tlie Soviet Union p.roceeds from the b e l i e f that 
there i s no controversial question i n relations among States v/hich could not be . 
resolved at the negotiating table. Likev/ise there i s no type of armaments v/hich the 
USSR v/ould not be ready to l i m i t or to prohibit on a reciprocal basis by agreement 
v/ith other States. 

The current session of the Committee on Disarmajnent 'has a p a r t i c u l a r significance. 
We are close to the completion of the f i r s t cycle of the v/ork of the enlarged-
m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmaaient negotiating body v/ith the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l f i v e 
nuclear-v/ea.pon Pov/ers. The Committee i n i t s nev/ composition has been v/orking f o r 
three years. Scores of meetings have been held, hundreds of statements have been, 
delivered and large numbers of docimients have been circulated. Vfe vjould l i k e to see 
the e f f o r t s of a l l genuine cham.pions of disa.rraament crov/ned. with success, the v/ishes 
e:фressed at the f i r s t special session of the General Assembly on disarmament i n 
connection v/ith the expansion of the Committee's membership translated into l i f e , the 
results of i t s v/ork — both i n number and i n nature — surpassing the achievements of 
the Committee on Disarmament i n previous periods of i t s ?-ct-ivity. We vfould l i k e the 
Committee's v/ork — and t h i s i s the most important thing — to l i v e up to the 
expectations of a l l ordinary people a l l over the v/orld, thousands of v/hom v/rite l e t t e r s 
to us eveiy day requesting, demanding that f o r the sake of the l i v e s of,.the present and 
future generations v/e should turn from v/ords to deeds. The Soviet delegation believes 
that the Committee should not come empty-handed to the second special session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. We f o r our part v / i l l do our utmost to help 
achieve positive r e s u l t s . 
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The СЫАШШТ; I thahlc Amhassador Issraelyan of the Soviet Union for his 
statement and f o r the kind viords he addressed to the Chair. 

Mr. de l a GORCE ÍFrance) (translated from French); Hr. Chairman, the 
French delegation i s happy to extend to you i t s congratulations and best wishes 
for, your term as Chairman. I t has often had occasion to a,ppreciaote your 
diplomatic talents, your experience and your courtesy. 

You have already contributed most e f f e c t i v e l y to the organization of our work 
for this second part of our session. V/e are convinced that under your guid.ance 
our Committee v i i l l make as much progress i n i t s vjork as i s possible. The 
French delegation wishes to assure you of i t s vdiolehearted collaboration. 

It also v/ishes to express i t s thc^nlcs and congratulations to our distinguished 
colleague from the Federal Republic of Germany, Ambassador P f e i f f e r , who presided 
i n such a distinguished and e f f i c i e n t manner over our vjork during the month of 
A p r i l . 

I am aJso pleased to welcome today Ambassador Ros, Vice-Minister for 
Foreign A f f a i r s of Argentina, a great country i n which I had the honour to 
represent France, as vjell as оггг nevi colleagues. Ambassador Carasales, the 
representative of Argentina, whom I am. p a r t i c u l a r l y Ьэ,рру to see here once again. 
Ambassador J a l a l i , the representative of Iran, and Ambassador Jayakoddy, the 
representative' of S r i Le„ria. I extend to them ny congratulations and my best 
v/ishes.'. for the success of thei r mission. 

Several of our colleagues have made statements here expressing the reactions 
of t h e i r respective Goverments to the I s r a e l i attack on the Tammuz nuclear reactor. 

I, too, f e e l compelled, at this juncture to state the position of the 
French Government v;ith regard to th i s incident, i n the f i r s t place because of the 
gravity of the incident i t s e l f , and secondly because French industry participated 
i n the construction of the Iraqi nuclea.r centre and the French Government i s 
therefore i n a better position than-others to judge the nature of these f a c i l i t i e s 
and the possible effects of thei r operation from -the standpoint of the 
non-proliferation régime. 

The I s r a e l i attack brought a clear and iiimiediate response from the 
French Government» In a statement published on 0 June, the Prime Minister 
described the. bombardment as "an unacceptable act vjhich the Government condemns 
and vihich only increases the tension i n the region". On 15 June, i n the 
Security Council, the representative of Fra,nce condemned the I s r a e l i attack as a 
"v i o l a t i o n of the fundamental principles to vjhich a l l Sta.tes signatories"of our 
Charter have subscribed, and especially of the right of every State to respect for 
i t s sovereignty and independence and the universal obligation not to resort to the 
use of force". 
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I vrould remind you that the I s r a e l i r a i d cost a French engineer his l i f e . 

I come now to the question of the possible or alleged effects which the 
operation of the Tammuz reactor could have had on the non-proliferation régime. 

The Isra,eli Government has asserted, and I quote that Government's ovm 
statement, that the purpose of the Ta.mmuz reactor "\ias to produce atomic bombs". 

The French Government rejects this allegation. On th i s point, I v;ish to 
quote the statement of the representative of Prance i n the Security Covmcil: 

"The only purpose of the Tammuz reactor i s s c i e n t i f i c research and the 
agreements conclvided betv/een Prance and Iraq rule out any u t i l i z a t i o n , even 
i n d i r e c t l y , for m i l i t a r y purposes. 

"Vfe are i n a position to state the facts about the Tammuz I and 
Tammuz I I reactors because they are exact replicas of the I s i s and Os i r i s 
reactors b u i l t f o r the pu.rposes of the French c i v i l i a n programme, which 
are i n service at the Saclay Centre and are used for i r r a d i a t i o n experiments 
and the production of radioisotopes. 

"At yesterday's meeting-,, attention v/as dravm. to tvro fundamental 
• dangers: the diversion of enriched uranium and the production of plutonium. 

."There are no grounds for the f i r s t hзфothesis. The IAEA inspections 
are aimed precisely at verifying that these fuels are not being diverted. 
They have given every s a t i s f a c t i o n , moreover. Purtherrnore, as soon as the 
fuels have begun to be irradiated i n the core of the reactor, the highly-
enriched uranium they contain becomes unsuitable f o r the manufacture of 
explosives. Lastly, I would remind you of the sta-tement issued by the 
French Government i n 1900: 'deliveries of th i s uranium, correspond s o l e l y 
to the needs of the research reactor. They are programmed for that purpose 
and a l l necessary precavitions are talcen'. 

"The second hypothesis i s lilcewise unfoixnded. The Tammuz reactor i s 
designed exclusively for s c i e n t i f i c research. Any attem.pt to use i t for the 
production of plutonium for milita-ry purposes, which vrould involve the 
massive i r r a d i a t i o n of natural uranium i n order subsequently to obtain 
plutonium by reprocessing, vrould c a l l f o r considerahle modification of the 
in s t a l l a t i o n s and the handling of dangerously irradiated substances i n 
quantities amounting to several tonnes. Such an operation, v/hich vrould take 
many years, vrould be iüimediatelj'- detected. 

"To conclude -this technical explanation, i t vrould be .absurd for a country 
wishing to manufacture a nuclear bomb to b u i l d a reactor such as the one at 
Tammu.z i n order to obtain substance's for m i l i t a r y purposes г As everyone knov/s, 
there are simple v/ays of achieving that end; the purchase of centrifuges f o r 
the enriclimont of uranrum or the construction of plutonium reactors using 
naturaJ uranium, for example. 

http://attem.pt
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"Iraq has given France, through agreements concluded i n 1975 and I976 
and made public i n due course, precise and formal undertalcings v/ith regard 
to controls Ei,nd safegixards. In accorda,nce v/ith i t s obligations under the 
KPÎ, Iraq has concluded v/ith 1АЖ a l l the necessary safeguards agreements. 
It has provided lâEA v;ith a l l the required information. lâEâ inspectors 
have v i s i t e d Tamr.itis tv/ice (the second time t h i s very year), and found nothing 
abnormal. The French Government, f o r i t s part, i n i t s concern to see that 
no diversion took place and to a,void any c r i t i c i s m or suspicion, had only 
recently talcen steps to ensure that no measure would be overlooked to 
guarantee that deliveries v/ere used purely for peaceful purposes. 

"In these circumstances, the I s r a e l i attack, among other consequences, 
seriously threatens the very principles of peaceful nuclear co-operation 
between States v/ithin an international non-proliferation system. I t could 
shake the foundations of international co-operation i n t h i s f i e l d . In t h i s 
connection, the French delegation cannot but subscribe to the viei/s 
expressed by Dr. Eklund, Director-General of the IAEA, to the 
Agency's Board of Governors: 

'The Agency inspected the Ir a q i reactors and found no sign of a c t i v i t y 
contrary to the ilPT. Apparently, a country vjhich i s not a signatory of the 
IÍPT did not trust our reports or our capacity to continue e f f e c t i v e l y to 
discharge our r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s as regards safeguards. The conclusion may 
therefore be drawn that the Agency's v e r i f i c a t i o n system i t s e l f has been 
attacked. Vtiere v i i l l t h i s lead us. i n the future? This i s a matter of grave 
concern and should be caref u l l y studied'." 

The statement of the representative of Prance i n the Security Council ended 
on that point. 

The French delegation very much shares the concern expressed by other spealcers 
here. The disarmament e f f o r t can malœ headv/ay only i f there i s respect for 
international order. The use of force i s the v e r y negation of that order. 
Purtherriiore, the action we are condemning- jeopardizes the only international 
system that exists i n the f i e l d of v e r i f i c a t i o n — -that of the International Atomic 
Energy Agency. It c a l l s into question the verj-- conditions for international 
technological co-operation i n the sphere of the peaceful uses of nuclear energy — 
a co-operation v/hich i s a goal of the utmost importance for a l l nations. 

A l l these reasons j u s t i f y the misgivings and alarm that have been voiced 
on this subject by members of the Committee. The Security Council i s at present 
discussing the matter: v/e can but hope that i t v / i l l talce the decisions which the 
international comnranity i s e n t i t l e d to expect of i t . 

The CliAiraiAI'l; I thanl: Ambassador de l a Gorce of France for his statement and 
for the kind v/ords he addressed to -fche Chair. 
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Mr. CIARBAPICO (itaJy) : iîy Go verraient ha,s made Icnovm i t s condemnation 
of the attack Ъу the I s r a e l i a i r force on the Ir a q i nuclear i n s t a l l a t i o n s , 
most recently through the representative of I t a l y to the United Nations on 
15 June during the debate that the Seciirity Council i s holding on the subject. 
I would also wish to associate my delegation v;ith the statement that I 
understand i s about to be made by the distinguished representative of Japan 
on behalf also of other v;estern States. 

I can therefore confine my statement, no\;, i n t h i s Corajnittee,, to the 
expression of our deep concern over the potential harm that such an attack 
can cause to the c r e d i b i l i t y and effectiveness of the non-proliferation 
régime. In this connection, I 'jish to reaffirm that I t a l y has always 
attached great importa,nce. to the provisions of a r t i c l e IV of the IIPT v/hich 
c a l l s f o r the promotion of internationad co-operation among.States parties 
i n the peaceful uses of nuclear energy. A r t i c l e IV providés also that due 
consideration should be padd to "the needs of the developing areas of the 
vi/orld". As one concrete i n i t i a t i v e i n implementation of a r t i c l e ' ÏV of the 
Treaty, I t a l y engaged i n a programme of co-operation v/ith Iraq i n the f i e l d 
of nuclear energy. 

The sale of f i v e nuclear research laboratories v/as stijpulated i n f u l l 
accordance with the l e t t e r and the s p i r i t of the ÍIPT. Iraq i s a party to 
the i'iPT since 1970 and has opened i t s nuclear installa-tions, including the 
laboratories supplied by I t a l y , to IAEA inspections. Moreover, i n the 
framevjork of the above-mentioned programme of co-opera,tion, i t has v o l u n t a r i l y 
accepted more stringent forms of control, i n keeping v/ith the guidelines for 
nuclear transfers adopted by the London Suppliers' Club. The compliance of 
Iraq with the obligations under the рзго vis ions of the ilPT v/as aaxthoritatively. 
confirmed by the Director-General of IAEA i n a statement published on 
9 Junes "Iraq has been a party to the liPT since i t cam.e into force i n 1970-
In accordance with the Treaty, Iraq accepted safeguards on a l l - i t s nuclear 
a c t i v i t i e s . These safegviards have been s a t i s f a c t o r i l y applied to date, 
including during this recent period of armed c o n f l i c t v/ith Irán. The l a s t 
safeguard inspection at the Ir a q i nuclear centre took place i n January this 
year a.nd a l l nuclear material there v/as s a t i s f a c t o r i l y a,ccounted f o r . This 
material included the fuel so f a r delivered for the Tammuz reaotoi?. A further 
inspection v/as planned to talce place on 7-8 June." 

In the viev/ of my Government the ICPT and IAEA safeguards requirements remain 
the agreed framework for the transfer, of nuclear materials and technologies 
for peaceful uses. My Government considers i t i t s obligation, as a телЛег 
of the international community, to foster such co-operative a c t i v i t i e s 
vigorously as our contribution to the development of other countries. 

We have therefore rejected, as t o t a l l y unfounded,.-the allegations ma.de in.. 
Israel v/ith rega.rd to our co-operation v/ith Iraq i n the f i e l d of nuclear trade. 
They are evidently prompted by the need to t r y to legitimize an action v/hich i s 
i n every respect inadmissible and gravely p r e j u d i c i a l to international peace and 
security. 

The СНАЖШТ; I thanlc Minister Ciarrapico of I t a l y for his statement and 
for the kind v/ords he addressed to the Chair. I nov/ give the f l o o r to 
Ambassador Carasales of Argentina i n h i s capacity as co-ordinator of the 
Group of 21. 
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Mr. CARASALBg (jijgeritina) .(translated from Spanish)i. Aa you stated, 
îlr. Chairman,- I have asked for the f l o o r i n my capacity as co-ordinator of the 
Group of 21,' i n order to inform the Committee of a statement by the Group on the 
a i r attack against a nuclear f a c i l i t y perpetrated by Israel on 7 June I98I . The Group's 
statement reads as follows: 

"1 . The members of the Group of 21 have consistently upheld the pri-ne-iples 
of the United Nations Charter regarding s t r i c t respect for the t e r r i t o r i a l 
i n t e g r i t y , sovereignty and p o l i t i c a l independence of States and the non-use 
of force or threat of force i n international re l a t i o n s . The members of the 
Group have always opposed and continue to oppose a l l acts of aggression and 
v i o l a t i o n of these p r i n c i p l e s . 

" 2 . Therefore, the Group of 21 condemns the blatant aggression committed 
by Israel against the peaceful nuclear f a c i l i t i e s i n the v i c i n i t y of Baghdad 
on 7 June I98I . I t considers•that this unprecedented attack, and the 
untenable - reasoning used t o . j u s t i f y , i t , are matters of special concern to 
the Committee on Disarmament. This action by I s r a e l furthermore contravenes 
the provisions of paragraphs 65 to 71 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 
r e l a t i n g to nuclear non-proliferation and the development of nuclear technology 
for peaceful purposes. I t also poses a challenge to the sovereign and 
inalienable right of every State to acquire and develop nuclear technology 
for peaceful purposes. 

. "З. . This attack i s a l l the more unwarranted as the developing, non-aligned 
and neutral countries are strongly opposed to nuclear weapons and have been 
i n the vanguard of"efforts f o r nuclear disarmament. The Group of 21 rejects 
the assertions that have sought to portraj/- the development of peaceful 
nuclear energy programmes i n developing countries as an inevitable threat 
of hortizontal nuclear weapons p r o l i f e r a t i o n . 

" 4 . The Group of 21 i s convinced that the international community should 
condemn this aggression and take a l l the necessary measures to ensure against 
the repetition of such an aggression by Israel or any other State. I t urges 
the Committee on Disarmament to reaffirm the international p r i n c i p l e 
prohibiting an attack against the pea,ceful nuclear f a c i l i t i e s of a State 
under any circumstances. The Group recommends that the Committee take 
appropriate steps which woiild contribute.to reversing the adverse implications 
of this action." 

That i s the end of the statement by the Group of 21 . I should only l i k e to 
add that I have asked the Secretariat — and I think i t has already been done — to 
circulate this statement as an o f f i c i a l document for the consideration of the members 
of this Committee. 
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The CH/LIRMAI'T; I thahk Anjhassaclor СПТГ.Т^А1-ЙВ 1Ьзг.Ла1-.--±;з±г,ггс111п.сп 
presenting the sta-tenient of the--:ereTrp—9f-;2-3ron-Tíre-Israeli a i r attaclfcigainst' a' 
nuclear f a c i l i t y 'on 7 1901, an-i v.oxiíu l i k e to апзггге hiia that his stateraent 
has already been circulated, 

Mr, JALA.LI (Iran): Mr. Chairman, allovj me at the outset to associate 
myself vdbh the di-stinguished representatives uho have congratulated you on your 
assumption of the Chairmanship of the Committee on Disarmament f o r the month of 
June, and to assure you at the same time of the f u l l co-operation of my delegation i n 
your ef f o r t s to achieve prpgress i n the negotiations of the Committee on Disarmament. 

Ue would also l i k e to express our gratitude to your predecessor. 
Ambassador P f e i f f e r of the Federal Republic of Germany. 

We .should also l i k e to extend our heartiest welcome to the distinguished 
represenstatives who.are heading t h e i r delegations for the f i r s t time i n the 
Committee, and I xdsh at the same time to express my gratitude for the kind words 
of welcome addressed to me. 

In spite of the fact that Iran i s the obvious victim of the blateint and 
cruel aggression of the Ir a q i régime, ray delegation did not object to the consensus 
of the Group of 21 on the recent I s r a e l i a i r attack against-nuclear f a c i l i t i e s 
of the Iraqi nation. In order to dispel any doubts I deem i t necessary to piit 
on record the position of my Government. 

Under the present most pressing circumstances v/hen responsible and peace-loving 
nations d i r e c t t h e i r utmost efforts towards maintaining and strengthening 
international peace and security, we have leamt with grave concern about the 
I s r a e l i a i r attack against Ir a q i nuclear f a c i l i t i e s i n v i o l a t i o n of the basic 
noarms of-international lavi and conduct. 

The destruction of the nuclear i n s t a l l a t i o n s of Iraq i s a flagrant v i o l a t i o n 
of the pri n c i p l e s of the United Nations Charter regarding s t r i c t respect f o r the 
t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y , sovereignity and p o l i t i c a l independence of States and the 
non-use of force_ or the threat of force i n international r e l a t i o n s . 

The I s r a e l i régime, already steeped i n a l l sorts of crimes of aggression, 
a regime which has on i n f i n i t e occasions proven that consistent breach of international 
law i s , i n fact, i t s solo "raison d'être", ha.s been t i y i n g i n vain to j u s t i f y i t s 
conduct. Nevertheless the peace-loving nations committed to the noble ideals of 
humanity w i l l judge such behaviour f o r what i t t r u l y i s , a most shameful and 
despicable act. 

The Iranian nation that has been victimized and compromised by the conspiracy 
of silence directed against i t by other Governments, at the time when i t i s hei-oically 
r e s i s t i n g the outrageous aggression of the brutal regime of Iraq and i s -fighting i n 
the exercise of the legitimate right of self-defence with c o u r a g e and selflessness 
f o r i t s p o l i t i c a l independence and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y , kno\;s only too well and with 
b i t t e r insight vJhat i t means when the divine rights of human beings and the pri n c i p l e s 
of international law are violated, an i m j u s t i f i a b l e act of aggression i s committed 
and the international community maintains silence. 

I t i s not; over nine months that the v j i l f u l and despotic régime of Iraq, with t o t a l 
disregard for the basic p r i n c i p l e s of the Charter of the United Nations, devised as 
a safeguard against the waging of v a r s , has opted to use force against Iran i n order 
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to s a t i s f y i t s petty ambitions. I t i s a sad t n i t h that the- Iraqi var of aggress±on-
against my country has not been confined to a mere act of m i l i t a r y intervention 
across the Iranian f r o n t i e r s . The aggressor has ignored and, indeed, trampled 
upon every international humanitarian p r i n c i p l e governing the treatment of c i v i l i a n s 
i n times of war and prohibiting the destruction of the c i v i l i a n i n s t i t u t i o n s and 
economic resources of occupied t e r r i t o r i e s . Iraqi indiscriminate bombardment of 
villages and tovjns has caused massive destruction r e s u l t i n g i n thousands of 
oasua.1 ties among c i v i l i a n populations. The use of chemical weapons, i n vi o l a t i o n 
of the provisions of the 1925 Geneva Protocol i s another example of the criminal 
deeds of the Iraqi régime i n Iran. The refugees vjhose homes and communities have 
been ruined, number over two and a half m i l l i o n . Шпу economic centres have been 
either destroyed or severely damaged and re s i d e n t i a l areas i n the southern part of 
Iran have been the favourite target of the ground-to-ground missiles of the Iraqi 
régime. The crimes of the Iraqi régime have not been limited to Iranians. Our 
Iraqi brotliers are also being led by this inhuman régime to иакпог-jn altars of 
s a c r i f i c e , ignorant of the e^ñ.'L intentions of their, leaders a.nd t h e i r liLtimate 
destiny. 

Despite the fact that the criminal behaviour of the Iraqi régime has cost both 
nations the l i v e s of thousands, untold damages i n the c i t i e s and. econoonic de^trartion 
of incredible dimensions, we do not for a single second choose to negate the need 
to keep f a i t h with international law and regulations. Quite the opposite, i n fact; 
we f e e l the necessity for s t r i c t respect of international law much more keenly than 
everyone else. VJe therefore do not believe that " e v i l should cure e v i l " . 

Even though the international community has not played a f a i r hand with the 
Islamic Republic of Iran and has exercised silence and purposeful oversight i n 
dealing with Iraq's blatant aggression, we cannot keep s i l e n t ourselves when 
international peace and security i s threatened by acts of stark adventurism and 
aggression i n vi o l a t i o n of international law. 

In this context, the importance of respect for the principles of international 
law cannot be overemphasized and we f e e l absolutely committed to those p r i n c i p l e s . 
The fact that I s r a e l i aggression was directed against the cruel régime of Iraq, 
which has imposed an inhuman war upon us, does not affect our basic convictions. 
Our support for the declaration of the Group of 21 derives from our be l i e f i n those 
pri n c i p l e s . 

Now that the world conscience i s concerned about the dangerous consequences and 
implications of acts of aggressiônit i s imperative, more than ever, that the 
international community condemns the use of force and acts of aggression wherever and 
i n whatever form they may occur. 

Irresponsible nnd ;:dventurous régimes should not for second suppose that thoy 
can achieve t h e i r i l l e g i t i m a t e objectives by inhuman and unjust wars such as the one 
Iraq has imposed upon my country. 

The -СШТНЖ'Н; I th.̂ .̂nk ii:iba.:is.-?dor Jélali of Iran f o r his statement and for the 
kind words he addressed to the Chair. 
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, I-Ir. FLOI/EFLRSE (United . states of ¿aerica) ; Ilr. ClmiriUD-i, on behalf of the 
United• Sta.tes delegation,! would l i k e to express our pletisure at your assumption, 
of the Chair, f01' the month of J-arie ,гла to cissiire you of our.wish, to help in'o,ll 
possible"vfays td facilits.be y c u r ' d i f f i c u l t ' t a s k . I v;ould also wish to convey our 
thanlcs to your predecessor, .ilmbassador P f e i f f e r , for his effectiveness i n giiiding 
us through'our work'during the busy month of A p r i l . 

V/e would l i k e i n ciddifion to extend a \7arra t.'elco.me, to the new represerita,tivès ' 
of Sri'Lanka,, Irán and Argentina as well as to our distinguished v i s i t o r today, 
the Vic.ô-îîinistér for Foreign A f f a i r s of Argentina, iunbassador líos. 

, Щ purpose i n talcing the f l o o r i s to malee a b r i e f statement on a subject that, 
has been raised by many delegations both 'a,t this meeting and during our tv/o previous 
plenary meetings —^ the Istá'eli attack on the Iraq i reactor, a subject that has 
been \'7ell aired t h i s morning.' 

F i r s t I wish to r e c a l l that the United States Government has condemned the 
7 June I s r a e l i attack. 

There are, as a l l of us are aware, many ramifications of t l i i s incident that 
go beyond the competence of th i s Committee. This development and certain of i t s 
implications have been considered by the Governing Board of the IAEA, and .in i t s 
bro'ádest aspects i t i s now actively under consideration i n the'United Nations 
Security Council. The d e f i n i t i v e views of the United States on these questions, 
which are of* great importance to regional and world security, w i l l be ptit fonward 
i n that forum. 

It i s to be regretted that i n his statement on th i s incident this.morning the 
distinguished representative of the Soviet Union sought to impugn the motives of 
the United States i n providing arms to I s r a e l . In th i s comiection I would l i k e to' 
quote from a pertinent section of the United States-Israel liutual Defense-Assi.stance 
Agreement of 25 July 1952: 

"The Government of Israel assures the United'States Government that such 
equipment, materials, or services as may be acquired firom the IJnited States .... 
are required f o r and w i l l be used solely to maintain'its in t e r n a l security, 
i t s legitimate self-defense, or to permit i t to participate i n the defense 
of the area of vihich i t i s a part, or i n United Nations c o l l e c t i v e security 
arrangements and measures, and that i t w i l l not undertake any act of 
aggression against axxy other States."' 

This section of the Agreement was cited by Secretary of State Haig i n a letter'-
to the Chairman of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee on 10 June. He concluded 
that l e t t e r with the following paragraph: 

"In responding to t h i s incident, we w i l l malee clear the seriousness v/ith 
which we view the obligations of foreign countries to observe scrupulously 
the terms and conditions imder which the United States furnishes defense 
a r t i c l e s and defense services., \ie w i l l , . o f course, inform the.Congress of 
the outcome of our discussions with the Government of Israel and-our 
deliberations on the response warranted." 

I trust that t h i s statement w i l l set the record straight. 

http://facilits.be
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The CHAiraiM; I thanlc .Ambassador Flowerree of the United States f o r his 
statement and for the kind words he addressed.to the Chair. 

I'lr. OKAV/A (Japan) 5 A тлпЪег of western delegations have talcen the f l o o r t h i s 
morning i n connection with the I s r a e l i attack on the Iraqi nuclear research centre. 
The other western delegations, \ihose Governments, including my own, have already 
expressed t h e i r views 'on this matter, have nevertheless asked me to malee the 
following statement on th e i r behalf г 

."The Governments represented by these delegations reconfirm t h e i r 
position that only a policy based on respect for and s t r i c t adherence to 
the p r i n c i p l e of the renunciation of the use of force can lead to durable 
solutions to the problems vxth which the world i s confronted. This i s of 
par t i c u l a r relevance to the liiddle East. 

"These Governments v/ish to place on record t h e i r condemnation of the 
recent I s r a e l i attack. Such m i l i t a r y operations are not only detrimental 
to e f forts to restore peace and security i n the region: they are harmful 
to. the effo'rts of the international community to prevent the further spread 
of nuclear weapons based on the Treaty on the ÎTon-Proliferation of Nuclear 
Weapons and the associated safeguards system administered by the' IAEA, and 
they are harmful to the cause of disarmament i n general." 

The delegations on whose behalf I have the honour to spealc note that the 
Security Council i s currently addressing the issue. 

The GHAIIMAN; I thank Ambassador Okawa of Japan for his statement expressing 
the position, of some western coimtries concerning the I s r a e l i a i r attack of 
7 June 1981. 

llr. McPHAIL (Canada): l-Ir. Chairman, I asked for the f l o o r to spealc on a 
s l i g h t l y different subject, and I v i i l l do that very b r i e f l y i n a moment. Before 
doing so, I vfant, i n the vein of the discussion of the l a s t few minutes i n t l i i s 
Committee, simply to malee clear our own position. I made no reference, i n my-
remarks to the Committee a""week ago,' to the I s r a e l i action against Iraq. I did 
not make any reference because our strong condemnation of Israel's action had been 
made abundantly clear i n the Canadian House of Commons on 9 J.mie by the Secretary 
of State f o r Ibcternal A f f a i r s , and by means of the motions from a l l sides of the 
House of Commons on t h i s matter. You, as also members of the Committee, v / i l l Icnov/ 
the position of the Canadian Government i n discussions of th i s kind. 

\7e are ainxious to recognize vrithin t h i s Committee the right of a l l members to 
raise matters v/hich they consider appropriate for discussion here, but the question 
which has been before-us for the l a s t fev/ moments i s before the Security Council 
and v/e do not r e a l l y f e e l that i t i s appropriate for the Committee on Disarmament 
to address i t s e l f to that subject.in any d e t a i l . This i s , after a l l , a negotiating 
body and v/e thinlc i t unhelpful that i t should be deflected from i t s negotiating 
tasks by de'bating resolutions on subjects that are not cl e a r l y v/ithin i t s 
competence..- But I v/ould not i n the least V/ant our f a i l u r e to comment on the subject 
to be talcen as indiffex-ence. On the contrary, I subscribe f u l l y to the statement 
that has just.been made by the Ambassador of Japan and my Government subscribes to 
the position contained therein. 
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I aslœd for the f l o o r sinply to reply to some comments made e a r l i e r today by 
my B r a z i l i a n colleagxie, as I thinl-: the Committeo deserves a quick response. He . 
referred to the ^ocwnent which I tabled a week ago on v e r i f i c a t i o n and I just v/ant 
to malee one or ''смо observations on his comments. 

I thiiuc a close study of the p^roposol that \ie put fon/ard then w i l l s a t i s f y 
any concerns he may have. ¥e intend, at an appropriate m.oment, to suggest an 
informal exchange of views for the benefit of a l l on the question of v e r i f i c a t i o n 
and we thinlc that can talce place outside the Conference room, and we would propose 
that that exchange should relate to general problems of v e r i f i c a t i o n . It i s 
perfectly true that there i s no place i n the Comjnittee's v/ork programme v/hich v/e 
have just adopted for the Committee to address t h i s subject э-s a separate item, 
and the Committee has indeed a heavy schedule and — a point that'.I have made on 
several occasions — v/e do not г/ant to d i s t r a c t the Committee from i t s p r i o r i t y 
v/ork. But I v/ould remind the Coimnittee that v e r i f i c a t i o n i s one of the ten subjects 
i n the so-called decalogue v/hich defines the permanent structure of the Committee's 
interest and concern, and I thinlc, accordingly,, that i t i s perfectly appropriate to 
consider the matter of v e r i f i c a t i o n i f i t v / i l l contribute to our c o l l e c t i v e 
enlightenment and thus permit us to negotiate better. Our intention, therefore, i s 
to i n v i t e members of the Committee to participate i n a kind of open-ended seminar 
on v e r i f i c a t i o n , perhaps within the next several v/eeks. l/e hope that the results 
of our exchange of viev/s v / i l l contribute to a greater av/areness and understanding 
of v/hat i s , quite obviously from the deliberations of the Committee, a d i f f i c u l t and 
a demanding subject. In svun, I v/ould suggest that t h i s i s a matter v/e have raised 
wliich should be considered to be horizontal rather than v e r t i c a l . Indeed v/e have 
used the v/ord generic although I v/ould not necessarily v/ant to emphasize the 
abstra^ction. I t i s not a matter for deliberation or debate of the kind that goes 
on i n the 'United Nations. Bisaimament Commission. \/e are t a l k i n g about .methodology, 
and v/e have some methodological problems r e l a t i n g to negotiations. That, I thinlc, 
i s v;hat should be looked at by the Committee informally; i t should not treat the 
matter as a substantive disarmament question, because that i s not the s p i r i t i n 
which v/e have raised i t . The representative of B r a z i l made i t clear that his reaction 
was a preliminary one but I thought i t might be helpful to o f f e r these observations. 

I'-lr. HBKDER (German Democratic Republic) (translated from Russian) ; I-Ir. Chairman, 
since we have only a few minutes l e f t , I s h a l l r e f r a i n from congratulating you, 
thanlcing Ambassador P f e i f f e r and v/elcoming our nev/ colleagues, and go straight into 
the substance of my statement. 

In the course of the present and of preceding meetings of t h i s Committee a 
number of representatives have raised the question of Israel's criminal attack on 
the c a p i t a l of the Republic of Iraq, as a result of v/hich the nuclear research 
centre near Baghdad v/as destroyed. In t h i s connection, I should l i k e to state on 
behalf of a group of s o c i a l i s t countries that — as can be learnt from.their 
o f f i c i a l declarations published i n the past fev/ days — the s o c i a l i s t States 
resolutely condemn the m i l i t a r y aggression against the Republic of Iraq and the 
bombing of i t s c a p i t a l by I s r a e l i m i l i t a r y a i r c r a f t . 

Such an act constitutes a gross v i o l a t i o n of the generally recognized 
p r i n c i p l e s of international lav/ enshrined i n the Charter of the United Nations 
and i n other international instruments. I t i s necessary to talce a l l appropriate 
measures to ensure that similar acts v\rill not be repeated i n the future. 
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The С11АШШ1; I thanlc Ambassador Herder of the German Democratic Republic for 
his intervention and I talce note of the statement he made on behalf of a group of 
s o c i a l i s t countries concerning the I s r a e l i a i r attack against a nuclear f a c i l i t y i n 
Iraq. 

I-lr. DE SOUZA E GILVA ( B r a z i l ) : îlr. Chairman, just a b r i e f vrord, through you, 
to say to my distinguished colleague from Canada, that by no means are \ю detracting 
from the importance of his document. We r e a l i z e i t s usefu.lness and I am happy to 
hear the i/ay he put i t as not being a subject for debate i n t h i s Committee. 

The GHAIRIItiH: In accordance with the revised time-table for meetings of the 
Committee and i t s subsidiary bodies for the present week, we should have held today, 
immediately after the plenary meeting, an informal meeting for the consideration of 
the .establisliment of additional subsidiary bodies and other questions r e l a t i n g to 
the organization of work. Hoviever, i n view of the lateness of the hour and the 
fact that at 3 p.m. today the Ad Hoc V/orking Group on a Comprehensive Programme of 
Disarmament v i i l l meet, I suggest that we start our discussion on these questions at 
an informal meeting tomorrow, Friday, at 3 p.m. and continue at a further informal 
meeting to be hold on Monday, 22 June, at 3 p.m. I see no objection. 

It was so decided. 

The СНАШШТ: I have requested the Secretariat to circulate today the 
time-table of meetings to be held during the coming week. I have not l i s t e d i n 
that time-table, for the time being, additional informal meetings, except for 
Friday afternoon. The a l l o c a t i o n of further meetings w i l l depend on our discussion 
tomorrovf at the informal meeting, as well as on the p o s s i b i l i t y of cancelling the 
plenary meeting on Tuesday i f there are no spealcers on that occasion. At present, 
there are no spealcers l i s t e d for the plenary meeting on Tuesday, and I would appeal 
to members desiring to spealc on Tuesday to inscribe t h e i r names by Monday morning. 
As usxial, the time-table i s merely indicative and subject to change, i f required. 
If there are no objections, we v / i l l be guided by i t during the coming v/eelc. I see 
no objection. 

It v/as so decided. 

The СНАШШ1: The next plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament i s for 
the present scheduled for Tuesday, 23 Jvme, at 10.30 a.m. 

The meeting rose at 1.13 Р'Ш. 
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Mr. SOLA VILA (Cuoa) (translated from Spanish); Mr. Chaixman, as t h i s i s 
the f i r s t time I ала speaking at a plenurj- meeting., allow me to extend to you my 
delegation's most sincere congratulations on your presiding over the debates 
of the Committee on Disarmament during the month of June. Needless to say, you 
may r e l y upon our co-operation and support at a l l times. 

Allov,"- me to congratulate your predecessor. Ambassador P f e i f f e r , on the way 
i n which he guided our work. • ' 

I should also l i k e to welcom.e our new colleagues, /•jnbassadors Cara,sales of 
Argentina, Jayalcoddy of S r i Lanka and J a l a - l i of Iran; we are sure that we may 
look forward to a period of f r u i t f u l collaboration with them. 

As you know, î-Ix'o Chairman, I htíd hoped to address the Committee la,st 
Thursday, but I was unable to attend the meeting and therefore although, according 
to our programme of work t h i s week should be devoted to the subject of 
nuclear-weapon tests,, I should likO; vrith your permission, to refer to other 
topics of interest to my delegation. 

In the f i r s t place, I v-rish to say tha-t, as soon a,s i t learned of the 
underhand attack perpetrated by the I s r a e l i a i r force age.inst a c i v i l i a n nuclear 
i n s t a l l a t i o n of Iraq, the Ministry of Foreign Affakirs of the Republic of Cuba 
expressed i t s most vigorous condemnation of that criminal action which violated 
the most elementary rules of international law. "Mir delegation wishes to place 
i t s condemnation of that action on record; and to sti-ess that the 
Committee on Disarmament cannot remain impassive i n the face of such an act of 
Vandalism; at the voxy l e a s t , we should begin to consider, víith a.ll due urgency, 
what position we should take. For that purpose we have before us the document 
submitted by the C-roup of 21 and the sta.tements made by other groups of States. 

At the meeting of the Security Council convened as a result of these events, 
the Cuban Minister f o r Foreign Affa,irs, Mr. Malmierca, declared that the 
United States was d i r e c t l y responsible f o r the I s r a e l i aggression against the 
I r a q i nuclear power st a t i o n , and for. the dangerous deteriora^tion of the s i t u a t i o n 
i n the Middle East. He a,lso stressed that i f that aggression remained vmp^onished, 
a l l the peoples of the Middle East would be exposed to s i m i l a r actions and a 
dangerous precedent f o r world peace vrould be esta,blished.. 

We should be mindful of the fact that t h i s act of aggression i s not an 
isol3.ted incident, but rather part of an entire strategy tovrards the region, as 
i s further shown by the indiscrimina,te attacks against Lebanon, the Palestinians 
and the Arab deterrent forces, and the threats таЛе a^gainst Syria, and other States 
i n the area. 

At the request of Iraq, Cuba convened an emergency meeting of the non-aligned 
countries to discuss the case. At the plenary meeting which-they have just held 
at the United Nations, those countries condemned the Israeli'a.ggrcssion and 
called upon the Security Coiaicil to apply against I s r a e l the sanctions provided 
for i n chapter VII of the Organizations' Charter, 

At the same meeting, the mrovement of non~a,ligned countries also requested a.ll 
States, and especially the United States, to put an end to a l l m i l i t a r y , p o l i t i c a l 
and economic assistance to I s r a e l , i n order to prevent i t from continuing to 
pursue i t s pol i c y of aggression against the Arab and Palestinian peoples. 
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I have begxm m;»̂  statement with t h i s subject because I know that many 
delegations have already expressed themselves i n a similar manner and attach 
grea,t importance to t h i s matter, e.s does the Cub?n delegation. 

We have heard various views as to what a sta,tement i n plenary meeting ought 
to be, end how useful such meetings are. M̂^̂  deleg?.tion considers thfit plenary 
meetings are very useful, especially i f we discuss questions of substance and 
do not waste too much tim.e d i l a t i n g upon general aspects. 

In keeping with t h i s position, I intend to be very b r i e f i n presenting the 
Cuban delegation's ideas with regard to the work of the Committee с I should 
l i k e to say f i r s t of adl that my delegs.tion i s glad to note that the Committee 
was i-,blG to adopt i t s prograjnme of work for the simimer part of this year's session 
at an early date. To be frank, I should have preferred i t i f we could have 
decided at t h i s stage to end our discussions at the end of August, but I laiow that a. 
consensus i s necessary and I recognise that the formula reached i s extremely 
f l e x i b l e and constitutes a good basis f o r the conduct of our work. 

My delegation attaches particulai' importance to the fact that the 
working groups began t h e i r work on Tuesday la,st^ l6 June, We a.re a l l agreed^ or 
â t least so i t has always seemed, that the best machinery available to the 
Committee for advancing i n the fulfilment of the mandante entrusted to i t i s that 
of working groups. 

In this connection, ray delegation xíishes to emphasize once e . g e S n the need 
for the Committee to decide to set up the other two working groups proposed by 
the member countries of the Group of 21 with the support of the s o c i a l i s t countries. 
I am r e f e r r i n g to the working group on the cessation of the nuclear arms race 
and nuclear disarmajnent, and the working group on the prohibition of nuclear-wea.pon 
tests, proposals contained i n docujnent Ci'/lSO and CI)/181 respectively. 

We can, by the a,ttitude we adopt with respect to the establisliment of these 
working groups, but even more by the efforts we make to see that they are set up 
without delay; demonstrate our p o l i t i c a l w i l l i n the ma-̂ tter of disarmament 
negotiations. 

My delego.tion firmly believes that these two working groups, on items v;hich 
have obvious p r i o r i t y i n the work programme wc ha,Ve adopted, should be set up 
at the present session., so that we can t e l l the United Na-tions General Assembly 
that the Coimitteo considers them subjects f i t for .negotiations, i n conformity 
with the views of the internationcul coirjnunity. There would be no j u s t i f i c a t i o n 
whatsoever for a.ny other course of action. 

One question v/e cannot pass over i n silence i s that of the broadening of the 
terms of reference of the Working Group on Chemical 'Weapons. This i s recognized 
i n the work progrэжme we have adopted, and my delegation i s re?»dy to co-operate 
i n the search f o r a formula acceptaJble to a l l to ensure the best possible prospects 
for our negotiations on t h i s item. 

At the beginning of the summer part of the Comrfiittee ' s session for t h i s year, 
the international situation i s s t i l l clouded. The rea,sons remain the same 
as those I mentioned i n my statement to the Committee on 14 A p r i l l a s t . 
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•Hov/ever,-.as i-B-clear from y o u r opening speocli on 11 June, the Comi'aittee csnnot 
Tfia.±t for t h i s situa,tion to improve i n order to consider the many proposals before 
i t and to endeavo'î -̂r to achieve tangible r e s u l t s . 

'This i s a l l the ;iors important since t h i s Committee i s the only forura i n w-hich 
disarmament negotiations â re s t i l l under way. We thus bear a ma^jor r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 
before xrorld public opinion. . . . . 

Furthermore, as many speakers Ьал̂'с ajlready pointed out, we s h a l l be devoting 
a large part of our spring meetings next ye£,r to prepara^tions f o r the second •special 
session of the United Nations Cienoral Assembly dovoted to disa,rmajnent, which, i s 
why \îë must make the greatest possible e f f o r t at this session to reach some concrete 
agreement, particular I 3 / with regard to the four items which are at present the 
subject of negotiations i n the working groups. 

In t h i s connection, I should l i k e b r i e f l y to sta-te my delegation's position 
with respect to each of those items-

With regard to now t y v e s and system.s of weapons of mass destruction, vre a,re 
i n favour of the adoption of a general agreement for the prohibition of the 
development of such weapons, xiithout any p r i o r i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of those weapons 
since, logicaollyj that would presuppose that they existed. Ног-íever, we recogriize 
the importance which the adoption of p a x t i a l agreements on this matter would ha,ve, 
and vre a.re prepared to continue vrorking i n t h i s d i r e c t i o n . 

As rega.rds so-called ncga,tive guarantees, we are i n favour of the adoption, 
аз soon as possible, of an international instrument pr o h i b i t i n g the use or threat 
of use of nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-weapon States halving no such' weapons _ • 
on t h e i r t e r r i t o r i e s or under theiï- j u r i s d i c t i o n or control. V/e f i r m l y believe' 
that t h i s i s a very broad approach and could prove acceptable. 

With respect to chemica.l weapons ; we consider i t very important that £ь 
convention should be a.d-opted which provides.; among other thxngs, f o r the 
destrcuction of stocks of such weapons, the pr o h i b i t i o n of t h e i r development, 
production and s t o c k p i l i n g , and the fostering of co-operation f o r peaceful purposes • 
aanong States pa^rties. 

Vi/ith regard, to the comprehensive programme of disaima.;nent, we should merely 
l i k e to stress the u^-gency of the need for i t s a^doption so'that i t can be considered 
by the United Nations Genera.l Assembly at i t s forthcoming special session devoted 
to uisa>.rraament.' As i s stated i n parag3:aph IO9 01 the F i n a l Document of the 
f i r s t spécial session devoted to disarmajnont, the comprehensive prograjiime of 
disarmainent should encompass a l l measui-es thought to be aàvisa,blè i n order to a t t a i n 
the goal of general and complote disarmament i n a vrorld i n vrhich international peace-
and secii-ritj p r e v a i l and i n which the nevr intoma^tionad economic order i s 
consolidated. 

My deloijation believes that vrhon we are considering these measures we ought not 
to neglect those which some seek to relega..te to a seconda.ry l e v e l , such as the 
dism.antling Df foreign m i l i t a r y bases and the cessation of acts of h o s t i l i t y and 
aggression against other States. 

In conclusion, we earnestly hope tha.t, at t h i s part of our session as during 
the spring cart-of the session, a. constructive atmosphere v r i l l p r e v a i l vrithin the 
Coi'nmittee. That offers the best way for us to carry out the mandate entrusted to 
us and to f u l f i l the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y vro have assumed tovrards our peoples. 

THE СШтШ'!; I thahh: the representative of Cuba, Ambassador Sola V i l a , f o r 
his statemnt and f o r the kind vrords he addressed to the Chair. 
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• Mr. SALàH-BEY (Algeria) (translated from French): Mr. Chairman, allow me f i r s t 
of a l l to extend to you, i n the name of the Algerian delegation, my: congratulations 
on your assnmption of the chairmanship of the Committee on Disarmament, f o r t h i s , 
month. . I have no doubt that thanks, to your experience, to your• extensiv.e knowledge 
and also to the respect which you yourself and your comtry command i n the Committee 
on Disarmament, you w i l l help us malee headway i n our vrork. 

Our thanlcs'go also to Ambassador P f e i f f e r , the representative of the'̂ : 
Federal Republic of Germany, f o r the way i n v/hich he presided over our work during 
the month of A p r i l . 

Last week the Committee adopted i t s programme of work for the second part of 
i t s ,1981 session. My delegation vrould now l i k e to express a number of viev/s' 
concerning the mandate entrusted to us. 

The second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disairaaraent to be 
held i n the near future w i l l assuredly be the occasion f o r an evaluation of the 
progress made i n the vrork of the Committee on Disarmament. The r e l a t i v e l y modest 
results achieved during the spring part of the Committee's session offer a small but 
adequate basis f o r the achievement of more substantial progress. 

The questions of the cessation of the nuclear arms race, nuclear disarmament 
and, i n connection with t h i s fundamental issue the halting of nuclear tests are 
among the main concerns of vrorld opinion. On the i n i t i a t i v e of the Group of ,21, the 
Committee on Disarmament held a number of informal meetings during the f i r s t part of 
i t s session, i n the course of v/hich questions were discussed v/hich are considered 
essential not only by my own delegation but also by a l l the countries represented i n 
the Group of 21 . ., 

My delegation regrets that the Committee has not yet been i n a position to 
take a positive decision v/ith regard to the proposals submitted by the Group of 21 
for'the establisliment of tvi/o vrorking groups on items 1 and 2 of the Committee',s 
agenda. In the case of item 1 of the agenda, I had the p r i v i l e g e to propose, on 
behalf of the Group of 21, the terms of .the mandate which could be entrusted to a 
working group on a nuclear test ban.. 

Since a specific proposal f o r the mandate of a working group on a nuclear test 
ban has been formally put before the Committee on Disarmament, my delegation hopes " 
that, through informal consultations or at informal meetings, the Committee vri.ll '• 
talce steps to decide to sot up a working group on a nuclear test ban and to draw up 
the terms of reference f o r i t . 

The second proposal of the Group of 21 concerns the creation of a vrorking group 
on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. This proposal 
has not yet been the subject of an agreement v/ithin our Committee. Ivievertheless,. 
i n the course of a series of informal meetings the Committee on Disarmament has. 
begun to consider some important aspects of t h i s question. 

http://vri.ll
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I t was also my p r i v i l e g e to present, on 16 A p r i l , on behalf of the Group, of 21, 
various important issues which might be examined i n the course of m u l t i l a t e r a l 
negotiations. This-rapid assessment of the essential areas i n which i t appears that 
s i g n i f i c a n t progress might be made has been deliberately confined to items 1 and 2 of 
the Committee's agenda i n view of the p a r t i c u l a r importance which my delegation 
attaches to these tv/o fundamental questions. 

The agenda f o r the summer part of the Comjnittee's session also includes the 
consideration of questions r e l a t i n g to the organization of our work. In e a r l i e r • 
statements my delegation has stressed the fact of this Committee's being a 
m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating body. While i t i s clear that substantive discussions and 
progress towards disaraament can be f a c i l i t a t e d by the adoption of procedures and 
measures re l a t i n g to the organization of the Committee's work, nevertheless my, 
delegation considers that these discussions should not cause us to lose sight of our 
r e a l objective or to waste the time which many delegations agree i n finding l i m i t e d 
i n view of the breadth of the tasks entrusted to the Corainittee. 

The work of the Committee on Bisamament cannot be divorced from the context of 
the international situation which has certainly not improved since the opening of the 
Committee's I98I session. An exceptionally serious incident has just demonstrated to 
international opinion and p a r t i c u l a r l y to a l l States members of the Committee on 
Disamajnent just how f a r the p o l i c y of m i l i t a r y force and the w i l l f o r p o l i t i c a l 
domination can lead. 

On 7 d'une l a s t , the Zionist a i r force attacked and destroyed a peaceful nuclear 
f a c i l i t y i n Iraq. .]У̂  country's Head of State described t h i s aggression as an act of 
international banditry. 

My delegation believes that t h i s extraordinary serious incident should be 
approached from two standpoints. 

The f i r s t i s the condemnation of Zionist aggression. The entire interna.tional 
community, and just recently the Security Coiancil, have condemned th i s criminal act. 
The Arab countries, and my country i n p a r t i c u l a r , which have constantly opposed 
Is r a e l ' s p o l i c y of f a i t accom.pli, are today not p a r t i c u l a r l y surprised by i t s recent 
behaviour which carried to i t s apogee a. permanent p o l i c y of cynicism and destruction. 

The second aspect of t h i s a f f a i r moré d i r e c t l y concerns the Committee on 
Disarmament. My delegation has noted with s a t i s f a c t i o n the position expressed i n -
t h i s connection by the Group of 21 and hopes that the Committee w i l l adopt a position 
i n l i n e with the statement of the Group of 21 presented on 17 June. 

The Zionist attack was psychologically prepared by international campaigns waged 
by various information media with the concealed objective of prohibiting access by 
certain countries to nuclear technology. I t would seem that, according to the 
reasoning underlying t h i s attitude, some countries, Israel and South A f r i c a i n 
p a r t i c u l a r , claim that they have the right to acquire nuclear technology and to 
manufacture and possess nuclear devices. 
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In t h i s connection, the position adopted by иу country with regard to the 
nuclear non-proliferation Treaty has been substantiated, since not only,have the 
nuclear-v/eapon Powers f a i l e d to l i v e up to t h e i r vmdertakings regarâing the development 
of technical' co-operation i n the f i e l d of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes but i n 
addition we see that acountr;/-, assisted i n different ways at the international l e v e l , 
presumes to exercise sole r e s p o n s i b i l i t y for setting the l i m i t s to a neighbouring 
State's economic and technological development. 

F i n a l l y , the attack' on a nuclear f a c i l i t y for peaceful purposes gives peculiar 
relevance to the consideration of the discussions of the Ad Hoc Working Group on 
Radiological Weapons based on the Sv/edish delegation's proposal for the prohibition ' 
of attacks on c i v i l i a n nuclear f a c i l i t i e s . 

The present d i f f i c u l t i e s and dangers of the international enyironment should 
encourage the Committee on Disarmament to in t e n s i f y i t s efforts to clear the way f o r 
substantial progress i n the f i e l d of disarmament.• 

An incident of exceptional gravity has just shown to v/hat aberrations a policy 
of force and domination may lead. Other incidents, possibly accidental, could at any 
moment engulf our peoples i n uncontrollable processes of armed c o n f l i c t . }fy 
delegation's v/ish i s that the countries nov possessing considerable m i l i t a r y and 
nuclear power should genuinely express t h e i r w i l l to negotiate v/ith a view to general 
and complete disarmament. 

The CHAIRI'JAH; - I thanlc- Ambassador Salah-Bey of Algeria f o r his statement -and f o r 
the, kind v/ords he addressed to the Chair. 

Mr. DE SOIJZA E SILVA ( B r a z i l ) : Mr. Chairman, my statement today w i l l be b r i e f , 
not because item 1 of the Committee's agenda-lacks any importance, but because i t 
has already been the subject of exhaustive examination, f o r more than two decades, by-
many organs of the United Hâtions. I ató not going to make, for the record, a 
recapitulation of a l l resolutions, reports, studies and other documents from many 
authoritative sources v/hich deal v/ith the cessation of further tests of nuclear 
weapons; neither do I propose to r e c a l l i n d e t a i l , once again, the commitments 
undertaken by the nuclea.r-v/eapon Powers, i n several international documents, to 
engage i n serious negotiations to achieve a, пг1с1еэ-г test ban. Some of those texts, 
as i s the case of the F i n a l Document of the f i r s t special session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament, commát a l l f i v e nuclear-weapon Powers 
together with the remainder of the membership of the United Hâtions; others, l i k e 
the p a r t i a l test-ban Treaty of 1963, set out l e g a l l y binding obligations to achieve 
the conclusion of a treaty banning a l l test explosions of nuclear v/eapons for a l l 
time. S t i l l another international instrument, which has not received the adherence 
of-many'non'-nuclear-v/eapon States, but v/liich i s continually referred to by i t s few 
nuclear--v/eápon Parties as a very important treaty, v/hose provisions must be 
scrupulously respected, contains i n i t s a r t i c l e VI and obligation that has been 
interpreted by i t s non-nuclear members, at the periodical reviev-zs of that agreement, 
as setting out a clear obligation f o r the nuclear-weapon Powers to achieve the 
discontinuance of their tests of nuclear-weapons, as a means to impede the 
continuing v e r t i c a l p r o l i f e r a t i o n of those v/eapons. 
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Such comnitnents, expressed i n the forn of legal international obligations, and 
the repeated c a l l of the. connunity of nations f o r the cessation of a l l tests of 
nuclear ireapons seen, however, to, have been conpletely forgotten by those who 
undertook the obligations they s p e l l out, sonetines i n retum for the relinquishing, 
by non-nuclear-weapon States, of sovereign rights of v i t a l importance to the 
security of the l a t t e r . 

In t h i s situation, there i s l i t t l e else that the conmunity of nations can do but 
to express, i n the nost clear terms, i t s profound d i s s a t i s f a c t i o n , and indeed i t s 
indignation, at this staie of a f f a i r s , even at the r i s k of repeating i t s e l f 
endlessly to deaf ears. 

The l a t e s t attempt by the non-nuclear-weapon nations which do not belong to 
either of the two m i l i t a r y alliances to impress upon the nuclear-vreapon Powers the 
importance and urgency that the former attach to the m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiation of a 
treaty prohibiting the further testing of nuclear weapons was the document issued at 
the close of the f i r s t part of t h i s year's session of the Committee on Disazraament. 
Dociment CD/ISI c a l l s s p e c i f i c a l l y upon the Connittee to establish an ad hoc 
working group on item 1 of the agenda and proposes the wording of a mandate for that 
working group; moreover, i t poses sp e c i f i c substantive questions to the t r i l a t e r a d 
negotiators of a test-ban treaty. As a l l members of the Committee are aware, only 
tvro nuclear-weapon Powers have refused to agree to the establishment of the proposed 
subsidiary body. 

Many years have elapsed since the commitments I mentioned above were undertaken; 
more than a year has gone by since the Group of 21 f i r s t proposed the establishment 
of a working group on item 1, and almost tvro months have passed since the presentation 
of document CD/181. The t r i l a t e r a l negotiators, among v/hich are the two nuclear-
weapon Pov/ers that oppose the consensus otherv/ise existing i n the Connittee, ha;v&. 
been asked simple, straightforward questions,,dictated by a genuine desire to tackle 
an issue vihich touches d i r e c t l y and fundamentally on the v i t a l sec\u?ity interests of 
a l l States. The cessation of the further testing of nucler.r weapons does not belong 
exclusively to the province of the three negotiators, or even to that of the f i v e 
nuclear-weapon Powers; indeed, a l l nations i n the v/orld have a legitimate interest 
i n a treaty that would ban a l l nuclear-weapon testing i n a l l environments for a l l 
time. 

My delegation would be un f a i t h f u l to the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y resting upon a l l Members 
of the- United Nations were i t not to r e c a l l at t h i s opportmity the need f o r 
agreenent on the start of urgent m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on item 1 of our agenda. 
At the recent session of the United Nations Disarmament Commission, which 
unfortunately could not achieve agreenent on a l l the other items on i t s oxm agenda, a 
consensus text on nuclear disamament was painstakingly negotiated, once again 
demonstrating the importance attached by the international conmmity to that question, 
to which the nuclear test ban i s so closely rela^ted. The report of the Disarmament 
Commission on nuclear disamanent states, aiaong other things, that the "special 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y " incumbent upon the nuclear-weapon Powers entails "the respect f o r 
the security concerns of non-nuclear nations, the ref r a i n i n g fron any action 
conducive to the intensifica-tion of, the nuclear arms race and above a l l the pursuit 
of concrete measures of nuclear disarmament". 
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- I t i s the exercise of that r e s p o n s i b i l i t y that a l l Members of the United Nations 
expect from the: three'negotiating Power's and p a r t i c u l a r l y from the two States that 
have so f a r opposed the consensus on the'establishment of a working group on item 1 
within the Committee, tfy delegation'is convinced that these States w i l l not shirk 
t h e i r special r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s , and that they w i l l have u t i l i z e d constructively the 
recess of the Committee to evolve, at. long last,-, t h e i r response to the unanimous 
concern of the non-nuclear-weapon nations with_ regard to the mu l t i l a t e r a l 
negotiation of a nuclear-weapon test ban. They are the ones who should be malcing 
statements t h i s week, under item 1 of the agenda. 

Mr. SUJKA (Poland)J Comrade Chairman, talcing the f l o o r today f o r the f i r s t tine 
at the.'.second.part of our.1981 session, I am happy to see you, the representative of 
a brotherly'.socialist country, as the Chairman of the Committee on Disarmament f o r . 
the month of June. Congratulating you and wishing you every success i n the chair, .1 
am also' expressing, my personal conviction that thanks to your s k i l l and' experience 
the Committee w i l l t his month make further progress i n the disarmament dialogue. I ' 
also wish to extend my sincere thanks and appreciation to Ambassador P f e i f f e r of the 
Federal Republic of Germany f o r his remarka^ble performance i n the chair of th i s 
Comhiittee l a s t A p r i l . My 'delegation welcomes the new representatives i n the 
Committee on Disarmaments. Ambassador Carasales- of Argentina, Ambassador J a l a l i of 
Iran and Ambassador Jayakoddy of S r i Lanka. We wish then a l l the best i n their new 
posts and o f f e r then our f u l l co-operation. 

Since we closed the spring part of our session, the international p o l i t i c a l 
environnent has not improved. On the contrary, just a few days before we resumed our 
deliberations, the international comnunity learned, with dismay of an unprecedented 
act of aggression comnitted by I s r a e l , this tine against Iraq: the bonbardmeht of 
the nuclear centre near Baghdad. I j o i n ny delegation's voice to the expressions of 
protest and indignation raised i n th i s room by other delegations and groups of. 
delegations fren the beginning of our session. The bonbing of the Iraq i nuclear 
centre by I s r a e l i planes was an unparalleled act of terrorism and international 
piracy. The Govemnent of Poland has strongly condemned the attack. The Polish. 
M n i s t r y of Foreign A f f a i r s , i n a statement issued after the I s r a e l i attack, 
declared: "Polish public opinion, Polish society and the Polish Government' 
indignantly condemn th i s overt a-ct of aggression as a v i o l a t i o n of a l l nornis of 
international law, and hold the I s r a e l i authorities and the forces backing and 
helping them i n the pursuit of t h i s aggressive p o l i c y t o t a l l y responsible f o r i t s 
consequences." 

My delegation notes with s a t i s f a c t i o n that the Committee on Disarmament, through 
the representatives of a l l of i t s groups, has condeiiined that act of piracy. The 
resolution i n t h i s respect unanimously approved by the Security Council r e f l e c t s a 
universal condemnation of t h i s I s r a e l i aggression by the whole conmmity of nations. 

I have no doubt that i t i s i n just such situations that the Comnittee should 
demonstrate i t s w i l l and strength thro-ugh the unity of approach and action of i t s 
nenbers i n conducting the disamament dialogue and thus leading up to the diminishing 
of international tension. My delegation notes with s a t i s f a c t i o n i n t h i s context the 
fact that the Committee managed to agree, i n a r e l a t i v e l y short tine, on i t s 
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programe of work as well as on the coramencenent of a c t i v i t i e s of i t s four existing 
working groups. This r e f l e c t s , i n my view, the w i l l of the meiabers of the Conmittee 
to accelerate the pace of i t s vrork and to increase i t s effectiveness, c a l l s f o r 
which have Ъееп heard from many speakers since the beginning of the present part of 
our session. I t also f u l l y corresponds .v/ith the main l i n e s of the instructions 
that my delegation arrived with at t h i s session. On our part, vie s h a l l spare no 
ef f o r t s to contribute, to the utmost of our p o s s i b i l i t i e s , i n the strengthening of 
such sound tendencies i n the Committee. 

If I put i t t h i s way, i t i s p a r t l y because of the c r i t i c i s m fron some Polish 
mass media which asked me t h i s straight questions has the Committee on Disarmament, 
acting f o r the l a s t three years with i t s enlarged membership, been able to achieve 
any concrete, positive r e s u l t , or has i t been for these three years narking ticie, 
without any s i g n i f i c a n t progress? I think that the Committee i s universally judged 
i n such a way. Sharing the impatience of public opinion, I summarize my reply to 
the above question by stating my view that i n pur Committee there i s enough w i l l and 
dedication from the overwhelming raajoriiyof i t s members to make this unique, 
world-wide negotiating forum an effective mechanism f o r s p e c i f i c actions on the 
r e s t r a i n t of the mad arms race and on opening the way towards gradual disarmament. 
I t i s the more necessary today as the vrorsening of the climate of international 
re l a t i o n s , instead of alarming and bringing the representatives of a l l interested 
countries to the negotiating table, serves them as a pretext f o r increasing 
armaments and imposing the arms race. Could i t be that i t i s reasoned according to 
t h i s l o g i c : international tension f o r armaments and armaments f o r increasing 
tension? Poland, the other s o c i a l i s t countries and a l l countries which do not seek 
the future of th e i r economies and the future of the world i n the arms race, aims at 
reversing that dangerous way of thinking, and replacing i t by the following l o g i c a l 
sequences detente f o r disarmament and disarmament for detente. Being guided by 
such a formula, the Polish delegation offers i t s f u l l support to the demands to 
i n t e n s i f y the Committee's work and to seek a l l possible means of increasing the 
effectiveness of i t s a c t i v i t i e s . We ,shall, as we have always done, adhere to our 
p r i n c i p l e s as f a r as these goals are concerned; at the same tine, v/e s h a l l be very 
f l e x i b l e i n our approach as f a r as the methods of achieving tangible results are 
concerned. 

In accordance with our p r i n c i p l e s , v-/e f u l l y share the viev/ that the Committee 
should, piroduce s p e c i f i c results f o r the second special session of the General Assembly 
on disarmament. The question arises v-zhether the elaboration of a comprehensive 
programme on disarmament, to which we have been formally obliged, or the draft 
convention on the prohibition of radiological weapons, possibly to be v/orked out, 
indeed exhaust a l l our physical and p o l i t i c a l p o s s i b i l i t i e s f o r producing results, 
that v/e could present at the second session? 

In the framework of i t s approach, my delegation believes that the Connittee 
should proceed immediately to concrete negotiations on nuclear disarmament and a 
comprehensive nuclear test ban. As you laiov/, s o c i a l i s t countries from the fir^st 
moments of the debate i n the Committee on Disamajnent i n February 1979 considered 
as a matter of highest p r i o r i t y the question related to the cessa,tion of the nuclear 
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arms race and to nuclear disamament. Let me empha.size at this, moment that my 
delegation f u l l y supports and caJ.ls f o r the establishment of an ad hoc working group 
i n t i l l s respect. We welcome i n this context the statement by the Group of 21. 
contained i n document CD/180 and p a r t i c u l a r l y i t s c a l l f o r the establishment of such 
a working group. Let me ad so express the hope that such a group w i l l f i n a l l y be 
established very soon, during t h i s part of the session. I t i s indeed high time. 

With'regard to item 1: nuclear test ban, my delegation favoiffs the Committee's' 
active role i n this respect. We strongly support the proposal by the Group of 21 to 
set up within the framevrork of the Committee an ad hoc working group with the 
pa-rticipation of a l l nuclear-weapon Powers. Needless to say, the establishment of 
working groups on these two extremely important items on the Comittee's agenda would 
constitute the best guarantee f o r putting the deliberations conducted so f a r i n a 
spec i f i c organizationaJ form. 

We intend to be f l e x i b l e with regard to the question of the adjustment — or .• 
broadening, as some put i t — of the mandates of existing working groups, including 
the Ad Hoc Working C-roup on Chemical Weapons. We do not to be sure, think, that^'iihe 
results of the negotiations i n any worlcing group would depend substantially on the 
contents of i t s mandate. I t i s equaJly possible-tlmt with a good and broaxl mandate 
the Group might be unable to make any progress or — on the contrary — that within 
the presently a.vallable, r e l a t i v e l y l i m i t e d mand.ate, the Working Group on Chamical 
Weapons night be able to malee progress i n business-like negotiations. In other 
words, i t i s net the mandate vihich w i l l provide the panacea, to cure our non-efficiency. 
I wish to i-ecall, however, that the Polish delegation has been pronouncing i t s e l f 
from the very beginning i n favour of a broad mandate for the Working Group on 
Chemical Weapons so that i t can conduct business-like negotiations•on the prohibition 
of t h i s l e t h a l weapon. Lot me also point out that, as a matter of fact, v/e are i n 
the f i r s t phase, i f not i n the middle of the rea.l negotiation process. Thanlcs to 
the s k i l l and great personal dedication of both Chairmen of the Working Group on 
Chemical Weapons, Aj^ibassador Oka-v/a and i\nbassador Lidgard, we have come — as a J l of 
us Icnovr — to the negotiation of elements of a future convention. Not a l l of us, 
hov/ever — as the exchange of viev/s during informal meetings shows very well — are 
yet prepared to enter into the l a s t phase of the negotiation process: the drafting 
of the text of the said convention. Guided by a sense of realism, the Polish 
delegation would wish to continue to seek for a mandate v/hich could be adequate to 
the r e a l p o s s i b i l i t i e s of a l l delegations. At the same time, things should continue 
to be done i n a way which would not impede, and i n any case not lea.d to a suspension 
of the a c t i v i t i e s of - the Working Group. We consider the v/orking papers put forward 
by the Chairman as a very good basis f o r the process of negotiation of elements of 
the draJt convention. Therefore we'pronounce ourselves f o r the straight continuation 
of discussions i n that forum. Let me also once a-gain express the opinion tha.t the 
resumption of the b i l a t e r a l Soviet-American talks i n t h i s respect v/ould greatly 
f a c i l i t a t e the elaboration by the Conrrlttee of a, convention prohibiting chemical 
weapons, 
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As f a r as the Ad Hoc Working Group on Radiological Weapons i s concerned, the 
Polish delegation laaintains the view expressed i n the statement made i n t h i s room on 
14 A p r i l . V/hile r e a l i z i n g that the prohibition of ra d i o l o g i c a l weapons has only-
r e l a t i v e meaning i n comparison with such primordial problems a,s nuclear disarmament 
or the prohibition of chemical weapons, we are at the saxie time of the opinion that 
there .is a chance for reaching .agreement on the text of a treaty wliich could convince 
Governments and international public opinion that here i n Geneva we are not spending 
time, money and energy i n vain. As the delegations of s o c i a l i s t countries put i t 
i n doc-ument CD/182, we s h a l l continue to work perseveringly for the e a r l i e s t 
achievement of a f i n a l agreement on the text of a treaty, the importance of which i s 
underlined both i n the P i n a l Document of the f i r s t special session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament and i n n-unerous resolutions adopted by the 
United Nations General Assembly. 

The delegation of Poland wishes to express i t s support for the proposals put 
forward by the Hungarian delegation i n document CD/174 on the setting up of an 
ad hoc group of q u a l i f i e d governmental experts on the prohibition of the development 
and manufacture of new types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such 
weapons. 

My delegation undoubtedly attaches the utm.ost importance to the discussions 
conducted by the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme of. ¿isarmamen-t. 
As a l l of us here know only too w e l l , the elaboration by the Committee of a r e a l l y 
comprehensive programme of disarmament and i t s submission to the General Assembly 
at i t s second special session on disarmament next year i s one of the most urgent 
musts of the Committee on Disarmament. We agree that considerable woric w i l l have to 
be done i f the programme i s to be adopted more or less within a уез.г from now. ïty 
delegation hopes that the- discussions on the i d e n t i f i c a t i o n and acceptance of the 
measures to be included i n the comprehensive programme w i l l crea.te favourable and 
r e a l i s t i c conditions f o r t h e i r r e a l i z a t i o n i n the future. May I add that, i n the 
view of the P o l i s h delegation, the provisions of.the P i n a l Document of the f i r s t 
special session on disamaisent, the reports of the United Hâtions Disarmament 
CoEinission and the Declaration of the 1980s a.s the Second Disamanent Decade provide 
an essential framework f o r elaborating the comprehensive progranne of disarmament. 

I t is- not my intention at t h i s moment to sunmarize the position of the' 
.delegation of Poland: on a l l the items on the agenda of the Connittee on Disamanent. 
Having expressed i n general the views of the Polish delegation on sone of then, I 
wish to point out once again that the very urgent and nost inportant task of t h i s 
Connittee i s to conduct i n good w i l l negotiations on the nost pressing problem, of 
our tines: disamanent. The nore we do now, diiring t h i s session, the more 
confidence we s h a l l deserve fron the nations of the whole world i n the future. 
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The CHAIRI'I&N; I would like t o thank the distinguished representative of 
Poland, A:;¡ba;;;S3xior Sujka, f o r his sta/uement and for the kind words he addressed 
to the Chair. 

I'Ir. GARCIA ROBLIIIS (liexico) (translated from Spanish) : Since, as the 
General Assemhly e x p l i c i t l y recognised at i t s f i r s t special session, the existence 
of nuclear weapons' and the continuedL arras race a,re a threal "to the very survival 
of mankind", i t i s not surprising that the General Assembly should have declared 
at that sane session that " a l l the peoples of the world have a v i t a l interest 
i n the success of disarma-men'!; negotiations" and tliat " a l l States have the right 
to participate i n "those negotiations, f o r wliich i t was expressly provided that 
t h i s Committee on Disarmament woiold be the "single m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating forum". 

A l l of us' here know, however, that the two vetoes which ha.ve been hajiipering 
the Coiimiittee ' s work i n this direction since lo-st yea,r have had the effect of 
n u l l i f y i n g those provisions of tho P i n a l Document. That i s why my delegation 
has believed, since the beginning of the I9SI session, thai t i n view of the 
impossibility of making a~ more effective contribution i t should at lea-st help to 
ensure thâ -t the Committee i s duly informed of the results of the d.eliberations 
of other international bodies which have the good fortime of not being prevented 
from dealing with what i s theore t i c a l l y one of the two priori'ty items on our 
agenda,: the cessation of the nuclear arras race and nuclea,r disarmament. 

It was f o r t h i s reason that, i n Pebruaiy, we a,sked the Secreta.riat to reproduce 
i n a working i^aper the declaration approved, at the conclusion of i t s 
t h i r d session held i n Vienna from 6 to 8'Februaiy, by the Independent Commission 
on Disarmam.ent and Security.' Issues, which i s presided over by Иг, Olof Palme, 
the former Prime Minister of Sweden, and has a membership of nearly 20 eminent persons 
from countries of Europe, Asia, Africa, a,nd the two Americas, including a number 
of high-ranking o f f i c i a l s of the States members of NATO, among them a Prime Minister, 
and of the I'/arsaw Pact and the t h i r d world. 

The working paper i n question appeared as document CD/143J and the 
declaration reproduced i n i t was devoted to a consideration of "The S/iLT process: 
the global stakes". Among i t s conclusions were some which I shall,read out, 
for I feel that i t would be useful to r e c a l l then because they ha.ve even greater 
relevance and force today than they had when they were f i r s t formulated: 

"Tho overriding puipose of the SALT process i s to help pi-event nuclear war. 
Nuclear weapons have confronted manlcind with unprecedented dangers; 
c i v i l i z a t i o n as we know i t can l i t e i - a l l y be destroyed i n mom.ents. There are 
grounds for c r i t i c i z i n g the Si'i.LT process. I t i s cumbersome, and slow. 
It s accomplislim.entG ha,ve been l i m i t e d . But i t i s the only existing means 
to deal with the most pressing threat to man's surv i v a l . I f the process 
comes to an end, what l i t t l e progress had been made i n containing the r i s k 
of nuclear war wonld be set ba,ck immea.surably, I t would n.ean a'return 
to the f u t i l e pi-opaganda wars of the 1950s i n place of serious discussions 
of p r a c t i c a l l i m i t a t i o n s on weaponrjr. And i t would mean removal of one 
of the most important i n i t i a t i v e s to ease the r i s k of nuclea^r war. 

M 
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"For these reasons, the Commission believes i t i s essential for the 
Governments of the United States and the Soviet Union to follow through on 
t h e i r pledges to resume the SALT negotiations. Because of these pledges and 
the global stakes involved, the Commission hopes that the United States and 
the USSR \^±11 continue t h e i r 12 year e f f o r t to negotiate l i m i t s of nuclear 
weapons at the e a r l i e s t possible opportunity and that both sides should show 
maximum rest r a i n t i n the interim. This i s not only i n the interest of the 
United States and the Soviet Union, but of the vmole world." 

I t i s f o r the same reasons as motivated us i n February that my delegation has 
now requested the c i r c u l a t i o n of working paper CD/I88. The working paper repi-oduces 
the two declarations approved by the Independent Commission on Disarmament and 
Security Issues at the conclusion of i t s fourth and f i f t h sessions, concerning, 
respectively, the urgent need for the resumption of negotiations on so-called 
"theatre nuclear weapons" or medium-range nuclear wea^oons, and the Treaty concluded 
between the United States of Ainerica and the Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics 
on 26 Шу 1972, during the. f i r s t stage of the SALT tal k s , bearing the t i t l e 
"Treaty on the Limitation of A n t i - B a l l i s t i c M i s s i l e Systems". 

-In.the f i r s t of these declarations, approved on 26 A p r i l l a s t here i n Geneva, 
the Commission began by e:фressing i t s "serious concern about the present state 
of a f f a i r s i n the f i e l d of arms control and disarmament". I t pointed out that 
"along with resumption of the SALT process, the most important step to arrest 
the present adverse trend would be negotiations on the l i m i t a t i o n of theatre 
nuclear forces", a:nd called on "the United States and. the Soviet Union to start 
such negotiations without any loss of time". I t p l a i n l y stated i t s conclusion that 
" f a i l u r e to begin talks and make progress soon towards the control and reduction 
Of these weapons would result i n aggravating the present dangerous si t u a t i o n 
i n Europe, with repercussions f o r the rest of the world", and ended by emphasizing 
that "the sides along with t h e i r respective a l l i e s should proceed with a sense of 
urgency consistent with the standard of equality and equal security". 

The second of these tvro declarations vjas approved only a l i t t l e over a vjeeU 
ago, as i t emerged from the meeting held i n Moscow from 12 to 14 June. On that 
occasion, the Independent Commission reaffirmed, i n the same terms as those used 
at i t s fourth session, " i t s serious concern about the present state of a f f a i r s i n 
the f i e l d of arms control and clisarmament", and made a detailed study on the 
Treaty on the Limitation of A n t i - B a l l i s t i c M i s s i l e Systecis, taking p a r t i c u l a r note 
• of the • significance and scope of i t s provisions as vjell as of the fact that next 
year the parties, v i i l l "together conduct a review" of the Treaty, as provided 
f o r i n i t s a r t i c l e XIV. 

The outcome of this study was the conclusions set forth i n the second 
declaration quoted i n working paper CD/I88, the most important of \jhich are as 
follows: the ABM Treaty "provides the foundation of strategic s t a b i l i t y necessarj' 
f o r the continuation of S A L I i n such a manner that substa,ntial reductions and 
important qualitative l i m i t a t i o n s of nuclear weapons may be achieved"; the 
broadening and modernization of intercontinental b a l l i s t i c missile defence systems 
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vjould offer on l j raarginal benefit towards that end, and wonld require abrogation 
or major modification of the АБН Treaty; with regard to a n t i - b a l l i s t i c missiles 
f o r the defence of c i t i e s and populations against a massive nuclear attack, 
there was s t i l l no technology- which could be described as effective. 

The Commission therefore considered that "a negotiated settlement reducing 
STibstantially the l e v e l s of strategic forces would be a much more effective way of 
promoting peace and stability"., and consequently that "the United States and 
Soviet Union should continue to preserve the l e t t e r and s p i r i t " of the ABM Treaty, 
which i t considered a "most importamt document". 

% delega-tion i s convinced that i t w i l l be impossible to continue i n d e f i n i t e l y 
preventing the Committee on Disarmament from carr^ring out what must, according to 
the provisions of the F i n a l Documentj be considered i t s primary task — the 
conduct of m i l l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on disarmament, giving nuclear disarmament 
i t s proper p r i o r i t y . Vfe venture to hope that information such as that provided 
i n the two working papers submitted by the delegation of Mexico —. CD/143, of 
11 Februa»iy 1981, and CD/I88, circulated today, which I have introduced i n this 
b r i e f statement — may contribiite, i f only i n seme small degree, to underscoring 
the d e s i r a b i l i t y of accepting the proposal of the Group of 21 set forth i n 
document CD/I8O, of 24 A p r i l 1981} concerning the setting up of an ad hoc working 
group on item 2 of the agenda of the ComEiittee on Disarmament: "Cessation of the 
nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament". 

The meeting rose at 11.50 a.m. 
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The CHAIBIJANS The Committee continues today i t s consideration of item 1 
on i t s agenda, "Nuclear test ban". F i r s t of a l l , I would l i k e to extend a warm 
welcome i n the Committee to His Excellency the Deputy I l i n i s t e r of Foreign A f f a i r s 
of the German Democratic Republic, In-. Demhard Ncugebauer, He vri.ll speak today 
as f i r s t speaker and i t v r i l l be my pleasure to i n v i t e him to address the Committee. 

lïr. Neugebauer joined the diplomatic service i n 1953' holds his present 
position as Deputy I'linister of Foreign A f f a i r s since 1978 • Ne served as 
representative of his country to the Economic Commission for Europe betvreen 19^3 
and 1966, when he became Head of Department at the lîinistry of Foreign A f f a i r s 
u n t i l 1970, Betvreen 1973 and 1977 he vras Deputy Permanent Representative to 
the United Nations and he acted as Chairman of the Special P o l i t i c a l Committee 
of the General Assembly at i t s thirty-second session. 

Иг. NEUGEBAL"ER (German Democratic Republic); Comrade Chairman, f i r s t of a l l 
I would l i k e to thank you for your kind, vrords of \ге1соте. I t i s a great pleasure 
and a p r i v i l e g e for me to have the opportunity to address the Commiittee on 
Disarmament at the beginning of i t s summer session. 

At the same time, I should l i k e , to congratulate you, Comrade Chairman, on 
your assvmiption of the important and demanding o f f i c e of Chairman for the month 
of June, Hay I express my best vrishes to you and through you to a l l members of 
the Committee for a constructive and f r u i t f u l session. Иау I add- t h a t - i t gi-ves 
me p a r t i c u l a r pleasure to see as representative of the Secretary-General, 
Ambassador J a i p a l , vrith vrhom I had the pleasure of co-operating closely during 
his term of o f f i c e i n Nevr York. 

The German Democratic Republic has alxrays devoted much attention to the vrork 
of the Committee on Disarmament. The r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of this body as the single 
m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating forum on global issues of arms l i m i t a t i o n and disarmament 
i s a l l the greater today as the arms race i s being stepped up enormously, 
threatening to get completely out of control. The r i s k of the outbreak of a 
global nuclear c o n f l i c t vrould, as a r e s u l t , r i s e dramatically. An alarmed world 
public has, therefore, come increasingly to judge the Committee by the extent to 
vrhich i t succeeds i n stemming this trend and i n vrorking out agreements that are 
long overdue. 

V/hether i n the vrest or the east, i n the north or the south, the peoples 
vrant the course of peaceful coexistence, détente and disarmament to continue. I t 
i s the course of reason i n the nuclear age. 

The present s i t u a t i o n i s bound to remind us of a h i s t o r i c a l p a r a l l e l . 
Almost half a century ago here i n Geneva — only a stone's tlirovr avray from this 
h a l l — the disarmament efforts of the League of Nations f a i l e d , because they vrere 
boycotted by aggressive forces. They t r i e d — even i f i t vras only s c a n t i l y — to 
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camo-oflage t h e i r war preparations and t h e i r s t r i v i n g for m i l i t a r y superiority 
vrith the slogan " f i r s t rearm, then negotiate". The conseqiiences f o r a l l nations 
were t e r r i b l e , anu i t i s hard to imagine ';oàay, i n a world of thermonuclear 
weapons and b a l l i s t i c missiles, what would happen i f v/e did not succeed i n 
preventing nuclear v/ar. 

Hov/ever, i t i s extremely dangerous and adventurous that p o l i t i c i a n s i n 
responsible positions have been making statements to the effect that armament i s 
more important than negotiation, and that, i n a questionable kind of l o g i c , they 
see more si g n i f i c a n t tasks than that of preventing a v/ar. Regrettably, the 
present si t u a t i o n i n the Committee on Disarmament shov/s that these statements 
have not been verbal s l i p s . Other^/ise i t v/ould be hard to explain v/hy some 
quarters are stubbornly t r y i n g to block negotiations for v/hich there i s a most 
pressing need. The .interrelationship betv/een this attitude and the armament 
decisions of Ш1ТО i s only too obvious. 

Tlie 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 Council of State of the German Democratic Republic, 
Erich Honecker, said on this subject at the Tenth Party Congress: 

"The policy of peaceful coexistence i s the only feasible v/ay i n 
which the danger of a nev/ v/orld v/ar can be banished and a l a s t i n g peace 
can be assured.. There i s no acceptable alternative to t h i s . In order 
that the peoples may be spared the catastrophe of a nuclear holocaust, 
the soundness of this policy must gain acceptance as the motive for 
p r a c t i c a l action." 

In the l i g h t of h i s t o r i c a l experience and of an analysis of the present 
situ a t i o n , the German Democratic Republic has reached the follov/ing conclusion: 
the intensive continuation, the i n i t i a t i o n or the resumption of negotiations i s 
the decisive l i n k . Acting i n accordance with this av/areness i s i n the best 
interest of a l l States v/ithout exception. l/illingness to negotiate, therefore, 
i s not a g i f t by one side to the other. Neither i s i t a suitable matter for 
bargaining. I'/hat i s required i s neither more nor less than v/hat-vras unanimously 
agreed upon 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, at the t h i r t y - f o u r t h session of the 
General Assembly, and i n resolution 35/152 E adopted by the General Assembly at 
i t s t h i r t y - f i f t h session. 

He v/lio does not seek m i l i t a r y superiority and v/ho declares himself i n 
favour of the principles of equality and equal security has no reason to evade 
serious negotiations, especially v/hen one takes into account that this p a r t i c u l a r 
p r i n c i p l e i s supported by the fact that, i n the r e a l v/orld, an approximate 
m i l i t a r y p a r i t y prevails betv/een the USSR and the united States, betv/een the 
V/arsav/ Treaty Organization and NâTp.. The existence of such an approximate 
parity has also been recognized by. many p o l i t i c i a n s and representatives of the 
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m i l i t a r y as well as by s c i e n t i f i c i n s t i t u t i o n s i n western countries. Thus, 
the London-based Ins t i t u t e f o r Strategic Studies, i n i t s , 1980 annual report, • 
concludes; "V/e see,no reason to a l t e r оггг conclusion of e a r l i e r years that the 
over-all balance i s s t i l l such as to make m i l i t a r y aggression appear vmattractive."- . 

I t i s well knovm that the States members of the V/arsaw Treaty Organization do 
not seek m i l i t a r y superiority. Yet, s i m i l a r l y , they w i l l not tolerate m i l i t a r y 
superiority on the other side. • • • ; 

For us, m i l i t a r y p a r i t y i s not an end i n i t s e l f but the starting-point for 
an agreed gradual reduction of the l e v e l of m i l i t a r y forces under conditions of 
undiminished and s t a b i l i z e d security f o r a l l parties concerned. So, our^ position • 
i s c l e a r l y distinguished from a l l v a r i e t i e s of the deterrence doctrine, which 
thrive on the legend about a threat ,f,rora the east. The f o r t i e t h anniversary , 
of the f a s c i s t attack on the USSR r e c a l l s to memory the fact that t h i s legend has 
alv/ays served to camouflage and j u s t i f y armament, aggression and intervention. 

Like the other s o c i a l i s t States, the German Democratic Republic w i l l 
r e l i a b l y and perseveringly pursue i t s foreign-policy course aimed at arras 
l i m i t a t i o n and disarmament. V/e s h a l l make every e f f o r t to help ensirre that the 
p o s s i b i l i t i e s of improving the international climate be used and the Committee's 
tasks be met. Tliis purpose i s served by our programme for a safer peace and 
for disarmament, v/hich i s fori/ard-oriented and, at the same time, r e a l i s t i c . 
The proposals of the T\renty-sixth Congress of the Communist Party of the 
Soviet Union provide fresh stimulants .for the continuation of.détente and the 
prevention of a nuclear war. In this connection, 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 
Council of State of the German Democratic Republic, E r i c h Honecker, stated at 
the Tenth Party Congress: "These proposals, taken singly and together, are proof 
of a consistent quest' f o r peace and a constructive approach to the most urgent 
international problems. Their aim i s no mere temporary improvement i n the world 
situation,',but a sweeping, long-term one, so that peace can be s t a b i l i z e d on a 
permanent basis." 

The , i n i t i a t i v e s of the s o c i a l i s t States are aimed at measures of p o l i t i c a l 
as vrell as m i l i t a r y détente. They relate to nuclear as well as conventional 
v/eapons, to global, b i l a t e r a l and regional aspects. Their primary purpose i s 
to revive the détente dialogue and to bring about f m i t f u l negotiations. V/e 
agree v/ith the non-aligned countries that p r i o r i t y must be given to nuclear 
disarmament, that i s , to a ban on the manufacture of nuclear v/eapons and the , 
gradual reduction of e x i s t i n g stoclcpiles u n t i l they are completely done av/ay with. 

That i s the central task before the Committee on Disarmament. A v/orking group, 
v/ith the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of the nuclear-weapon States, v/ould make i t possible to 
discuss and determine the basic elements of relevant agreements. The security 
interests of a l l those concerned could be duly taken into account. • 
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A factor of extraordinary significance for the over-all problem of nuclear 
disarmament consists i n continuing the S/i.LÏ process while preserving a l l the 
positive elements, that have so f a r been achieved i n this area. Me should l i k e 
to r e c a l l that the United Nations General Assembly, at l a s t year's session, 
adopted by consensus a resolution on t h i s subject. The constructive attitude 
of the USSR \ r i t h regard to the SALT process was also manifest at the 
Twenty-sixth Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union. Closely 
related to the global aspects of the reduction of strategic nuclear arms i s the 
issue of medium-range nuclear weapons i n Europe. This matter has acquired 
particular urgency as a result of NATO's decision to deploy a q u a l i t a t i v e l y new 
generation of nuclear vreapon systems — Pershing I I and cruise mis s i l e s . The 
idea behind this decision i s to put into practice the doctrine of a vrageable, 
limited nuclear ггаг and to create a potential for blaclonail and tlrreats. I t 
has been declared that the point i s the closing of an alleged arms gap. But, in-
r e a l i t y , there exi.sts an equilibrium, covering a l l relevant means of delivery. 
In the case of nuclear warheads, NATO even has a preponderance of as -much as 
50 per cent. Growing opposition to NATO's missile deployment decision and 
categorical c a l l s for negotiations i n many V/est European coujitries t e s t i f y to 
an increasing awareness that the people of these countries have been chosen as 
hostages of a pol i c y of nuclear threat and called to become the f i r s t victims of 
a so-called limited nuclear war. 

No ef f o r t should be spared i n order to st a r t Soviet-American talks on 
medium-range nuclear v/eapons, including.the forv;ard-based systems of the 
United States. Such talks vrould be f a c i l i t a t e d by adopting the moratorium 
proposed by the USSR, taking into account, by the v/ay, ideas stated by Western 
statesmen. A freezing of the medium-range nuclear missile v/eapons deployed i n 
Europe w i l l prevent a further build-up of nuclear c a p a b i l i t i e s and the i r 
modernization. There v/ould be no u n i l a t e r a l advantage because of the prevailing 
approximate parity. And the negotiations on reductions could proceed free from 
strains v/hich v/ould otherv'/ise be caused by a continued arms race i n this f i e l d . 

I t i s easy to understand that the German Democratic Republic, v/hich i s 
situated along the dividing l i n e betv/een NATO and Warsav/ Treaty coimtries, 
attaches special importance to questions of m i l i t a r y détente i n Europe. Their 
solution i s a l l the more s i g n i f i c a n t f o r our people's security interests as the 
German Democratic Republic's neighbour to the v/est has the highest density of 
nuclear-v/eapon deployment on i t s t e r r i t o r y . 

We also f i r m l y support the convening of an all-European conference on 
m i l i t a r y détente and disarmament. Por a continent v/ith the largest concentration 
of the most dangerous v/eapons i t i s of v i t a l importance to continue along the 
road of detente and to lessen m i l i t a r y confrontation. This v/ould be b e n e f i c i a l 
for a l l European States and peoples. I t i s , therefore, completely absurd to 
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demand that the s o c i a l i s t countries pay a price for the convening of t h i s 
conference. The s o c i a l i s t States have submitted clear-cut proposals for the 
preparation and holding of such a conference-and have responded constructively' 
to V/estern ideas expressed i n this respect. This applies, for instance, to the 
declared readiness of the USSR to extend the application of confidence-b-uilding 
measures to the entire Егггореап part of i t s t e r r i t o r y , provided the Western side, 
too, extends the area covered accordingly. Thus f a r , unfortunately, the 
United States and other V/ostcm States have not been prepared to respond to these 
proposals. 

We, f o r our part, -would underline 'that we attach great importance to reaching 
agreement on confidonce-building measures, especially since the p o l i c y of 
m i l i t a r y confrontation i s increasingly causing concern and d i s t r u s t . 

Generally i t i s true of confidence-building measirres that they are not an 
end i n themselves but designed to foster, and speed up disarmament. They camot 
be a substitute f o r disarmament, nor can they gloss over a p o l i c y of m i l i t a r y 
confrontation i rather, they are intended to help overcome such a policjr. And 
here again i t applies that bringing about confidence-building neasures depends 
on the observance of the security interests of a l l parties concerned. 

This year's summer session of the Committee i s already marked by the 
preparations f o r the second special session of tho General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament. The purpose of that special session should be to consolidate vihat 
has been achieved and, furthermore, to obtain nev; r e s u l t s . The German Democratic 
Republic deems i t to be important to mobilize the public s t i l l more against the 
acute dangers involved i n the arms race. For the r e s t , we hold the view that 
the special session should be dominated by: 

The consideration of new draft agreements i n the f i e l d of 
disarmament 5 

The adoption of the comprehensivo disarmament programme 5 and 

New proposals arid i n i t i a t i v e s . b y member States. 

The contribution which, ve believe, the Committee on Disarmament should make 
i n t his respect consists, above a l l , i n making progress and, i f possible, 
completing v;ork on projects which are s t i l l pending. In p a r t i c u l a r , this 
concerns the prohibition of a l l nuclear-weapon tests. The prompt resumption 
of the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations woxild be a decisive step to resolve the remaining 
problems. This i s a l l the more urgent as i-ntense efforts are being made to 
introduce and test new t e r r i b l e types of arms, such as the neiitron bomb. The 
German Democratic Republic supports the demand that a vrorking group be set up on 
this subject, v.dth the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l nuclear-vreapon States, so that the 
Committee on Disarmament can l i v e up to i t s r e s p o n s i b i l i t y i n t h i s f i e l d . 
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Progress towards a ban on chemical weapons v/ould be of major significance. 
A stimulating effect i n this respect vrould, no doubt, result from the resxHiiption 
of the relevant b i l a t e r a l talks betv/een the USSR and the United States. We 
share the concern vihich has been voiced that current measures for the manufacture 
of binary weapons amount to escalating the arms race i n the f i e l d of weapons of . 
mass destruction and, at the same time, .lead to a severe setback i n efforts to 
solve the problem as a v/hole. Here again, there i s a d i s t i n c t r i s k that the 
arms race v/hich certain States are stepping up, v / i l l v/reck p a r t i a l successes 
gained i n the course of negotiations. 

A comparatively advanced stage has been reached i n drafting a convention on 
the prohibition of r a d i o l o g i c a l v/eapons. We see chances for the negotiations to 
be brought to a successful completion by the time the special session i s to 
convene. 

The German Democratic Republic v/ill.continue to participate a c t i v e l y i n the 
vfork of the Committee on the strengthening of security guarantees for non-nuclear-
v/eapon States. We v/ish to r e c a l l that t h i s matter was given great attention by 
the General Assembly at i t s ' f i r s t special session on disarmament. I t i s our 
conviction that concrete progress on this issue would serve the security interests 
of a l l States and be conducive to'measures to bring about nuclear disarmament and 
to strengthen the régime of non-proliferation of nuclear v/eapons. 

The remarkable efforts being undertaken i n the Working Group to draft a 
comprehensive disarmament programme merit high appreciation. In accordance with 
the Pinal Document of the f i r s t special session, the emphasis of i t s work should 
be on concrete and effective measures. 

Tlie Committee on Disarmament bears a great measure of r e s p o n s i b i l i t y for the 
entire disarmament process. I am convinced that the experience embodied i n this 
m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating organ and the great efforts made by the representatives 
of i t s member States are an essential basis on v/hich disarmament agreements, v/hich 
are so v i t a l f o r a l l of us, can be v/orked out. In the f i n a l analysis, what counts 
i n f i g h t i n g the arms race i s not studies or declarations, s t a t i s t i c s or analyses, 
but binding agreements v/hereby the means of material v/ar prepa:ration are curbed 
and ultimately eliminated. 

Comrade Chairman, l e t me assure- you that i t i s the firm intention of the 
German Democratic Republic to continue to do everything i t can to' contribute with 
the utmost resolve and perseverance to meeting the greatest challenge — to 
ensure the survival of manlcind; for there must be no recurrence of v/hat happened 
here i n Geneva almost f i f t y years ago. The conscience of the world must stay 
awake, and p o l i t i c i a n s must spare no pains i n order to put an end to the 
i r r a t i o n a l arms drive. 
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Tlie дЬЩШШТ I thanlí the distinguished representative'of the • 
German Democratic Republic, Deputy I'linister Neugebauer, for his statement and 
for the kind words he addressed to the Chair. 

I-Ir. ¥ ALICER (Australia): Mr. Chairman, mj-- f i r s t words i n my'first statement i n 
the month of June must be to express the pleasure of my' delegation at .serving once . 
more under your chairmanship. Tliis i s a,' frequent pleasure, because i f my calculations 
are r i g h t , you presid-e over two plenaries each v/eek,' tvro sets of informal meetings of 
the plenary and at l e a s t one meeting of the Working Group on Radiological ¥eapons, 
v/hich you also chair. That i s not to mention the various other Oonsultations and 
informal meetings which you dir e c t . My delegation believes that the Committee shoiiLd 
be grateful to you for this service and devotion. I have had occasion e a r l i e r to 
compliment your distinguished predecessor, Ambassador P f e i f f e r , f o r the vv-ay i n v/hich 
he discharged the duties of Chairman of th i s Committee, 

I t i s also a pleasure to welcome the three new representatives amongst us, the 
distinguished Ambassadors of Iran, S r i Lanka and Argentina. My delegation welcomes 
the i r personal contribution to the work of this Committee. I would l i k e also, 
lb:. Chairman, to welcome, and to echo your vrelcome to our distinguished v i s i t o r 
from the Gennan Democratic Republic. 

The Committee on Disarmament i s currently addressing i t s agenda item It 
Nuclear test ban. I propose to speal-c on th i s subject but also to take the 
opportunity of touching on other nuclear issues on VNrhich the Committee i s currently 
working. In this statement I sh a l l give p a r t i c u l a r prominence to the question of 
nuclear non-proliferation i n i t s narrov/ sense of measures to r e s i s t the spread of 
nuclear v/eapons to countries other than the fi v e present nuclear-vreapon States. 
Nuclear non-proliferation i s by no means the only aspect of arras control and 
disarmament to v/hich the Australian Government attaches importance, but i t i s one 
facet of that complex of issues which v/e believe must be kept at the forefront of 
our c o l l e c t i v e attention. 

•¥ny do we attach such great importance to nuclear non-proliferation? 

¥e i n A u s t r a l i a believe that an effective non-proliferation régime — that i s 
to say an effective netv/ork of national and international agreements and other 
arrangements designed to prevent the spread of nuclear weapons ~ that such a régime 
contributes d i r e c t l y to the seciirity of a l l countries. ¥e believe that an effective 
non-proliferation régime can also make an important indirect.contribution to the 
security of States,'by removing a potential source of fear and c o n f l i c t . This i s 
of p a r t i c u l a r relevance i n areas where there i s a high,level of international tension, 
as recent events have demonstrated. ¥e also see an effective nuclear non-proliferation 
régime as necessary for-the c i v i l nuclear trade and international co-operation i n the 
c i v i l uses of nuclear energy. ¥e do not believe that i t v/ould bo a responsible 
attitude to envisage such trade and co-operation outside a rigorous non-proliferation 
régime. 

Por A u s t r a l i a a central element of the non-proliferation régime i s the 
non-proliferation Treaty and i t s attendant system of safeguards. But we believe 
that many other elements ~ including, for.example, other b i l a t e r a l ar.d m u l t i l a t e r a l 
agreements ~ contribute to that régime, ..v/hich has widespread ramifications. 
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One of these other elements - one which i s e x p l i c i t l y recognized i n the NPT — 
i s the l o g i c a l and p o l i t i c a l , connection between v e r t i c a l and horizontal p r o l i f e r a t i o n , 
that i s to say, the connection be-tween measures of nuclear r e s t r a i n t and disarmament 
on the part of nuclear-weapon States and measures to rest r a i n and block the spread 
of nuclear weapons to additional countries. 

Negative security assurances h3,ve a place i n this Australian perspective. They 
relate to the security concerns of non-nuclear-weapon States which deny themselves 
the p o s s i b i l i t y of acquiring t h e i r o\m nuclear weapons. Moreover an undertaking, 
through effective non-proliferation arrangements, that they w i l l not develop or 
acquire nuclear weapons i s i n our view important i n establishing the non-nuclear 
status of countries vjhich are to benefit from such assurances. The Viorking Group, 
which has already held two meetings this session, i s fortunate i n having the able 
I t a l i a n Minister Ciarrapico as Chairman because i t faces the d i f f i c u l t task of.... 
reconciling and accommodating widely diverging approaches. 

Australia's concern for nuclear non-proliferation i s also important to the 
approach which we bring to the attempt to draft a comprehensive programme of 
disarmament. I elaborated on this point i n the statement I made at the conclusion 
of our spring session. My delegation continues to be impressed by the d i f f i c u l t y 
of the task facing the Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament 
and i t s Chairman, the distinguished Ambassador of Mexico. We wish the Working Group 
to succeed i n drafting i n good time a programme that w i l l , by i t s realism and 
constructive nature, э-ttract the enthusiastic adherence and support of a l l countries.-

Turning now to our current agenda item, l e t me r e c a l l that the Australian 
delegation, l i k e many others, has drawn attention to the important role which a 
comprehensive test-ban treaty i s called upon to play i n reinforcing the 
non-proliferation regime of which I have been spealcing. Indeed, of i t s e l f , a. 
comprehensive -fcest-ban treaty would serve the important purposes which I i d e n t i f i e d 
at the beginning of my statement as being served by the non-proliferation régime. 
In addition, a comprehensive test-ban treaty should contribute d i r e c t l y to a 
cessation of the nuclear arms race. Moreover, i t should free people i n many 
countries of their concerns and fears as to the direct physical effec-ts of continued 
nuclear testing. 

This i s the perspective which led the Australian Minister for Foreign A f f a i r s , 
Mr. Street, on 30 May to welcome the announced decision of the new French Government 
to suspend testing i n the South P a c i f i c — testing which, l i k e the nuclear testing 
of the other nuclear-weapon States, has drawn expressions of concern from A u s t r a l i a 
and many other countries. In that statement the Minister expressed the hope 
that the suspension of French testing might lead to i t s permanent end. 
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Unfortimately, a few days l a t e r , the I'linister had to express regret at reports 
that an authoritative spokesman of the French Government ha,d-said that these 
hopes wore not to he f u l f i l l e d . On both occasions I-Ir. Street reiterated 
Australia's determination to work• acti v e l y for a comprehensive..test-ban. treaty 
i n m u l t i l a t e r a l forums. 

This Committee on Disarmament i s loss deeply involved i n the preparation 
of such a treaty than many delegations would wish. Delegations should not, 
however, lose sight of the fact that the Committee i s not спИтоЪг inactive on 
th i s important question. Nothing should deter delegations from tho work now open 
to them.. In the spring wo held a пшпЬег of informal meetings at which important 
statements were made on this issue. I explained at the end of the spring session 
léij my delegation thought these exchangos had been useful. I would today .add to 
those comments an expression of apprécia,tion to -the sponsors of 6.ocumont CD/I8I.--
the delegations known as the Group of 21 — .for contributing that document:to the 
body of papers before the Comm.ittee. Important and useful work ha.s aJso continued 
i n the seismic experts Group. My delegation renews i t s c a l l on a l l delegations .. 
to contribute act i v e l y to the work of that Group and to co-oporate f u l l y i n i t s . 
a c t i v i t i e s . I would wish furthermore to take this occasion to refer once more- to 
the Australian proposal that the administrative and i n s t i t u t i o n a l arrangements 
for an international siesmic network constitute a subject vrhich the Committee 
should waste np time i n addressing. 

In conclusion, since I have broadened the subject matter of this statement 
to include other nuclear issues, I v/ish to say a very fevr v/ords a»bout the proposed 
ra d i o l o g i c a l v/eapons convention. My delegation v/arnly v/elcomcs the positive and 
construc-bive attitude v/hich many delegations, hitherto reserved about t h i s 
convention, have now brought to the Working Group. Wo believe t h a t . i t i s 
important f o r tlie Committee as a whole to respond p o s i t i v e l y to t h i s development 
and to malœ a determined e f f o r t ' t o seek to f i n d ansv/ers to a i l l questions and 
concerns v/hich are raised i n a constructive s p i r i t i n connection vrith the proposed 
convention on raodiological v/eapons. ' We see here the p o s s i b i l i t y of r e a l progress, 
provided a l l concerned can f i n d the requj.site good-v/ill, imagination and above 
aJ-l open-mindodness. No country represented here can be e>rpcc-fced to concede v i t a l 
i nterests but a l l can be expected to make a major e f f o r t to accommodate each other's 
concerns. 

The CI-IAIHI-ÎAI-I; I tl-ia.nk Ambassador Walker of AustraJia f o r his statement and 
for the kind words he addressed to the Chair. 
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Иг. DARUSI'IAN (indonesia): Mr. Chairman, my delegation wishes f i r s t of a l l 
to offer you i t s warm congratulations on your assumption of the chairmanship of 
the Committee for the month of June. I/o have seen you for two consecutive years 
charring the Ad Hoc V/orking Group on Radiological V/oaupons i n a very e f f i c i e n t 
manner, 171th f u l l f l e x i b i l i t y and competence. My delegation has therefore 
every, reason to be confident that, under your chairmanship, the Committee w i l l 
malee further substantive progress during t h i s second paa't of i t s I9SI session. 
I pledge you the f u l l co-operation of my delegation i n the discharge of your 
d i f f i c u l t and hea,vy r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s . 

I should also l i k e to take t l i i s opportunity to- extend the appreciation and 
gratitude of my delegation to' your predecessor, Ambassador P f e i f f e r of the 
Federal Republic of Germany, who presided over the Committee during the month of.. 
A p r i l , and to vrelcome the nevr representatives i n t h i s Committee, ilmbassador Carasales 
of Argentina, Ambassador Ahmad J a l a l i of Iran and Ambassador Tissa Jayalcoddy of 
S r i Lanlca. Allov/ me also to greet the Deputy Minister of Foreign A f f a i r s of the 
German Democratic Republic, H.E. Mr. Б, lleugebauer. 

Looking back at the spring session of our Committee, v/e note that v/hile 
substantive results have been achieved i n various f i e l d s , some issues remained 
uni"esolved. In the viev/ of my delegation, the Ad Hoc V-Zorking Group on 
Chemical V/ea-pons has, during our sirring session, completed i t s ta.slc under i t s 
existing mandate; V/e-have e:фected, therefore, that as from the beginning of t h i s 
summer session of the Committee, tho Ad Hoc V/orking Group on Chemical V/eapons v/ould 
move further by transforming the elements i d e n t i f i e d and the relevant proposals 
submitted into a draft convention. I t i s , regrettably, not the case, at the 
moment at le a s t , because the Ad Hoc V/orking Group v/as not provided v/ith a nev/ 
mandate for the performance of i t s new task. V/e s t i l l hope that, perhaps at a 
la t e r stage during t h i s summer session, the Committee v / i l l be i n a position to 
agree on an adjusted mandate for the Ad Hoc V/orking Group on Chemical V/eapons 
to enable i t actually to draft the text of.a convention on the prohibition of 
the development, production and stockpiling as v/ell as the use of chemical v/eapons. 

The question of assuring the security of non-nuclear-v/eapon States against 
the use or threat of use of nuclear v/capons i s of paramount importance to 
non-nuclear-v/eapon States, considering the continuing arms raxe 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 and the possible use or threat of use of such 
v/eapons. In th i s connection, tho Tv/elith Islamic Conference of Foreign Ministers 
held early t l i i s month i n Baghdad, i n the second precmbular paragraph of 
resolution 28/12-P, stated the follov/ing! 

"Considering that, u n t i l nuclear disa^rmament i s achieved on a 
universal basis, i t i s imperative for the international community to 
dev.elop effective measures to ensure the security of non-nuclear States 
against the use or threa.t of use of nuclear v/eapons from any quarters". 

In the second operative paragraph of the said resolution the Conference stated 
. furthers 

"Requests the members of the Committee on Disarmament to reach an 
urgent agreement on an international convention to assure non-nuclear 
Sta.tes against the use or threat of use of nuclear v/eapons". 
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V/e note that the Ad Hoc VJorking Group on Gecurity Assurances has started the 
second stage of. i t s г/ork, namely, the e:rploration of. vfarious a,lternatives in- • 
searching for. a coamon approach to the problem. V/liile continuing to hold the 
view that the most effective s.s3urances for the' security of non-nuclear-v/eapon 
States v.rould be the banning, of nuclear-v/eapon tests i n a l l environments and 
nuclear disarmament and, pending -these, a complete prohibition on the use'of-
nuclear weapons, my delegation i s v d l l i n g to considier other feasible alternatives 
set ovit i n document CD/SA/VVT. 5, v/ithovit, naturally,, implying our preference or 
acceptance of any of those other alternatives. 

Me ailso note thctt the Ad Hoc V/orking Group on a Comprehensive Programme of 
Disajrmament ha,s resrimed i t s substantive v.rork. The time available to t h i s 
Ad Hoc. V/orking Grouio i s indeed very short to enable i t to complete the formulation 
of a draft programme for. submission to the second special session of the 
General Assembly devoted to'disarmament ne'xt year, considering the v/ide range 
and the' comiole:d.ties of. the issues, involved. Ue have no dou'bt, hov/ever,' thai, 
also during t h i s summer session of the Committee, the Ad Hoc V/orking Group v / i l l 
succeed i n mailing s i g n i f i c a n t progress as v/as the case during our spring session. 

V/ith regard to the v/ork of the Ad Hoc V/orking Group on Ra.diological'V.^eapons, 
my delegation i s plea-sed t'o note that, thanlcs to ^юиг competent chairmanship, 
i t v/as able to malce substantive progress'. V/ith your continued v/ise guidance .and 
the co-operalion of a l l the members of -the Committeo i n the Ad Hoc V/orking Group, 
I am convinced that further -progress v / i l l be made during t h i s summer session and 
that a'draft treaty text, r e f l e c t i n g a l l - t h e -i/orking papers and proposals . 
submitted, could be produced. In the opinion of my delegalion, the questions 
r e l a t i n g to the d e f i n i t i o n of the v/eapons to bo prohibited, the scope of the 
pr o l i i b i t i o n and the uses of radioactive materials-for x^eaceful purposes are some 
of the qviestions of major importance to be dealt v/ith by the Ad Hoc V/orking Group '. 
during t h i s summer session of the Committee. V/ith a viev/ to assuring the 
sovereign .and inalienable rights of evers?--State to develoij nuclear energy for 
peaceful purposes, my delegation v/ould be i n favour of including a provision i n 
the proposed, convention prohibiting attacks on peaceful nuclear f a x i l i t i e s . 
My delegation disagrees v/ith the arguments that the inc l u s i o n of such a provision 
wo-üld not be necessai'y because t h i s i s already stipulated i n the 1977. Protocol I of 
the Protocols Additional to the Geneva Conventions of 12 August 1949, more 
s p e c i f i c a l l y i n i t s a r t i c l e 56. As .v/as pointed out by my delegation during the 
spring session i n i t s sta"tements on chemical v/eapons, the inclvision of iden"tical 
pro-visions i n various international instruments i s not unusual, and i t v/ould only 
reinforce the provisions concerned.. My dclegalion referred, to three Conventions 
and one draft convention v/hich contain i d e n t i c a l provisions. In addition, there 
are also p r a c t i c a l considerations f o r having the provision I referred to e a r l i e r i n 
the proposed ra d i o l o g i c a l convention: i f a State i s not a party to the 
1977 Protocol and i f -the r a d i o l o g i c a l w-eapons convention to v/hich that State i s a 
party does not contain' a p)rovision prohibiting altacks on nuclear i n s t a l l a t i o n s for 
peaceful purposes, t h i s would mean that that Stale v/ovild not be l e g a l l y bound by 
such a pr o h i b i t i o n . The recent I s r a e l i attack on the peaceful nuclear f a c i l i t i e s 
nea,r Ba,ghda.d, which v/a.s e-ntirely v/ithout ju s t i f i c a . t i o n and has posed a serious threat 
to international peace and security and v/as condemned by the international community 
and most recently by the Security Covmcil, renders the inclusion of a provision 
prohibiting attacks on peaceful nucleax f a c i l i t i e s in.the proposed-radiological 
v/eapons convention a l l the more relevant. As v/as r i g h t l y stated'in the statement 
made by the Group of 21 on 18 June, the blatant aggression committed by I s r a e l poses 
a challenge to the sovereign and inalienable right of every State to acquire and 
develop nuclear technology for peaceful purposes. I t i s t o t a l l y -unjus-tifiable that 
peaceful nuclear f a c i l i t i e s , situated i n a country party to the HPT and put under 
IAEA safeguards, чете subject to an attack. The irresponsible I s r a e l i act A/as 
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strongly condemned by my Government immedio.tely after i t took xilace. In a statement 
made on 10 June, the Indonesian Minister for Foreign A f f a i r s stated as follows; 

"Tho Government of the Republic of Indonesia condemns the I s r a e l i a i r 
raids against the nuclear i n s t a l l a t i o n s outside Baghdad on 7 June 1931. The • 
attack, which г/as e n t i r e l y without j u s t i f i c a t i o n , once again demonstrated the 
complete disregard of I s r a e l for the norms of international conduct and 
puriDOsefull;/- increased the tension i n the Middle East". 

The I s r a e l i attack was also j o i n t l y condemned by the ASEAN member countries. In a 
statement issued i n Manila on 17 June 13^1, on the occasion of the annual meeting of 
Foreign Ministers of the ASEAN member countries, the ASEAN Foreign Ministers stated 
as follows: 

"The Foreign Ministers condemn the recent unwarranted I s r a e l i a i r attack 
on I r a q i nuclear installa-tions near Baghdad and regard i t as a serious v i o l a t i o n 
of the United Nations Charter and international 1ад'/. They express grave 
concern that t h i s dangerous and irresiponsible act vrauld escalante the e:cisting 
tension i n the area, and pose a serious tlrreat to international peace and 
security", 

I f I may nov: turn to item 1 of our agenda, namely, "Nuclear test ban", I wish to 
e:фress the f u l l support of my delecation fox' the recommendation contained i n 
document CD/I81 submitted by the Group of 21 that i n the l i g h t of the discussions held 
i n informal meetings of the Committee, an ad hoc working group on a nuclear test ban 
be set up at the beginning of t l i i s summer session of the Committee. Much has already 
been said i n the past on the necessity of estal?lishing such a working grou.p. The 
Group of 21 has even gone further by adso proposing i n the document I have just 
referred to, a s p e c i f i c mandate for the ad hoc working group. Considering that 
working groups constitute the most appropriate forums for the conduct of negotiations, 
i t i s the hope of my delegation that those delegations v/hich during the spring session 
of the Committee manifested their reservations on the creation of the said vrorking 
group are nov/ i n a position to go along v/ith the proposal nade by the Group of 21 i n 
order that actual negotiations can be conducted soon and that the Committee v / i l l be 
able to rei^ort to the second special session next year accordingly. 

Ac regards item 2 of the agenda, "Cessation of the n u c l e a r arms raco and nuclear 
disarmament", i n document CI>/l80 the Group of 21 has proposed that the establisliment 
of an ad hoc v/orking group on t h i s item and i t s mandate should be the immediate 
objective of the considerations at the start of t h i s summer session of the Committee. 

Ue hope that t h i s pending issue, i . e . the creation of ad hoc v/orking groups on 
items 1 and 2, can be resolved v/ithout delay. ¥ithout the estahlishment of 
approjpriate v/orking groups, I am a f r a i d , Mr. Chairman, that actual negotiations could 
never be conducted and t h a i , consequently, t h i s Committee v/ould. cea,se to be a 
negotiating body and v/ould become a deliberative organ, a.t least as f a r as a nuclear 
test ban and the cessation of the nuclear arms race and' nuclear disarmament are 
concerned. 

Tho CIIAIRI1AN; I thanlc Ambassador Darusnan of Indonesia for h i s statement, 
and for the kind v/ords he addressed to the Chair. 
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. JÁYAJKODBY (S r i Lanka) i Mr. Chairman, the delegation of S r i Lanka ;i)ishes at 
the outset to express i t s best wishes and congratulations to you on your assmption 
of the chairmanship of t h i s Comaittse f o r the month o f June. ¥e are confident that 
your long experience, s k i l l and enduring patience w i l l help to guide the Committee to 
constructive and successful endeavour. % delegation pledges i t s f u l l e s t support and 
co-operation with you. -V/e also-viish to express our appreciation of the excellent 
work that was done by Ambassador P f e i f f e r during his tenure of the chairm.anship of the 
Committee i n the month of A p r i l . Permit ne also to extend our own welcome to the 
distinguished Deputy Minister of Foreign M f a i r s of the C-erman Democratic Republic, 
H.E. Er. Heugebauer. 

It i s a pleasure f o r me, Mr. Chairman, to thank you and the distinguished 
iimbassadors here, who have welcom.ed me so warmly to this Coiîmiittee. Your words of 
cordial welcome are a source of great encouragement as I start work i n t h i s Committee. 

Last week i n our deliberations the distinguished ianbassador of Argentina 
presented on behalf of the Group of 21 a statement regarding the I s r a e l i attack on a 
nuclear f a c i l i t y on 7 June. The delegation of S r i Lanka f u l l y supports ' this statement 
v i h i c h expressed the just indignation and concern o f a l l peace-loving people i n the 
world. In connection with this attack, the Government of S r i Lanka issued a 
statement condeiTining the action. May I be permitted to quote the text of t h i s 
statement. 

" S r i Lanka i s greatly perturbed over the I s r a e l i bombing of a nuclear 
reactor i n Iraq. 

"This i s a v i o l a t i o n of the sovereignty of nations. This disregard f o r 
international law can have the m.ost" serious consequences. S r i Lanka condem.ns 
this action and c a l l s on the international community to deal suitably with t h i s 
v i o l a t i o n of international law. 

" S r i Lanka expresses her support and s o l i d a r i t y with Iraq on t h i s issue." 

The implications of t h i s v i o l a t i o n of international law have been extensively 
analysed by the distinguished Ambassadors who have spoken e a r l i e r . Therefore, i t i s 
not necessary f o r me to cover the same ground. I would l i k e to emphasize, however, 
that i n our view this disregard f o r international law threatens the security not only 
of one country or one region of the world, but threatens international peace and 
security as a whole. I t undermines confidence i n the HPT and raises doubts about the 
Treaty's usefulness. The action was designed, we f e e l , to i n t i a i d a t o developing 
countries that are constructing, or planning the construction of t h e i r own nuclear 
f a c i l i t i e s f o r peaceful purposes i n the course of the i r economic dovelopmehf.' ' I t i s 
a t o t a l l y unacceptable form of international behaviour which must not be allowed to 
repeat i t s e l f . 

This session of the Conmittee i s invested with important significance f o r two 
compelling reasons. On the one hand, the negotiations that w i l l be conducted i n the 
next 10 weeks w i l l bring to a close the l a s t f u l l round, of the Cnn¡nittee's work before 
the second special session of the C-eneral Assembly devoted to Disarmament. V/hat the 
Committee achieves w i l l necessarily serve next year, together with the work of the 
spring session of this Comm.ittee i n 1982, as a basis f o r discussions at that 
special session. What i s accomplished i n t h i s Committee w i l l naturally l i e on the 
table f o r consideration by States Members .of the United Nations. Ify.. delegation i s 
convinced that what the Committee w i l l transmit to the General Assembly at i t s 
special session w i l l not f a l l completely short of the expectations of a l l Mem.ber States 
and the m i l l i o n s of concerned people around the world гЛо j u s t i f i a b l y expect that 
something concrete i n the forn of negotiated agreements w i l l cone out of our work. 
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This session also draws special significance from the currently deteriorating 
international p o l i t i c a l environment. We are witnessing a steady d r i f t away from a 
period of relaxed relations when the voices of international dialogu^. were less 
strident and more co-operative than they are now. We seem to be losing some of the 
ground that was gained i n avoiding crises and lessening tensions around the world. 
Anxiety and fear are not diminishing. On the contrary they grow stronger and the 
causes that generate them are increasing. 

Against t h i s background i t . i s claimed by some that the present time i s inopportune 
fo r genuine negotiations. on disarmament and a variety of re.?.sons are adduced to sustain 
this point of view. However, f o r my delegation the time of tension and growing crises 
c a l l s f o r renewed and vigorous efforts at working towards m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmam.ent 
negotiations. The work of this. Committee, my delegation would wish to urge, cannot 
and should not be subject to the blowing of hot and cold i n the relations between 
individual States or groups of States. M a l t i l a t e r a l disarmament negotiations are an 
integral part of the struggle to avoid catastrophic annihilation of the people of this 
planet, and the destruction of the planet i t s e l f . We, therefore, hope that this 
session of the Committee w i l l turn out to be э productive and constructive one despite 
the cold winds that might blow elsewhere. 

The two p r i o r i t y items of the Coimnittee's work have been and remain a nuclear test 
ban and the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. The 
Group of 21 has submitted proposals to this Committee on both these items, c a l l i n g f o r 
the setting up of working groups on them. Щг delegation i s of the view that the reasons 
that were adduced by the Group of 21 and many other delegations i n favour of an urgent 
beginning of negotiations on these two items are co.nvincing. The case f o r the setting 
up of these working groups i n the view of my delegation i s clear and ra t i o n a l and 
should be beyond controversy. However, this Committee has not been able to arrive at 
a consensus on the setting up of these working groups. It i s said by those who.do not 
support the setting up of the working groups that the - two p r i o r i t y items are too 
complicated i n their nature, and are not ripe enough for negotiations i n this forum. 

Ho one could quarrel with tho assertion that the issues are complicated, but that 
i s reason enough i n i t s e l f f o r making a start at resolving them through working groups 
of this Committee гЛ1сЬ i s , after a l l , the only m u l t i l a t e r a l forum f o r disarmament 
negotiations. The very dangers that nuclear weapons pose and the utter f u t i l i t y of 
using them must surely make items one and two of our agenda ripe enough for negotiation 
i n this Committee. These two p r i o r i t y items have earned thei r place at the top of the 
agenda of this Committee out of th e i r very importance f o r the survival of a l l mankind. 
I t . i s only r a t i o n a l , therefore, that they should be so treated by the Committee. 

There i s today repeated assertion that national and international security can be 
defended and maintained only by resort to, and reliance on, theories of deterrence and 
m i l i t a r y superiority which, i t i s said, can provide the only certain and effective 
shield, f o r survival. The question that my delegation would wish to pose i s whether 
there i s no other course f o r survival. Cannot the c o l l e c t i v e wisdom of ' mankind plot 
a new course to ensure that the world l i v e s i n l a s t i n g peace, security and harmony? 
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The S r i Lanka delegation i s convinced that negotiations i n two new working groups of 
this Coipjnittee on the two high-priority agenda items, combined with the work on the 
other agenda items, could lead the ŵ y towards t h i s other coursa. My delegation, 
therefore, earnestly urges that this Com.mittee agrees by consensus to set up 
iniraedlately working groups on the two p r i o r i t y items of the agenda. L consensus 
agreement on th i s issue w i l l be the Comnittoe's positive response to the universal cry 
for nuclear disarmam.ent. 

As regards the item on security assurances for non-nuclear-vjeapon States, my 
delegation i s pleased to see the Working Group on that subject, under i t s able 
Chairman^ has proceeded beyond the existing u n i l a t e r a l declarations of the nuclear-
weapon States and got down to the business of examining substantive issues i n the form 
of alternative propos'-^ls f o r a common formula f o r security assurances. f!^ delegation 
shares the r e a l i s t i c view that the examination of alternatives should lead the 
working group"to concentrate on the most prornising alternative i n terns of i t s 
acceptability to a l l concerned. This realism should, however, be a two-way street. 
While I do not wish to engage i n a polemical discussion as to why and how the need for 
security assurances arose, I should l i k e simply to say that the nuclear-weapon States 
ought also to take account of the r e a l i t y of the very nature and the mobility of 
exis t i n g nuclear vjeapons, and of the fact that the primary consideration i n giving 
security assurances should be to meet the security concerns of non-nuclear-weapon 
States rather than the perceived security concerns of the nuclear-weapon States 
themselves. I t would be u n r e a l i s t i c and unjust to expect the States who- have 
renounced the nuclear option i n unambiguous terms to accept an assurance against the 
threat or use of nuclear weapons which w i l l eventually be invalidated through a series 
of q u a l i f i c a t i o n s . 

The. Working Group on Chemical Weapons, under i t s very e f f i c i e n t Chairman, has 
presented a programme of work for i t s next phase of negotiation with which my 
delegation i s i n general agreenent. Щ delegation i s of the viexí that the Connittee 
should give urgent consideration to the question of expanding the mandate of this 
Working Group to enable i t to proceed towards actual elaboration of a convention on the 
basis of the large measure of convergence of views that was evident during the f i r s t 
part of the session and also to make further progress i n narrowing down the 
differences that exist on several issues. Ify delegation f e e l s that i n respect '^f 
certain issues, consideration of texts would be the next l o g i c a l step to f a c i l i t a t e the 
l a t t e r exercise. 

. As to the question whether the Working C-roup should cmcentrate on making further 
progress on areas of agreement .-.-r whether efforts should be int e n s i f i e d to narrow the 
differences, my delegation keeps an open nind as f l e x i b i l i t y on the part of a l l 
delegations would f a c i l i t a t e a decision on this question depending upon the progress of 
negotiations. 

The Ad Hoc Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, through the 
unt i r i n g e f f o r t s of i t s Chairman, has already been able to achieve considerable progress 
i n examining the measures to be included i n the progr.anme. The work that l i e s ahead 
of us during the second part of the 1981 session w i l l be c r u c i a l , not only because i t 
involves substantive discussion of the measures and the inportant question of a ti n e -
frame f o r the programme, but also because d e f i n i t i v e progress i n f i n a l i z a t i o n of the 
comprehensive programme of disarmament w i l l make a concrete contribution to the 
deliberations of the General Assembly at i t s second special session on disarmament. 
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Despite the low p r i o r i t y attached to i t i n our agenda, ny delegation believes 
that the negotietlon of a treaty banning rad i o l o g i c a l weapons w i l l be a contribution 
to the disarmament effort i n that i t w i l l hopefully eliminate at least one option for 
the qualitative improvement of nuclear weapons and, more importantly, indirect methods 
of waging radi o l o g i c a l warfare. The recent I s r a e l i attack on an Iraqi nuclear plant 
has brought into sharp focus the v a l i d i t y of the argument that a treaty banning ' 
radiological weapons should encompass the p o s s i b i l i t y of waging radiological warfare 
by attacks on peaceful nuclear power i n s t a l l a t i o n s . % delegation wishes to stress 
strongly that a future treaty on radiologioal weapons should include positive 
provisions to f a c i l i t a t e access, f o r a l l States, to nuclear technology f o r peaceful 
purposes and international co-operati'^n f o r the peaceful application of nuclear 
technology and radioactive materials. 

ify delegation i s prepared to co-operate f u l l y i n your dedicated efforts as 
Chairman of the Ы Hoc Working Group on Radiological Weapons to f a c i l i t a t e the speedy 
f i n a l i z a t i o n of negotiations on t h i s item. 

Щ- delegation w i l l continue to make i t s contribution, modest though i t be, 
towards the success of t h i s Committee's work. 

The CHAIRM/iJf; I thank Ambassador Jayakoddy of S r i Lanka for his statement and 
f o r the kind words he addressed to the Chair. 

Mr. SIШJLI (Morocco) (translated from French); % delegation would f i r s t l i k e to 
express i t s s a t i s f a c t i o n at the speedy restmiption of substantive work i n our Committee. 
It i s a pleasure to note, i n this cop-nection, that at the very outset of i t s session 
this year the Committee embarked on the active phase of i t s work, thus breaking with 
the distressing trend seen i n previous years, when our negotiating body appeared to be 
condemned to spend the bulk of i t s time on procedural matters and the organization of 
work. 

There i s , indeed, no denying that t h i s year there has been evidence of a general 
w i l l to i n i t i a t e without delay, and i n a constructive s p i r i t , negotiations on the 
majority of the items on our agenda. These negotiations have been of a breadth and 
an intensity which we are happy to recognize. The ad hoc working groups have been 
able to make some progress, thanlcs to the genuine efforts made by a l l delegations and 
the impetus given to them by t h e i r respective chairmen, to whom we wish to pay a w e l l -
deserved tribute. 

The experience we now have confirms that working groups do indeed constitute the 
best machinery f o r the conduct of conrete negotiations within the Committee. It 
cannot but be regretted, therefore, that i t should not yet have been p o s s i b l e — f o r 
reasons with which everyone i s f a m i l i a r — to reach a consensus on the establishment of 
two working groups on items 1 and 2 of our agenda, namely, a "nuclear test ban" and the 
"cessation of the nuclear am.s race and nuclear disarmament". 
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I t i s , to say tbe least,. paradoxical that we should find ...pur s e l ves unable to • 
negotiate on these two questions which, I need hardly remind you, h.̂ ve been given-
absolute p r i o r i t y and which everyone agrees are of the utmost i m p o r t a n c e . - , • 
delegation certainly.can neither understand nor agree with attempts to gain^acceptance 
fo r the idea that the prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests and nuclear .disarmament are 
not appropriate topics f o r negotiation within the Committee. On the contrary, we 
believe that these two fundamental questions f a l l within the j u r i s d i c t i o n and the 
terms of reference of this m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating body. It i s , moreover, no 
accident that they appear.high on our agenda. 

With regard to the prohibition of nuclear-weapon .tests, the fact that t h i s 
question has been under study f o r a quarter of a century cl e a r l y indicates the lack of 
p o l i t i c a l w i l l on the part of the major nuclear-weapon Powers to achieve a positive 
and satisfactory outcome. 

Yet the urgent need to conclude a treaty completely banning nuclear-weap'-in tests ' 
has been constantly proclaimed and affirmed both by the United Nations General Assembly 
and by the various bodies responsible f o r disarmament negotiations. No one can be 
unaware of the impact that such a treaty w-ould have on the ch.;-\nces of success of the 
efforts to put an end to the qualitative improvement of nviclear weapons and to prevent 
the p r o l i f e r a t i o n of such weapons. 

It i s inconceivable that the nuclear-weapon Powers should f e e l no obligation to 
respond to the deep-rooted c-'incerns and the long-standing expectations of the 
international community other than with such reluctance to conclude a nuclear test-ban 
treaty. We believe that t h i s situation cannot'last i n d e f i n i t e l y without; .risk of;.grave 
••'ian.'̂ge to the non-proliferation regime i t s e l f . That i s why we m.ust pay heed to the 
urgent appeals contained i n the many resolutions of the General Assembly which c a l l on 
us to take the steps necessary to i n i t i a t e negotiations and conclude such a treaty. 

In t h i s Committee, the neutral and non-aligned countries, supported by many other 
delegations, have again and again emphasized the urgent need to set up an ad hoc 
working group to conduct negotiations to th i s end. In a recent proposal, contained i n 
document CD/181 which, my delegation wishes to repeat, i t f u l l y supports, the . .: 
Group of 21 reiterated i t s position yet again, c a l l i n g f o r the establishment, f o r the 
duration of th i s summer part of the Comi-aittee ' s session, of a viorking gr-oup with a" 
mandate "to negotiate on provisions^relating to tho scope, ve^pifi<jation of compliance 
and the f i n a l clauses of a (3r-aft treaty r e l a t i n g to item 1 ; of i t s agend.^ ". 

The Group of 21 also sought to make a further contribution to the Committee's work 
by drawing the attention of the nuclear-we-^pon Powers engaged i n the t r i l a t e r a l 
negotiations to a nmiber of sp e c i f i c questions to which i t would be very wise and 
extremely desirable f o r them to provide appropriate answers. 

Vfe should l i k e to express the hope that common sense and wisdom w i l l eventually 
prevail and that we s h a l l then be able to get down without further del^^y to -the task 
that has been entrusted to us. 

The question of the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament i s 
-one to which the international c-oramunity has also attached the highest p r i o r i t y . Por 
no one can be unaware of the grave threats that loom over the world as a resul t of the 
pursuit of the nuclear arms race or of the disastrous consequences that the outbreak 
•of a nuclear war would have f o r the whole of mankind. 
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¥¡y country i s f i r m l y convinced that nuclear disarmament i s an essential measure 
capable of i n s t i t u t i n g a climate of trust between States and peoples and of 
strengthening peace and security i n the world. . . 

Consequently, we cannot subscribe to the view expressed by certain delegations 
that peace and s t a b i l i t y have been maintained i n the world because of nuclear ' 
deterrence. 

Щг delegation would l i k e to refer i n this connection to the statement that was 
submitted by our Group of 21 during the f i r s t part of this session and that, i n 
part i c u l a r , refuted the doctrine of deterrence i n these terms; 

. "The Group of 21 i s ... convinced, as a result of the discussions, that, 
doctrines of nuclear deterrence, f a r from being responsible f o r the maintenance 
of international peace and security, l i e at the root of the continuing escalation 
of the quantitative and qualitative development of nuclear armaments and lead to 
greater insecurity and i n s t a b i l i t y i n international relations. Moreover, such 
doctrines., which i n the ultimate analysis are predicated upon the willingness to 
use nuclear weapons, cannot be the basis f o r preventing the outbreak of a nuclear 
war, a war which would affect belligerents and non-belligerents a l i k e . " 

It has often been said i n the Committee that the p o l i t i c a l w i l l of States, and 
especially of the nuclear-weapon States, i s the prerequisite f o r the success of any 
negotiations on nuclear disarmament. We f u l l y share t h i s opinion and hope that the 
nuclear-weapon Powers w i l l manifest that p o l i t i c a l w i l l by i n i t i a t i n g appropriate 
negotiations i n the working group vihose establishment has been requested by the 
Group of 21, with the reasonable and r e a l i s t i c mandate proposed. 

Unt i l nuclear disarmament has become a r e a l i t y , the non-nuclear-weapon States are 
entitled to seek and obtain guarantees against the use or threat of use of such 
weapons. 

The question of negative security guarantees i s one of those that are the subject 
of negotiations i n the Committee's ad hoc working groups. 

I should l i k e very b r i e f l y to state my delegation's views on a number of important 
aspects of those questions. 

With regard to the item entitled "Effective international arrangements to assure 
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons", my 
delegation favours the adoption of an international instrument of a l e g a l l y binding 
nature, which might take the form of an international convention. Mea.nwhile,. we 
hope that the V/orking Group w i l l be able to agree on inter im arrangements, perhaps 
through a Security Council resolution. 

Prom the discussions that have been held so f a r i n the Working C-roup, my 
delegation has the impression that certain nuclear-weapon Powers are more concerned, 
with the i r own security than with that of the non-nuclear-weapon countries for whose 
benefit the Working Group has been.charged with negotiating these international 
undertakings. V/e should l i k e to hope that our misgivings and doubts w i l l be rapidly 
dispelled, f o r the States which have volun t a r i l y renounced the acquisition of nuclear 
weapons legitimately expect the Powers possessing such weapons to give them, without 
any ambiguity whatsoever, guarantees against the use or thre.-^t of use of those weapons. 
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Vith respect tr rodiological weppons, the Ifii-king Group h--is ?s i t s tnsk the 
negotiation of я conventi-n prohibiting the development, production, stockpiling and 
use of radiological weapons. 

:iQ.though the c'^nclusion of such a convention• would not constitute a disarm^-ment 
measure i n fhe stri'-t sense, we are, none the le s s , favourably disposed towards any 
i n i t i a t i v e or measure aimed at preventing the emergence, and prohibiting the use, of 
new types of weapons of mass destruction, 

V/hen th i s question was examined by the Working Group, a major objection was raised 
with respect to the d e f i n i t i o n of radiological weapons as proposed i n the draft text of 
a treaty submitted j o i n t l y by the United States and the Soviet Union. In this 
connection, the Moroccan delegation i s of the opinion that whatever the d e f i n i t i o n we 
adopt, i t must not i n any way j u s t i f y or leg i t i m i z e the possession or use of nuclear 
weapons. 

In addition, I should l i k e to take t h i s opportunity to reiter a t e my'delegation's 
support f o r the Swedish proposal f o r the inclusion i n the future convention of 
provisions prohibiting deliberate attacks on c i v i l i a n nuclear i n s t a l l a t i o n s . 

The Moroccan delegation attaches very great importance to the negotiation and 
conclusion of a convention prohibiting chemical weapons. The elaboration of a 
convention on t h i s question, which i s , moreover, an urgent one and ̂ ne which has been 
given high p r i o r i t y , would unquestionably constitute an effective and genuine 
disarmament measure. 

In the vie\i; of my delegation, i t would be desirable for this convention to be 
general i n scope and to include also a prohibition on the use of chemical weapons. We 
do not share the view expressed by certain delegations that the inclusion i n the 
convention of a provision bamiing the use of chemical weapons would have the effect of 
weakening the Geneva Protocol. Such a provision could i n no way prejudice the e a r l i e r 
instrument, which we consider to be very valuable. 

We are convinced that, i n view of the progress made i n i t s work by the 
Working Group on Chemical Weapons, the Committee w i l l shortly take a decision f o r the 
broadening of i t s mandate so as to enable i t to apply i t s e l f to the elaboration of the 
text of a convention. 

I w i l l conclude my statement with о few words on the comprehensive programme of 
disarmament. 

¿ S everyone knows, the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme of 
Disarmament i s the only Group whose mandate i s subject to a time-limit, since i t i s 
required to submit the programme to the United Nations General Assembly pt i t s 
second special session devoted to disarmament, vihich w i l l be held, i n June 1982. L i t t l e 
time remains, • therefore, before that important date. We f e e l , nevertheless, that the 
Group has made good progress i n i t s work and that, under the impetus of i t s Chairman, 
the distinguished representative of Mexico, i t has acquired such momentimi that we are 
j u s t i f i e d i n hoping that we shall by then have a document containing a comprehensive 
programme of disarmament. 
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Ыг. УЕШа.ТЕ51/ЛГ1Аи (india)s Mr. Chairman, l e t me f i r s t of a l l extend the warm 
vrelcome of my delegation to li.E , the Depu.ty Minister of Foreign A f f a i r s of the 
German Democratic Republic, Mr. Bernard lleugebauer. lie have listened váth keen 
interest to his thought-provoking and constructive intervention i n our Coramàttee 
th i s morning. 

Today i s the l a s t plenary meeting of the current session at v/hich the 
Committee v / i l l be considering the question of a comprehensive nuclear test ban, 
v/hich i s the f i r s t item on our agenda, not v/ithout good and su f f i c i e n t reason. 
Of course, v/e may revert to this important subject l a t e r i n the session, perhaps 
i n the f i r s t v/oek of August, because v/e have yet to talce a decision on certain 
formal, proposals made by the Group of 21. I am ref e r r i n g to docviment CD/IOI 
of 24 A p r i l 1901» i n v/hich the Group of 21 has put forward for approval a dra^ft 
mandate seeking the establisliment of an axl hoc v/orlcing grotip of the CD to negotiate 
on the provisions of a treaty banning a l l nuclear A/eapono tests. 

Me v/ould expect the Committee to talce a formal decision on this proposal 
of the Group of 21, as, indeed, v/e v/ould. expect the same treatment for the other 
proposal of the Group of 21 i n document CD^GO proposing the setting up of a 
further v/orking group on the question of the cessation of the nuclear arms race and. 
nuclear disarmament. In both cases the Group of 21 has proposed precisely defined, 
mandates indicating hov/ best the Committee on Disarmament may f u l f i l i t s 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s at the present time i n regard, to tv/o questions v/loich have been 
accorded the highest p r i o r i t y by the General Assembly гЛ i t s f i r s t speciaJ session 
devoted to disarmament. 

At our l a s t plenary.meeting, on 23 June, the distinguished Ambassadors of B r a z i l 
and Mexico raised these very same points. The Ambassador of B r a z i l referred to 
the series of questions addressed by the Croup of 21 to the t r i l a t e r a l negotiators 
on the test ban. He said : "The nuclear-v/eapon States concerned should not shirk 
t h e i r special r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s and they should respond to the unanimous concern of 
the non-nuclear-v/eapon States". We agree v/ith him, and v/e certainly expect replies 
to our questions, i f not from the t r i l a t e r a l negotiators as a grcjup, then from the 
indivi d u a l States concerned. Refusal on th e i r part to ansv/er those questions 
v/ould inevitably diminish the role of the Committee as a m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating 
forum — a role v/hich has been conferred on this Committee by the consensus o f . i t s 
members and of the General Assembly. In that event \re s h a l l have to review the 
fundamental attitudes of the members tov/ards the Committee i n r e l a t i o n to the fvjnctions 
entrusted to us. 

These questions are particularljr relevant, since despite the sustained 
consideration of a nuclear test ban over tho la.st quarter of a century or more, v/e 
are s t i l l no nearer to a treaty. ' V e r i f i c a t i o n ha.s been said, to be a major 
stumbling-block. But i s that reaJly the case?- In 1952» a group of experts from 
both V/estern countries as well as s o c i a l i s t countries, studied the p o s s i b i l i t y of 
detecting violations of a possible agreement on the su.spension of nuclear tests'. 
The .experts had detailed a'viable v e r i f i c a t i o n and control system and then салпе to 
the unanimous conclusion: ' ' ' 

"The Conference of Experts, having considered a control system for 
detecting violations of a possible agreement on the suspension of nuclear test s , 
has come to the conclusion that the methods for detecting nuclear explosions 
available at the present timo, v i z . , the method of collectrng sajnples of 
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ra.dioactive debris, tlio méthode of recording seismic, a x o n s t i c a n d 
hydroacoustic waves, acnd the radio-signal method,'along v/ith the use of 
on-site inspection of unidentified evento v;hich Coui-:'" bo suopoctoô of being 
nuclea'r exploslohs, maii'e i t possible to •detect and: i d e n t i f y nuclear explosions, 
including low y i e l d explosions ( l ~ 5 h t ) . The C'onforcnco ha,G 'lieréfore come 
to the conclusion thai i t i s technically foa,sible to establish, v/ith the 
ca p a b i l i t i e s and l i m i t a t i o n s indiccited "oelov;, a './ог'.-каЛ!:'; .and. effectlve^ 
control system, to detect -lola-tions of an agreement on the world-vide 
suspension of nuclear v.roapono tests." 

That vras i n 1558. Technology has made rapid strides i n the intervening years. 
And yet, some countries s t i l l continue to a.rgue that adequate v e r i f i c a t i o n of a. 
nuclear test ban remains an obstacle. The experts of the same comitries had, 
more than 20 yea.rs ago, accepted that v e r i f i c a t i o n v;as not a problem, given the 
technology then available. Does not - this demonstrate the v a l i d i t y of our assertion 
that the r e a l d i f f i c u l t y l i e s i n a lack of p o l i t i c a l v / i l l , not v e r i f i c a t i o n ? Our 
Committee cannot evade th i s issue and s t i l l retain i t s c r e d i b i l i t y . 

This i s a matter of v i t a l importance to the future of the Committee on 
Disarmament, In that connection, v/e s h a l l also have to bear i n mind the decisions 
v/e eventually take i n the CD on the proposals of the Group of 21 f o r the 
establishment of tv/o v/orking grovips, one on the nuclear test ban and the other on 
the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. So far we have 
only discussed these matters at several informal meetings, and v/hile those meetings 
have contributed, to our general educatio.n, they have not moved us one inch closer 
to the undertalcing of m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on any aspect of the nuclear 
questions, v/hich understandably deserve the highest p r i o r i t y . The time has come 
noviT for the Committee to talce formal decisions on the formal proposals before i t . 
I t i s not enough to ha-ve them discussed at informal meetings v/hose proceedings are 
not even recorded. 

The members of the Group of 21 have i n a l l seriousnes."' and earnestness of 
purpose assumed t h e i r r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s and put fo'rr/ard concrete proposals concerning 
the most important question--facing a l l of из — the question of human survival. 
They have demonstrated good f a i t h and good intentions, and they cannot be held 
responsible f o r lack of progress. As the Ambassad.br of Poland said on 23 June, a l 
the -plenary meeting of the Committee, questions are being avSked as to v/hal the CD 
has achieved, since the f i r s t special session, ahd i f i t has achieved nothing, v/ho 
i s responsible for that. My delegation v/ould cer t a i n l y not blame the CD as a v/hole, 
or the Group of 21, for f a i l u r e to deliver the goods c o l l e c t i v e l y expected of us. 

One thing i s very clear. I t i s not for lack of initia^ t i v e s or absence of 
proposals that v/e ha.ve made no -progress on nuclear issues. There i s no shorta^ge of 
proposals v/ithin the CD or outside i t . The other day the Ambassad.or of Mexico 
referred to the -proposals of the Ind.ependent Commission on DisaA-mament and Sec^urity 
Issues-. One' has' only to read, journals, nev/spapors and other publications to become., 
acutely av/are of the in t e n s i t y of public concern f o r the immediate cessation of the 
nuclear arms race. Former diplomats, p o l i t i c a l leaders and negotiators of a.rms 
control measures, not to spealc of s c i e n t i s t s and retired generals — people v/ho have 
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had intimate insid.e knov;ledge of the arme race and i t s dangers — have v;arned about 
the r i s k s inlierent i n the loresent s i t u a t i o n and have put for\>iard various suggestions 
as to v/hat ought to be done. Concerned non-governmental organizations have also 
done the same. \¡hy i s i t , then, that v/e, i n the Committeo on Disarmament, have not 
given adequate attention to these moimting expressions of public concern? IJhy i s i t 
that we have not even made a compilation 6f the various proposals made, i n a l l 
s i n c e r i t y , by eminent, persons? V/e have received l i t e r a l l y thousands of 
communications from citizens of many coiintries, voicing t h e i r simple desire for 
survival i n a v/orld freed from the danger of a nuclea-r holocaust. V/hat i s to be 
our response to t h e i r , c r i e s of anguish? 

Evidently, the expectations from the Committee are great indeed. Are these 
expectations misplaced? Ho, I do not thinlc so, because the General Assembly, at 
i t s f i r s t special session on disarmament, gave us a clear enough mandate to concern 
ourselves v/ith the prevention of nuclear war, v/ith the cessation of the nuclear arms 
race and v/ith the achievement of nuclear disa^rmament. The Committee on Disarmament i s , 
i n a sense, accountable not only to the General Assembly but also to the public 
at large for i t s non-performance in,regard to these nuclear questions. At our 
informal meetings v/e have discussed the prerequisites f o r negotiations, but г/е have 
not yet reached any consensus on the actual commencement of negotiations on an 
agreed basis. Doctrines of nuclear deterrence ha„ve been subjected to strong 
c r i t i c i s m by us on the ground that they have i n fact fuelled the arms race and 
increased the r i s k s of nuclear war. V/e have also questioned the legitimacy of the 
use of nuclear v/eapons, as they ha.ve the potential f o r endangering the very survival 
of the human species. 

There i s nov/ very little.more l o f t f o r us to do as a body except to begin 
negotiations on a variety of urgent nuclear disarmament issues. I f the 
Committee on Disarmament, constituted as i t i s , cannot tackle questions of direct 
relevance to the survival of manlcind, v/e might as v/ell confess our impotence. Or 
else v/e should t r y to i d e n t i f y the obstacles i n the path of our undertalcing 
negotiations. V/hat could be these obstacles? 1/hat r e a l l y are the causes underlying 
this senseless nuclear a,rms race? V/e do not believe that man i s pov/erless before the 
so-called teclinological momentum of the arms race. Every decision concerning the . 
arms race i s man-made and i s d i r e c t l y related to State p o l i c i e s . ШгеЛ, then, are 
State p o l i c i e s made of? — fear, suspicion, envy? Ho longer i s the security of one 
State unrelated to the security of other States, f o r i n a nuclear v/ar v/e s h a l l a J l be 
victims. V/e have demonstrably not r e a l l y addressed ourselves so f a r to the root 
causes"; unless v/e do so, v/e s h a l l not be able to create tho proper climate f o r 
success i n disarmament negotiations. 

Some would have us believe that v/e cannot have disarmament unless v/e f i r s t agree 
to v e r i f i c a t i o n and control mcastires. Others t e l l us that v/e must f i r s t agree on 
the disarmament package before v e r i f i c a t i o n and control ca).i be accepted. It i s 
f u t i l e to argue about v/hich comes f i r s t — control or disarmament. Ily delegation 
stated i n I 9 6 2 , on 20 Ilarch of that year, i n the EÎ1DC at i t s f i f t h meeting, presided . 
over by Mr. ICrishna Menon, that "Ily Government .has at a l l times regarded control and, 
disarmament as being inseparable. V/e do not thinlc one should follov/ the other or 
should obstruct the other". . . . -
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It i s i n the l i g h t of t h i s position that \те have exajnined i n a,' preliminary-Hannej: 
the Canadian conceptual vrorking paper on aims control v e r i f i c a t i o n . .It i s a useful 
and, interesting compilation of va.rious v e r i f i c a t i o n and control mea^sures and i t 
outlines the merits and demerits of s p e c i f i c ;..'ystemG. One thing i s íihi-Uidantly clear 
to us, and that' i s that there i s no such thing as & univercally applicable 
v e r i f i c a t i o n process, and that each system has to be gca-rod to the special 
requirements of pa r t i c u l a r measures of disarma^ient. The Canadian paper has 
correctly assessed the missing ingredient as " p o l i t i c a l w i l l " . 

I have the d i s t i n c t f e e l i n g , № . Chairman, that so f a r vre have been looking only 
at the symptoms of the disease vrithout r e a l l y trying to go into or remove them. 
It seems to us, therefore, that vre should r e a l l y be addressing ourselves primarily to 
the reasons for the absence of this p o l i t i c a l v r i l l , and to related questions such as, 
"\Ihy i s there mutual fear and, suspicion?"; " l / l i a t i s i t that States are d.eterring one 
another from?"; "Vfliat are t h e i r legitimate, fears?" and "Ilovr should vre establish 
mutual confidence and t r u s t ? " . These are basic questions fa-cing us and the ansv/ers 
v r i l l decide the future of manlcind.. As long a-s there i s mutual fear- and suspicion, 
there w i l l be need, for v e r i f i c a t i o n . But once the climate of mistrust i s dispelled, 
v e r i f i c a t i o n v r i l l be less of an obsession. Unfortunately, today the more povrerful 
a nation i s , the more afraid i t seems to be. The search for security does not l i e ' 
i n acquiring more arms but rather i n establishing an equilibrium of peace vrith one's 
e a r l i e r perceived adversary. 

Mr. AICRAIÎ (Palcistan)î Mr. Chairman, f i r s t of a l l I vrould l i k e to add the voice 
of my delegation i n extending a vrarm vrelcome to the Deputy Minister f o r 
Foreign A f f a i r s of the German Democratic Republic to our Committee. I vrould also 
l i k e to express my delegation's s a t i s f a c t i o n at the e f f i c i e n t and effective vray i n 
vrhich you have been conducting the vrork of our Committee during the current month. 
I have asked, for the f l o o r t h i s morning i n order b r i e f l y to express the views of 
the Pakistan delegation on the item l i s t e d on our programme of vrork f o r t h i s vreelc: 
a nuclear test ban. 

For nearly two d.ecades, Paicistan has a c t i v e l y advocated the conclusion of a 
comprehensive nuclear test-ban treaty as an important instrument to arrest the 
v e r t i c a l and horizontal p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear vrea.pons. Developments during 
t h i s time, including the hundreds of nuclear tests conducted by the major , •• 
nuclear-v/eapon Pov/ers to perfect t h e i r nuclear v/eapons, and the techniques" developed 
for t h i s purpose, have no doubt eroded the viltimate impact of a nuclear test-ban 
treaty on disarmament and increased the d i f f i c u l t i e s i n nsgotiating a treaty v/hich 
could gain universal adherence. 

Nevertheless, Paicistan considers that the achievement of an effective test-ban 
treaty v/ould constitute an important and indispensable step i n the broa^der process 
of h a l t i n g and reversing the nuclea^r a.rms race, especially betv/een the, tv/o 
Super-Pov/ers. I t i s quite evident, hov/ever,. that a nuclear test-ban treaty v r i l l 
not be effective or gain universal adherence unless i t i s equita^ble and 
non-discriminatory. An unequal and discriminatory treaty, such as ..the NPT, can 
no longer be imposed on the non-nuclear-vreapon States. 
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I t renains the firm conviction of my delegation that such an equitable treaty, 
which responds to tho national security concerns of a l l States, can be evolved only 
V7ithin t h i s m u l t i l a t e r a l body set up for the purpose of conducting disarmament 
negotiations. This conviction i s shared Ъу a l l the members of the Group of 21. 
The Group has proposed, i n dociunent C D / I S I , that the Committee establish an a>d hoc 
working group with a precise mandate "to negotiate on provisions r e l a t i n g to the 
scope, v e r i f i c a t i o n of compliance and. the f i n a l clauses of a draft treaty" r e l a t i n g to 
item 1 of the Committee's agenda e n t i t l e d , "Unclear test ban". 

Besides the point of pr i n c i p l e to which I have referred, the-opening of concrete 
•negotiations i n the Committee on the nuclear test ban have become indispensable 
for tv/o additional reasons. '- • 

Pirst,. i t v/as agreed i n paragraph 51 of the Fi n a l Bocument of the 
f i r s t special session of the General-Assembly devoted to disa^rmament that the 
three nuclear-v/eapon States v/hich have chosen to conduct separate and r e s t r i c t e d 
negotiations on this subject should urgently conclude these negotiations and submit 
the results for f u l l consideration by t h i s Committee, Almost three years hâve;, 
elapsed since t h i s agreement v/as unanimously adopted. The t r i l a t e r a l negotiations 
have not been concluded. Indeed, these talks have been suspended for almost a year. 
There i s no assurance that they' v / i l l be resumed and. i f they are resvimed, v/hether 
they.can be concluded successfully. In the circumstances, tho Committee on 
Disarmament i s the natural and. only available forum for negotiations on the siibject. 

Moreover, such information as has been made avaàla.ble about the substance 
of the- t r i l a t e r a l negotiations malees i t seem rather u n l i k e l y that the kind of 
arrangements being negotiated by the three nuclear-v/eapon Pov/ers w i l l provide the 
basis for a treaty that can, .in the v/ords of the F i n a l Document, "gain universal 
adherence". Thé doubts 'and 'questions'which àri'èe'v/ith'regard, to the effectiveness 
and equity of the treaty being evolved i n the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations were expressed 
during the informal meetings of the CbmDiiftee 6n the-svibject e a r l i e r this..year. 
These doubts and misgivings are reflected i n the questions posed to the t r i l a t e r a l 
negotiators by members of the Group of 21 and v/hich are outlined i n document CD/181. 

I t should be self-evident/ therefore, vfhy my delegation and other members of 
the Group of 21 do not agree with-the conclusion of the three negotiating parties 
contained i n t h e i r report submitted l a s t Auguot that the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations 
"offer the best v/a.y for\-/ard". I t has often been a,rgued that negotiations on a 
nuclear test ban v/ithin the CD ma,y have a negative influence on the t r i l a t e r a l talles. 
I t i s time to say that surely the shoe i s on the other foot. I t i s the restricted 
t a l k s , v/hich cater to the national interests of three States, v/hich must be conducted, 
i f at a l l , i n a van that does not impede the condvict of m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations 
on a-measure that affects the v i t a l security interests of a l l States. 

It .is apparent that the vast majority of the members of the Committee strongly 
favour the establisliment of a v/orking group on a nuclear test ban and the 
commencement of concrete negotiations under the aegis of the Committee. Indeed, one 
could say that a consensus, as normally understood, exists on the"proposal of the 
Group, of 21. But of course v/e have chosen to interpret consensus i n the Committee 
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as. meaning -unanimitj/-. Therefore the CD may well find i t s e l f гшаЫе to approve 
the', proposal for the establislmient of an ad hoc v/orking grovip.. .nevertheless,' v/e 
hope that.ithe. Ccmmittee v.dll mal":e a formd determina,tion on the subject and o.t lea-st 
record the over\/helming support for the proposai of the Ca-oup of 21. 

At the same time, v/e hope that the three negotiating parties v / i l l demonstrate 
th e i r good f a i t h by responding, j o i n t l y or i n d i v i d u a l l y , to the number of pertinent 
questions v/hich have been a,ddrGSsed to them by the members of the Group of 21 and 
v/hich are l i s t e d i n document CD/161. I t i s our vmderstanding thai not a l l of the 
three negotiating parties are engaged i n a- reviev/ of t h e i r p o l i c i e s . Some of them 
should surely find i t possible to provide t h i s Committee v/ith c l a r i f i c a t i o n s - regarding 
t h e i r position on the issues raised by members of the Group of - 21. I-iy delegation 
v/ould, therefore, l i k e to address the follov/ing question to ea,ch of the t r i l a t e r a l 
negotiators s a.rè they prepared to provide — and. i f so, when — the information and 
clarifications;requested by the Group of 21 i n document CD/181? 

The СШУ1Ш#ЛТ; I thanlc Mr. Akrajn of Palcistan f o r his statement and f o r the kind 
v/ords he addressed, to the Chair. 

Before adjourning the plenary meeting, I v/ould. l i k e to suggest that v/e hold, 
i n f i v e minutes' time, a b r i e f informal meeting to consider a communication addressed 
to me by a non-member State, as v/ell as the relevant draft decision. Both documents 
v/ere placed i n the delegations' boxes yesterday morning and have also been circulated 
i n the Committee today. I v/ould also l i k e to suggest a timetable f o r meetings.of 
the Committee and. i t s subsidiary.bodies during the coming week.' I f there i s no 
objection, we w i l l suspend the plenary meeting and. convene, the informal, meeting. 

The meeting v/as "suspended at 12.35 У-Ш- and resumed at 12.4-0 P«m. 

The CIIAIPJ-IALIs The 132nd plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament i s 
resumed. 

Working Paper ITo, 4 I , containing the draft decision concerning the p a r t i c i p a t i o n 
during I98I of the representative of Austria i n the meetings of the Ad Hoc 
l/orking Group on Puadiological Weapons, i s before the Committee. - I f there i s no 
objection, I v / i l l consid.er that the Committee adopts the draft decision, I see 
no objection. 

It \-/as so decided. 

The CHAIFJ-IAH; A timetable f o r meetings of the Committee and i t s subsidiary bodies 
has also been circulated, today. Ac I explained at the informa,l meeting, the time 
timetable i s merely indicat i v e and subject to change i f necessary. I f there are 
no objections, I v / i l l consider that the Committee decides to be guid.ed 'by i t . 

I t v/as so decided. 

The СШ11Ш-1АН; The next plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament v / i l l 
be held on Tuesday, 50 June, at 10.30 a.m. 

The meeting rose at 12.45 P«m. 
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The С Н А Ш Ш ; I declare open the 133rd plenary meeting of tho Committee on 
Disarmament. The Committee starts today i t s consideration of item 2 on i t s 
agenda J Cessation of the nticlear anas: race and nuclear disejmpjnent» I vrish to 
note tho presence among us today of the participants i n the I9OI united Nations 
Programme of Fellowships on Disarmament. I would lilce to welcome them i n the 
Committee and to wish them a successful and f 3?uitful stay'in Geneva. 

l'îr. ТЕПЯСРЕ (Ethiopia): Comrade Chairman, today heing the l a s t day i n the 
month of Juno during which you liave presided as Chairman of the Committee on 
Disarmament, may I talce t h i s opjjortunity to express'the sincere appreciation of 
my delegation f o r the very high degree of e f f i c i e n c y and competence ir i t h which 
you have discharged your duties and r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s , not only as Chairman of the 
Committee on Disarmament but also as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Worlcing Group on 
Iladiological Weapons. 

I wish also to extend our appreciation to your predecessor, Ambassador P f e i f f e r 
of the Federal Republic of Germany, for the valuable services he rendered as 
Chairman of the Committeo during the month of A p r i l , At the same time, I would 
lilce to extend a warm welcome to our ne\i colleagues i n the Committee, the 
distinguished representatives of Argentina, Iran and S r i Lanka. 

Comrade Chairman, I would also lilce to j o i n you i n welcoming the participants 
i n the I98I United Nations Disarmament Pellovrship Programme \rho are present here 
t h i s morning and I -wish thorn success i n t h e i r t r a i n i n g . Tho purpose of my 
intervention today i s to spealc on items 1 and 2 of our programmo of vrork. Before 
doing so, however, I vrould lilce to comment b r i e f l y on the vrork of the four ad hoc 
vrorking groups. With regard to the Ad Hoc Working Group on Radiological Weapons, 
v;e vrould express the hope that the outstanding issues, such as the d e f i n i t i o n of a 
r a d i o l o g i c a l v/eapon and the scope of the convention, v r i l l be speedily resolved so 
that tho Committee can present a draft convention to the General Assembly as soon 
as possible. Ily delegation i s also cognizant of the efforts being made by the 
Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons^ under the chairmanship of Ambassador Lidgard 
of Svjedon, to negotiate a conventioaa for the prohibition of the development, 
production and s t o c k p i l i n g of a l l chemical weapons and t h e i r destruction. Wo hope 
that differences of viev/s v<rith respect to the scope of tho p r o h i b i t i o n , v e r i f i c a t i o n 
and other provisions v / i l l be resolved under a revised mandate of the Worlcing Group. 
The provisions r e l a t i n g to the destruction of chemical weapons and the dismantling 
or conversion of chemical weapons f a c i l i t i e s , together with the procedures v/hereby 
these provisions are scrupulously carried out and complied v/ith, arc features vrhich 
require maximum effo r t by a l l parties i n the negotiations. 

Ify delegation i s also pleased to note tliat the Ad Hoc Working Group on a 
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament i s being chaired by the distinguished 
representative of Iloxico, Ambassador Garcia Robles v/ho, I am sure, v / i l l l i v e up to 
the groat r e s p o n s i b i l i t y entrusted to him. Щ delegation extends i t s f u l l 
co-operation i n tho efforts being undertaken by the Group to recommend effective 
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disarTuanient measures within a framework of a phased programme including stages f o r 
implementation vri.th a viev/ to attaining general and complete disarmament at least 
byitie end of tho century. The c r u c i a l point i s that such a programme, i n order 
to he ready f o r submission,to the General Assembly at i t s second special session 
devoted to disarmament, requires not only careful but expeditious preparation and 
also the p o l i t i c a l courage to support i t s main tenents. 

With regard to the Ad Hoc Working Group on Security Assurances, the position 
of my delegation i s t h a t the various statements made by the nuclear-vraapon States 
s t i l l r e f l e c t underlying differences. The Working Group should, therefore, 
continue to look for a common denominator with a majciraum degree of f l e x i b i l i t y and 
a s.ense.. of realism. Hov/ever, v/e should not bo s a t i s f i e d v/ith an eroded form of 
assurances to non-nuclear-v/eapon States. I f the genuine concern of non-nuclear-
weapon States f o r security assurances i s sincerely recognized, i t should.not be 
d i f f i c u l t to evolve a common approach acceptable to a l l , v/hich could bo included 
i n an effective international convention of a l e g a l l y binding character. 

The Ethiopian delegation believes that a l l nuclcar-v/oapon States should v/ork 
towards renouncing the production and acquisition of a l l nuclear weapons and should 
r e f r a i n from stationing nuclear v/eapons- on the t e r r i t o r i e s of States vrhere there are 
no such v/eapons at present. We hope that the examination of tho various forms of 
alternative assurances v / i l l result i n an acceptable common approach. An important 
step and. positive .contribution tov/ards the -prevention of. the p r o l i f e r a t i o n of 
nuclear v/eapons could be provided'by the- creation of nuclear-v/capon-frcc zones. 
This p o s s i b i l i t y , although v/idely acknov/lodged by a l l , has not been adequately 
explored. In pa r t i c u l a r , the decisions of the African Heads of State and 'the 
United Nations General Assembly concerning the denuclearization of A f r i c a have not 
been heeded and - consoq.uently,.: the apartheid regime of South A f r i c a has emerged as 
a potential nuclear- Pov/cr. I do not find i t necessârj'- at th i s stage to reaffirm 
my Government's unequivocal stand against t h i s policy except to state that-the 
question of South Africa's nuclear-v/eapon capability continues to pose a grave threat 
to international peace and security.. 

The frightening dimensions-of the." event that took place tliree v/e.eks ago near 
Baghdad i s an additional grave. concorn....for the preservation of international peace. 
In t h i s connection, the Group of 21, i n document CD/IO7, has taken a categorical 
stand to v/hich my delegation has subscribed. In p a r t i c u l a r , the Ethiopian 
delegation v/ould l i k e to stress the importance i t attaches to tho f i r s t paragraph of 
th i s document v/hich I vrould l i k e to quote:' 

"The members of the Group of 21 have consistently uphold tho principles 
of the United Nations Charter regarding s t r i c t respect for the t e r r i t o r i a l 
i n t e g r i t y , sovereignty and p o l i t i c a l independence of States and the non-use 
of force or throat of force i n international r e l a t i o n s . Tho members of the 
group liavc always opposed and continue to oppose a l l acts of aggression and 
vi o l a t i o n of these p r i n c i p l e s . " 
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I now turn to itcns 1 and 2 of our agenda, namely. Nuclear tost ban and 
Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. 

The United Nations General Assembly has adopted numerous resolutions c a l l i n g 
upon the nuclear-weapon States to prohibit a l l nuclear-weapon tests i n a l l 
environments, and urging them to exert and to i n t e n s i f y concerted e f f o r t s to achieve 
effective measures for tho cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear 
disarmament. Ethiopia, together with other States, has for a long time called f o r 
the speedy conclusion of an i n t c r r a t i o n a l treaty on a general and complete prohibition 
of nucloar-ireapon tests i n a l l environments, which would be a major step tovrards 
h a l t i n g the arms race and gradually reversing i t s course u n t i l general and complete 
disarmament can be achieved-. It i s to be recalled that as f a r back as 1959» 
Ethiopia proposed a United Nations declaration of principles- which would condemn 
and outlaw the-use of mxclear and thermonuclear weapons. Further, during the f i r s t 
special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, Ethiopia together 
with other States i n i t i a t e d a draft resolution stressing the urgent need for tho 
cessation of the testing of nuclear weapons. 

More recently there have been numerous i n i t i a t i v e s and proposals on t h i s 
subject. I would lilce to malee only a b r i e f reference to the proposal of the 
Group of 21 contained i n document CD/181. I also wish to note i n t h i s regard the 
valuable contribution made by the Secretariat i n the preparation of tho tabulation 
contained i n document CD/171. 

In CD/181, the Group of 21 has presented a positive.and r e a l i s t i c approach to 
deal with the question of a nuclear test ban. Tho proposal for the setting up of 
an ad hoc working group on a nuclear test ban has also been supported by a group of 
s o c i a l i s t States and others. In t h i s connection, l e t me point out that the 
Ethiopian delegation and many others endorsed the proposal contained i n document CI1/4 
as early as February 1979. This was considered a sound basis f o r i n i t i a t i n g serious 
negotiations by the Committee. Thus the question of finding a sound negotiating 
framevrork through tho establishment of an ad hoc working group i s found to be 
acceptable to almost a l l the members of the Committee,to a l l , that i s , except two of 
the States engaged i n the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations. A s p e c i f i c mandate for the 
vrorking group v/as also proposed i n the Group of 21 paper. In the absence of a 
mechanism such as the proposed ad hoc v/orking group, i t v/ould be impossible to 
i n i t i a t e negotiations and to make progress i n t h i s urgent and h i g h - p r i o r i t y item. 
The informal meetings devoted to these issues are of some value i n themselves, but 
cannot be regarded as a substitute for a v/orking group v/hich i s the most promising 
machinery for conducting negotiations. Despite the fact tliat the establisl-iment of 
a vrorking group i s no guarantee for success, nevertheless, v/c hope that the prevailing 
viev/ w i l l persuade the tv/o nuclear-v/eapon S-tates i n question to examine the value 
of t h i s proposal seriously, so that the Committee can commence negotiations on t h i s 
urgent and h i g h - p r i o r i t y item. 
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Purthemore, i n CI)/l81 pertinent questions hàvp Ъёе'п'put'forward, the answers 
to which the Committee as well as the international commimi'ty are e n t i t l e d to 
receive from the t r i l a t e r a l ncGotiatorc. In this regard, several delegations have 
made the point that the series of questions deserves replies and I would add that 
i f these questions were f u l l y answered tha.t might enable the Comnittee to re-examine 
i t s cotirse of action. 

The proposals of the Group of 21 i n documents CH/lSO and O / l B l do not claim 
to resolve a l l the issues or even to offer a \iay of making significant progress. 
But CD/180 i n p a r t i c u l a r provides a r e a l i s t i c analysis of the doctrines of 
deterrence and offers so-und proposals xjhich my dolegation believes could be 
u t i l i z e d as a basis fo r i n i t i a t i n g serious and genuine negotiations, tho conduct 
of which ,has been entrusted to the Conmittec by the General Assembly. 

Ethiopia, l i k e the overuhelming n.ajority of States, believes that a l l nations 
have a v i t a l interest i n measures of nuclear disarmajnent and that doctrines of 
nuclear deterrence l i e a,t the root of the arms race and lead to greater insecurity 
and i n s t a b i l i t y i n international r e l a t i o n s . 

With increasing c r i s i s and tensions i n various regions of the world, the c a l l 
f o r disarmajnent seems to have encountered a serious setback. Certain States appear 
to be showing diminishing interest i n and less concern about the ever-increasing 
arms race. There are many indications of this sad state of a f f a i r s , including 
increased m i l i t a r y budgets with a concomitant decrease i n international a i d 
programmes. Ifj delegation would l i k e to express i t s deep concern at this 
development, which one cannot f a i l to note i n statements and briefings of high 
o f f i c i a l s from some nuclear-weapon States. In the capitals of sone of these 
countries, disarmament issues appea.r to occupy less prominent attention. Most 
important of adl, and regrettably so, the sense of the urge-ncy of these 
questions seems to be dwindling. The heighterung of international tension and 
the sharp deterioration i n the international si t u a t i o n signal the beginning 
of a new era of anxiety \;ith the increa ed p o s s i b i l i t y of nuclear catastrophe. 
Unless tangible progress i s nado to curb the nuclear arms race and to halt the 
v e r t i c a l as well as the horizontal p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear weapons, the chances 
for nuclear war w i l l be increasing considerably. 

The СНА1Ш1А.Н; I thank Ambassador Terrefe of Ethiopia f o r his statement and 
fo r the kind words he addressed to the Chair. 
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I-Ir. CAEASALES (Argentina) (translated i r o a Spanich); i l r . Chairman, before 
embarlcing on the substantive port of my -tatement, I should l i k e to comply v i t h the 
request made to me by the Vice-Minister for Foreign A f f a i r s of my country, vho had 
the privilege of addressing a plenary meeting of th i s Committee some days ago. As 
thi s i s the f i r s t plenary meeting at v/hich the delegation of Argentina i s talcing the 
fl o o r since the Vice-Minister's address I should l i l c e , on his behalf, to express his 
thanlcs for a l l the expressions of welcome offered to him at tho meeting at v/hich he 
spoke. He very much regretted that he could not stay longer and continue the 
dialogue г/ith the distingiished members of this Committee, but he v/as obliged to 
return to Buenos Aires that сипе day. He therefore asked me to extend to you a l l his 
thanlcs f o r the v/arm welcome he received i n t h i s body. 

I should l i k e , at the same time, on my ov/n behalf, to express my thanlcs f o r a l l 
the v/ords of ;/elcome I have received since the day on v/hich I joined t h i s Committee, 
beginning v/ith yourself, Mr. Chairman, I deeply appreciate the f r i e n d l y v/elcomo I 
have received i n th i s forum and I can assure you a l l that I s h a l l nlv/ays participate 
i n t h i s Committee v/ith the best of good v / i l l ond i n a profoundly constructive s p i r i t . 
I thank very sincerely a l l those members of the Committee v/ho v/elcomed me on the 
occasion of my joi n i n g the Committee. 

To conclude t h i s introduction, Ilr. Chairman, since this i s the l a s t ásy on which 
you v / i l l preside over the vrork of th i s body, I should l i k e to extend to you ray 
delegation's congratulations on the extremely e f f i c i e n t manner i n which you have done 
so during v/hat i s alv/ays a p a r t i c u l a r l y d i f f i c u l t period, that of the i n i t i a t i o n of the 
Committee's a c t i v i t i e s at the beginning of each of i t s sessions. You have guided 
the Committee's deliberations and the necessary informal negotiations v/ith the 
greatest effectiveness, and I should merely lilce to place on record my appreciation 
as w e l l as my admiration i n this connection. At the same time I should l i k e to vi/ish 
the next Chairman of the Committee, the distinguished Ambassador of India, every 
success i n his term of o f f i c e . 

I should nc'/ l i k e to refer very b r i e f l y to the s p e c i f i c issue before the 
Committee today, namely, agenda item 2, "Cessation of the nuclear arms race and 
nuclear disarmament". The position of the Argentine Republic on t h i s question has 
been stated consistently and repeatedly both i n the Committee on Disarmament and i n 
the United Nations General Assembly, and also i n other bodies concerned with 
disarmament. In coming here today to reiter a t e that position, we do not v/ish either 
to contributé to the conduct of an exercise i n rhetoric or to promote the f i c t i o n that 
th i s Committee i s concerning i t s e l f v/ith those matters \/hich most seriously affect 
international security. On the contrary, v/e have come to express the very serious 
concern of the Argentine Government at the non-existence of negotiations to halt 
and reverse the nuclear arms race, which currently appears to have acquired nev/ and 
regrettable v i t a l i t y . 

The present international s i t u a t i o n i n this regard i s grave, especially since 
we fi n d no ind i c a t i o n that the major Pov/ers hove either s u f f i c i e n t p o l i t i c a l v / i l l to 
change i t or any -understanding of the urgency of negotiating solutions. 

We do not at a l l accept the argxraent of those \rho maintain that questions 
concerning the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament should be the preserve of 
a fev/. \/e do not accept that view for two p r i n c i p a l reasons: Ьесаггзе our ov/n 
security i s involved, and because past experience has shovm that that road leads to 
f a i l u r e . The special r e s p o n s i b i l i t y \/liich the possession of nuclear arsenals en t a i l s 
carries v/ith i t the duty to exercise caution i n p o l i t i c a l matters and moderation i n 
m i l i t a r y matters. 
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This i s v a l i d not only i n the context of the nuclear arms race, but also i n the 
context of m i l i t a r y r i v a l r y i n general. Time and again we have been told that the 
qualitative development of the nuclear arsenal of one group of States i s the cauce 
of the quantitative growth i n the arsenal of the i r potential adversaries. Time and 
again we have also been t o l d that the increase i n the conventional forces of one 
m i l i t a r y alliance maíces i t essential for the other, m i l i t a r y alliance to strengthen, 
its"secTxri-fcy by expanding i t c nuclear forces, i n a s p i r a l which never seems to stop. 
No one could consider us so u n r e a l i s t i c as to believe that nuclear disarmament alone' 
would be enough t.o strengthen secxirity i n some regions of the world. We f u l l y 
understand that some cases necessitate the simultaneous negotiation of measures 
r e l a t i n g to other categories of weapons and forces. However, an understanding of 
the r e a l i t i e s of some areas does not prevent us from putting f i r s t the general 
interest of manlcind, and, we repeat that comprehensive nuclear di'sarmaanent i s the 
v i t a l imperative of our time. 

As far as this Committee i s concerned, again v/e f i n d that stagnation i s the 
predominant featxire. Item 2 of our agenda, so designated as long ago as .1979? seems 
to be-;a; dead l e t t e r . Ily delegation reiterates i t s firm support for the .statement 
of the .Group of 21 contained i n document CD/I30, and'maintains that no member State 
should fear the franlc discussion of these questions i n an ad hoc v/orking group 
established to deal with item 2,' 

Paragraph 50 of the F i n a l Document of the f i r s t special session of the 
General Assembly .devoted to disarmixment provides us v/ith an adequate mandate for the 
v/ork of that subsidiary body. Its content v/as negotiated v/ith the- p a r t i c i p a t i o n of 
the nuclear-weapon States and includes a l l the conditions v/hich they themselves 
considered i t necessary to insert .to enable-them to accord i t the i r assent. Thus 
vi/hat i s nov/ needed i s the p o l i t i c a l v / i l l to enable them to overcome- thei r objections 
to the establishment of the v/orking group. We hope that that v / i l l can be expressed . 
i n such a v/ay as to f a c i l i t a t e .a positive decision by this Committee on the proposal 
of the Group of 21 . 

The CHAIRI-IAN; I thanlc Ambassador Carasales of Argentina for his statement and 
for the Icind vrords he addressed to the Chair. ' 

Ш. VENKATESWARAIT (india): I'ir. Chairman, I v/ould l i k e to offer some further 
observations on the item before us today, namely, Cessation of the nuclear arras 
race and. nuclear disarmament. The formulation of this item is.pr e c i s e . There can 
be no room for ambiguity and a l l the members of this Committee have accepted i t . 
The v/ord "cessation" could not mean anything else but a t o t a l stop and a- f i n a l 
h a lting of the nuclear arms race, and i s not merely i t s regulation or control. .That 
i s огдг declared and agreed c o l l e c t i v e objective, and v/e are here to enter into 
negotiations with a viev/ to attaining that goal. 

The Committee on Disarmament has been created by consensus by the. United Nations 
General Assembly as a m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating forum. What i s the meaning-of this 
word "negotiate"? I have consulted tv/o v/ell-lcnovrn dictionaries — the. Concise Oxford 
Dictionary and Webster's Dictionary — and both are agreed that "to; negotiate" 
means "to confer v/ith one another with a viev/ to reaching compromise or agreement". 

I have for very good reasons taken the trouble to define the terras "cessation" 
and "negotiate", because apparently some members seek to give these terms a different 
interpretation. These differences become apparent during the informal meetings v/e 
had during the spring session and v/hich are continuing i n the current session. 
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Some memDers, notably a very small but powerful minority, maintain that 
"negotiations" on the nuclear arms race end nuclear disarmi;ment should be conducted, 
betv/een those nuclear-weapon States having the largest nuclear arsenals, through 
the SALT process and other b i l a t e r a l c n t - c t s and that the Comjaitt.ee on Disarmament 
i s not an appropriate forum for the purpose of these negotiations, although of. co-orse 
they generously concede that we may continue to discuss this question ad infinitum. 
This minority also admits that the object of thei r b i l a t e r a l negotiations i's' the 
"cont r o l l i n g " of the nuclear arms race, v/hsreac ov.r maaidate and declared objective i s 
i t s complete cessation. In the l i g h t of these differences of vievis, i t i s cleea: as 
to why we have not been able to agree on the establishment of a working gToup tmder 
t M s item. 

I wish to make i t clear that my delegation does not share the viev/s of t h i s 
minority which, having once agreed to the incl-usion of t l i i s item on our agenda, nov/ 
opposes i t and by so opposing prevents the Comnittee from undertalcing meaningful 
negotiations of any kind under t h i s item. This i s a great p i t y , and i t i s also 
unfortunately the result of the operation of the сопсепзиз ru l e . In any case. i t i s 
clear that there i s no absence of p o l i t i c a l v / i l l on the part of the vast majority of 
the members of the Committee to begin negotiations i n an ad hoc v/orking group. 

A question has been addressed to us as to v/hat i t i s that v/e v/ish to negotiate. 
I v/onder v/hether any ansv/er v/e give to th i s question v/ould convert those v/ho have 
talcen a negative attitude on the proposals of the Group of 21 . Perhaps not. I f . so, 
I v/onder v/liy t h i s c[uestion v/as put to us i n the f i r s t place. Since, hov/ever, i t has 
been put, i t deserves ari ansv/er. There are a number of i^roposals that could be 
negotiated by us and I v/ould refer i n the f i r s t instance to the compilation of 
proposals prepared by the Secretariat. So far as my delegation i s concerned, India 
put forward i t s proposals as early as 195^ concerning areas such as the hal t i n g of 
nuclear-v/eapon t e s t s , a cut-off i n the production of fissionable materials for 
m i l i t a r y purposes, the dismantling of nuclear v/eapons, etc. etc. 

India i s nox the only countiy that has presented proposals, and I iaiov/ several 
other members have also done the same. Mexico has a large number of propoeals to 
i t s c r e d i t . Nigeria suggested that we might begin by negotiating a freeze i n the 
nuclear arsenals. Other members, including some Uest Evrropeen coimtriec, have 
suggested considering a cut-off i n the production of fissionable materials f o r m i l i t a r y 
uses, a ban on further f l i g h t testing of delivery vehicles, a nuclear-test ban and 
some other matters as v/ell. The s o c i a l i s t cóvmtries also-proposed that v/e talce up 
the question of the non-stationing of nuclear v/eaponc 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.. One s o c i a l i s t member has. suggested a 
t r o i k a , namely, no more development of nev/ v/eapons, no more deployment and no more 
tests. 

As you see, v/e have a large number of proposals to choose from, but the fact i s 
that because of the attitude of a handful"of delegations tov/ards the negotiating 
role of the CD, v/e are unable to do anything i n the way of negotiations on nuclear 
issues. In these circumstímces v/hat i s the Comnittee to do? U e l l , for one thing, 
i t can accept the viev/s of these delegations and adopt the amiable posture of urging 
the major Pov/ers i n the direction of b i l a t e r a l negotiations oh objectives they may 
agree upon betv/een themselves. Secondly, v/e may l i m i t ourselves "nobly" to having 
"great argument about i t and about, and come out of the same door as i n v/e v/ent", to 
quote Omar Khayyam. This v/ould be the l i n e of least resistance and may appear 
s u p e r f i c i a l l y attractive to several members v/ho see i n i t the supreme virtues of 
"realism" and "pragiaaticm". 
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l'îy delegation, for one, v f i l l not acquiesce i n any abdication of any part of the 
CD's r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s and functions* The CD cannot accept the dictates of a fevr 
óountries-as to v;hat i t may or may not do. The CD's powers .end functions derive from 
the col l e c t i v e authority of the international consensus rei:)resented i n the F i n a l 
Document of the f i r s t ispecinl session of the General Assembly dovotod to Disarmament. 
It goes without saying, therefore, that at i t s second special session the 
General Assembly should be given a clear picture of the reasons for the i n a b i l i t y of 
the CD even to begin negotiations i n the f i e l d of nuclear diG^riT^nent. 

For the present, i t would appear that the CD i s stricken with a strange paralysis 
of action, although not of a r t i c u l a t i o n . Let us then a r t i c i i l a t e our concluxîions as 
best we can. I f we are not able to do anything concretely to stop the nuclear arms 
race except to t a l k about i t , what s h a l l we then t a l k about? 

My delegation, recognizing the impleasant fact oif our present i n a b i l i t y to stop 
the nuclear arms race has sought repeatedly to dravr attention to i t s consequences to 
a l l of us, to the threat to human survival that i s inlierent i n the s i t u a t i o n and to 
the imperative need, therefore, for an international convention to be-concluded on 
the non-use of nuclear weapons. Me have been advocating this since September 1953 
when we f i r s t proposed a declaration on the non-use of nuclear weapons and other 
v/eapons of mass destruction. Even before v/e took up thJ.s cause, and as early as 
December 1946, the United Nations Atomic Energy Commission i n i t s f i r s t report to 
the Security Council stated that "international agreement to outlrv/ the national 
productionj possession and use of atomic v/eapons i s an essential part of any 
international system of control". The nuclear-v/eapon States v/ere parties to that 
report i n 1946. Me earnestly trust that,v/e th-:.-y s t i l l of the same viev/ although they 
may have differences over the measures of international control. 

liy delegation i s of the considered viev/ that nviclesr-v/eapon stockpiles, v/arhead 
megatonnage, delivery systems and t h e i r increasing accuracy, and strategic doctrines 
concerning nuclear v/eapons being v/hat they are today, our immediate objective should 
be to seek v/ays and means of ensuring our c o l l e c t i v e s u r v i v a l . This surely i s not a 
matter to be negotiated only betv/een the tv/o-major Pov/ers. I t must involve a l l of us 
and indeed this must be of primary concern to the nuclear-v/eapon States themselves, 
since they cannot disregard the consequences not only to themselves but also to others 
from their actions, and especially the consequences to the future of the h-'oman race. 
At the moment this s t i l l remains a sort of -grey area i n t h e i r minds, despite a dozen 
references to i t i n the F i n a l Document of the f i r s t special session. 

What has the CD actually done about this?. HotMng so f a r , despite our urgings 
to take up the question of the non-vise of nuclear v/eapons and the question of 
ens-uring the prevention of nuclear war as a measure of protecting v/hat i s l i k e l y to 
become an endangered species — the human being. Quite to the contrary, the CD i s 
considering tv/o other matters, the r a d i o l o g i c a l v/eapon and secvrrity assurances for 
non-nuclear-weapon States, i n a manner that, unless v i g i l a n t l y checked, may rcsvilt 
i n our acquiescing i m p l i c i t l y i n the l e g i t i m i z a t i o n of the use of nuclear v/eapons by 
nuclear-v/eapon States. My delegation once again solemnly draws the attention of 
non-nuclear v/eapon States to this inherent danger. 

Why do vre keep sounding a note of v/arning against t h i s danger? Because some 
nuclear-v/eapon States claim to have the right to use nuclear v/eapons i n the i r ovm 
defence, regardless of the consequences of t h i s action. I submit that consequences 
must influence cvll sensible action. There i s a moral as well as a p r a c t i c a l 
relationship betv/een means and ends that v/e cannot afford to ignore. And v/here the 
consequences of an action deriving from so-called l e g a l rights are such as to imperil 
the very survival of mankind, i t i s clear that both i n lav/ and morality -these actions 
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shoxíLd Ъ.е .¡3d;ernly,.p2iolü.blted¡,' and those questionable rights from wloich the actions 
emanate should bo curtailed ond redefined. 

Given the natirre of the nuclear v/eapon, i t is- absurd to téü:e the p o s i t i o n that 
i t s use i s sanctioned by the general principles and ordinary rules of i n t e r n c t i c n a l • 
law. Such theorizing belongs to a bygone age. I t i s equally absiird to talce the'viev/ 
that since there i s no s p e c i f i c prohibition i n customary rules, of international law, 
therefore, i t i s l e g a l to uoe nuclear weapons. Such ]positions run' coLmter to'the 
imfolding process of international law, vrhich has consistently aimed at moderating 
the use of force, discouraging the uce of imnecessary force, banning the use of 
vreapons that cause excessive and needless damage, distinguishing betvreen combatants 
and non-combatants, etc. 

Even the e x i s t i n g non-proliferation arrangements i n effect constitute à convention 
for preventing the possible use of nuclear vreapons, but they only bind non-nuclear- ' 
weapon States since the nuclear-vreapon States already have this weaponry. Hoví can 
those that prescribe the prohibition of the use of nuclear vreapons for the rest of the 
v/orld, claim for themselves the untenable and unacceptable right to use-these_ same _ • 
weapons? There i s an outrageous anomaly i n t h i s , both i n lav/ and i n morality. I ; 
do not г/ish to r e c a l l hov/ many resolutions of the General Assembly of the -,. 
United Nations, and v/ith v/hat majorities, have consistently called for the outlawing 
of nuclear v/eapons and theii" use. The Secretariat coiild perhaps malce another bulky . 
compilation of these repeated demands of the General Assembly. Is not the general • 
v / i l l of the vast majority of mardcind, expressed i n these resolutions, enough to 
j u s t i f y the prohibition of nuclear v/eapons? 

I shovfLd lilce to quote here the opinion of a v/ell-lcnov/n l e g a l authority, 
George Schv/arzenberger, vrho says i n one of his books on international lavrs 

"The right of self-defence enables each sovereign State to decide for i t s e l f on 
. r e t a l i a t i o n i n the event of an armed attack against i t and such r e t a l i a t i o n 
should be good f a i t h , should be appropriate and not exceed the frontiers, of -. 
self-defence and should not infringe the rights of t h i r d Stc'.tes. The rig h t of 
self-defence i s not an absolute right exercised regardless of considerations of -

• equity. It i s a relati^/e right to be exercised reasonably, and cer t a i n l y not 
-, i n a manner to destroy the very structiore of society maintained by international 

law. The use of nuclear v/eapons -under e x i s t i n g rules of irvcr v/ould be an i l l e g a l 
form. of vrarf are and the commission of a x/ar crime. " 

Yet another established le g a l authority has this to say: 

"The radioactive f a l l o u t from the use of nuclear weapons i s an e n t i r e l y nev/ 
weapon of v/ar. Mass and indiscriminate destruction i s c l e a r l y beyond the 
requirements of any s i t u a t i o n , -.and the •'use of nuclear v/eapons i s impermissible 

-- and incompatible v/ith e x i s t i n g rules of lav/. The -exercise of the right of s e l f -
defence cannot be above the lav/s of manlcind designed to preserve human society 
and i t s c i v i l i z e d values." . . . 

There i s - a growing av/areness that events may be piishing us inexorably tov/aa?ds. a . 
nuclear holocaust, i f s.~:jüthin¿' i s n-t d-ne quickly t-- chock t h i s trend. We h^ve 
therefore been advocating a convention on the non-use of nuclear vreapons and the need 
for c o l l e c t i v e action to prevent a nuclear war. VJe-do so i n the-strong b e l i e f that 
there:-are p r i n c i p l e s , ideals and standards that-transcend not only national interests 
but. also the exigencies of pov/er p o l i t i c s . I f I may. conclude'vrith the words of the 
f i r s t Indian Prime Minister, Javraharlal ITehru,' i n our Parliament, i n 1950! 

"Nuclear war v / i l l be a v/ar not only betv/een tv/o parties but against the entire • 
creation. - The ' c o n f l i c t i n the contemporary vrorld i s r e a l l y betv/een the nuclear 
b-̂-mb and the s-oirit of hvmonity." 
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The СНг\1Ж№; . Distinguished representatives, you w i l l r e c a l l that at our 
infoimal meeting yesterday afternoon the Committee considered a proposal contained i n 
document CD/174 v;hich was submitted under item 5 of the agenda. The relevant 
draft decision has been circulated at th i s plenary meeting as Working Paper No. 42 
and reads as follows': 

"The Committee decides to hold infoimal meetings under item 5j Now types of 
weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons. Delegations may 
be assisted by thei r o\m. experts during the consideration of this item. , The 
пгдтЬег of - these informal meetings and t h e i r dates v a i l be announced'by the • 
Chairman after consultations with members". 

If there 'are no objections I w i l l consider that the Committee agrees to the text 
circulated as Working Paper No. 42 . 

Mr. DE Q1ÜEIR0Z DUAPTE ( B r a z i l ) : Chairman, as you said, this question was 
discussed yesterday and the Committee decided that a text would be presented by you 
thi s morning, I have no objection to the text, or to the consensus i n the Committee 
but I would l i k e to point out that i n the viev; of my delegation the second sentence 
in this draft i s not necessary because at any time, i n any meeting, delegations may 
be assisted by their ош experts. I f there i s consensus i n the Committee on the draft 
as a v/hole, however, my delegation v / i l l not object to i t , 

Mr. de BEAUSSE (France) (translated from French): îîr. Chairman, my distinguished 
colleague from B r a z i l has just made an observation which I myself was about to make. 
I associate myself e n t i r e l y v/ith what ho has just said, and my. delegation would l i k e 
the second sentence i n the draft decision you read out to be deleted. 

The СНАЩУЩ^: If there are no objections to the proposals made by the 
delegations of E.i'azil and France, the Cliair would be ready to delete the second 
sentence, with the understanding that i t i s the normal practice of the Committee for 
every delegation to have the r i g h t , at any time, to use the participation of experts. 
Is t h is agreeable to the Committee? I see no objection. 

Mr. №LESCANU (Romania); Ihr. Chairman, my delegation v/ould l i k e to insert the 
definite a r t i c l e "the" i n the l a s t line.before the word "members". I do apologize 
as English i s obviously not our mother tongue, but as the text i s novi, i t could be 
interpreted to imply consultations only v/ith some members. 

The СНАТШ'ШТ; I f there i s no objection, the Chair would be ready to agree, i n 
this case, víith the addition of the d e f i n i t e a r t i c l e . The l a s t sentence, the second 
sentence of the decision v/ould then read as follows; "The number of these informal 
meetings and th e i r dates v / i l l be announced by the Chairman af t e r consultations with 
the members of the Committee." Is t h i s decision thus acceptable to the Committee? • 
I see no objection. 

I t v/as so' decided. 
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Mr. HEEDER (Geman Democratic Republic): Comrade Chairman, I had no intention 
of standing i n the way of the consensus adopting the decision the Committee has just 
taken. Hov/ever, i n t h i s connection I vrould l i k e to note that my delegation would have 
preferred to maintain t h i s sentence. I would l i k e to appeal to delegates to be 
represented as f a r as possible by experts, i n order to provide these meetings with 
the necessary q u a l i t a t i v e expertise as i t cer t a i n l y v/ould contribute to the successful 
outcome of these u n o f f i c i a l consultations. VJith t h i s understanding, my delegation 
joins the consensus on your paper. 

Mr. ISSRAELYiiH (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) (translated from Russian); 
Comrade Chairman, the Soviet delegation did not object, either, to the adoption of the 
Committee's decision i n the form ox the text you road out. But surely the v/hole 
point — I repeat, the whole point — of the holding of informal meetings of the 
Committee i s that qua].ified persons acquainted v/ith the subject from the s c i e n t i f i c 
and technical points of viev/ should talce part i n them. I f vre are going to discuss 
t h i s problem i n a group composed of the same people as those nov/ s i t t i n g aromd t h i s 
table, i t i s u n l i k e l y that we s h a l l say anything more than v/as said yesterday by the 
representatives who spoke on t h i s question. On the whole, I regret that the 
delegations of B r a z i l and France made t h e i r proposal. I should l i k e to support 
Ambassador Herder and appeal to a l l delegations to sec that they are represented by 
eminent s c i e n t i s t s able to malee an authoritative contribution on t h i s question. I 
have no doubt that i n every country there are s c i e n t i s t s v/ho could answer the question 
that i s raised from time to tine by someone i n the Connittee: i s not the development 
of new types of systems and v/eapons of mass destruction a matter of f i c t i o n , of 
fantasy — sonething i l l u s o r y ? I should l i k e to hear a different voice — the voice of 
men of science, who v/ould surely say sonething different. I have no doubt that they 
would say that new types of weapons of nass destruction can be developed, that hunan 
int e l l i g e n c e i s working i n that direction, and that the Committee on Disarmament i s 
i n duty bomd to concern i t s e l f with t h i s problem. Therefore, i n agreeing with the 
decision taken, I trust that those delegations v/hich are genuinely interested i n a 
serious examination of the problem of the prevention of the development of nev̂ / types 
and systems of wu:-pons of mass destructic.i . w i l l do everything i n t h e i r power to ensure 
that t h e i r countries are rc-presentcd by r e a l experts i n this natter. 

The CHAIRJJ'I/iH: Distinguished delegates, since t h i s i s the l a s t plenary neeting i n 
June, the period of my chairma,nship of the Connittee on Disamanent i s over. I wovild 
lilce to express my gratitude to a l l of you for the s p i r i t of co-operation you have 
shown during t h i s month of our work. This s p i r i t of co-operation -- i n ny view — 
helped the Committee to achieve v/hatever has been done during the f i r s t nonth of our 
summer session. 

I would l i k e to take t h i s opportunity b r i e f l y to sunmarize the vrork done by the 
Connittee on Disamai2ent dviring the nonth of June, 

What can be considered the nost inportant i s that the business-like atnosphere 
of our Conmittee has been upheld. Its f i r s t result was that, regardless of the 
different opinions, the Connittee v/as able to agree r e l a t i v e l y fast on the progranne 
of work f o r the second part of i t s 1981 session, /inother positive factor v/as that 
the four ad hoc v/orking groups of the Connittee h^vo resumed t h e i r .work without delay. 
On the basis of tho progranne of work the Committee started infoimal meetings devoted 
to the consideration of the establishment of additional subsidiary bodies and other 
questions r e l a t i n g to the organization of v/ork. 
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The Coimittee has done a good deal of exchanging of viev/s i n order to reach an 
•understanding on the question of the mandate of tho Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical 
Weapons. I think i t i s tho desire of a l l of us that a solution should soon he found 
on that issue. 

We have conducted intensive consultations during the informal meetings on the 
very important issue of setting up further subsidiary organs of the Comnittee on 
Disamament, and i n p a r t i c u l a r on creating ad hoc vrorking groups on the questions of 
the general and complete cessa,ticn of nuclear-weapon tests a«nd the cessation of the 
nuclear aims race and nuclear disamament. i'llthough the exchanges of viev/s often 
v/ent beyond the frane\/ork of a debate of a procedural nature and involved discussions 
of a substantive character, I cannot help expressing my d i s s a t i s f a c t i o n that these 
exchanges of views have not yielded f i n a l r e s u lts. I v/ould l i k e to hope that 
delegations w i l l do t h e i r utmost to f i n d a solution soon so that those issues can be 
dealt with the way they deserve, tald.ng into account the expectations and demands of 
the international comr.iunity. 

I can state v/ith pleasure tliat the Coœittee v/as able to reach an agreement on 
the proposal made concerning i n f o m a l meetings v/ith experts on the prohibition of the 
development and manufacture of nev/ types of v/eapons of mass destruction and new syster.s 
of such weapons. I an sure tha.t the inplonentaction of that decision v / i l l contribute 
to the appropriate handling of this important issue. I v/ish to associate myself 
with the appeal just nade by the distinguished representatives of the Geman Denocratic 
Republic and the Soviet Union concerning the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of experts. 

I can state with s a t i s f a c t i o n the growing interest of States non-nenbers i n the 
substantive v/ork done i n the ad hoc v/orking groups of the Committee. During the month 
of June the Comnittee, upon t h e i r request, has in v i t e d Austria and Spain to take 
part i n the work of the Ad hoc Working Group on Radiological V/eapons. 

Concluding ny statenent, I would l i k e to thank a l l delegations again for t h e i r 
support and co-operation i n carrying out my duties. 

I also wish to thanlc the distinguished Secretary of the Committee, 
Ambassador J a i p a l , the Personal Representative of the Secretaiy-General of the 
United Nations, his deputy, Ifc. Verasategui, the staff of the Secretariat and the 
interpreters and translators, f o r t h e i r valuable work which assisted ne greatly i n 
discharging ny duties. 

F i n a l l y , on behalf of a l l -if us, I v/ish ny successor. Ambassador Venkateswaran of 
India, good luck and success i n furthering the v/ork of the Committee during the month 
of July. 

The next plenary meeting of the Comnittee on Disamament w i l l be held on 
Thursday, 2 July, at 10.30 a.m. 

The meeting rose at 11.50 a.m. 
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The CHáJML'JT; DistinÉTûisbed delegates, before begirining отяг proceedings 
today I would l i k e to extend a warm welcome i n the Committee to the representative of 
Venezuela, Ambassador Rodriguez ITavarro, who has been appointed recently. In doing 
so, I wish him a successful mission i n this Committee and at the same time assure him 
of the close co-opera,tion of ray own delegation. 

The inexorable la.w of rotation which rules our solar system and also governs our 
Committee has ordained that the manifest symbol of the Committee's \ ; i l l , the gavel, 
s h a l l be with the Indian delegation for the month of July. I t i s a great honour and 
priv i l e g e for me to preside over such an a-ugiist г-ssembly engaged i n the pursuit of 
the most noble of causes — the pursuit of peace through the creation of a world free 
from the fear of war, a \rorld free of suspicion and dis t r u s t among fellow Ьгдтап beings. 

I assume this o f f i c e i n a l l humility, conscious of the s ] : i l l and a b i l i t y with 
which my vevir distinguished predecessors have charted the coui-se of this Committee -in 
the months that have passed. I t w i l l be my sincere endeavour to live-up to the high 
standards set by them. I know that i n th i s endeavour I can count upon f u l l co
operation and assistance from a l l ray colleagues. Needless to Scvy, i n the days to 
come, the Chair w i l l r e l y Ьезл'Иу on the r i c h experience and aâ.vice of 
Ambassador J a i p a l , Secretary of the Committee and personal representative of the 
United Nations Secretary-General, as well as his able and e f f i c i e n t team i n the 
Secretariat. 

Ambassador Imre Komives of Hunga.ry ha,s, i n his usual thorough a.nd meticulous 
manner, during his chairmanship t i e d up most of the loose ends concerning the work 
before the Committee, since i t resumed i t s I9SI session i n June. Hay I \iarmly 
congratulate him on his f r u i t f u l tenure, and convey to him mv- gratitude for handing 
over to me, as they say, a smoothly running o u t f i t . I hope tiiat the next Chairman 
w i l l have as good a fortune as I have had i n th i s regard. 

Distinguished delegates, vrhile ire engage overselves i n the serious business of 
negotiations on measures of disarmament, v e must obviously remain conscious of the 
national and security interests of the countries we represent. In safeguarding those 
inte r e s t s , x/e are no doubt guided by our own national perceptions. But ̂ re must not 
forget that the United Nations family i s a much larger one. There i s a,n ancient 
Sanskrit that says s "The whole world i s our motherland; we are a l l children of the 
earth." We l i v e i n an increasingly interdependent x/orld, x/here the pursuit of one 
country's nation^al interests has to be consciously tempered and moderated by the 
ax-rareness of the impact of our actions, or even lack of them, on the c o l l e c t i v e x/ell-
being and security of the international coramurlty as a whole. Our Committee serves 
two major and in t e r l i n k e d functions. F i r s t l y , i t gives each one of us the opportunity 
to a r t i c u l a t e the security concerns and perceptions of the countries \ie represent. At 
the same time, i t enables each of us to understand and appreciate the security 
concerns and perceptions of others. But this should not be the end of our exercise. 
Rather, this process of a r t i c u l a t i o n and mutual understanding should lead to a serious 
and meaningful dialogue through xrhich x/e can benefit from each other's point of vievr, 
i d e n t i f y the rationale behind the p o l i c i e s adopted by States and f i n a l l y begin a 
process of r e c o n c i l i a t i o n of our divergent viexrs and inte r e s t s . This i s the essence 
of our negotiations. At present, our Conmiittee i s engaged i n xrhat i s , i n the main, a 
process of a r t i c u l a t i o n and exposure. But the more fundamental aspect of conducting 
an earnest dialogue, \rith a vie\r to accommodating and not merely r e j e c t i n g , has yet 
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to materialize i n f u l l measure. Without .such a sincere dialogue, the d i f f i c u l t 
process of the r e c o n c i l i a t i o n of the divergent security concerns v;ith uhich we are 
entrusted would liave l i t t l e chance of geo-oing o f f the ground. 

The desire for security, after a l l , stems from fear, mistrust and a mood of 
pessimism, Уе crave for security ;.iainly because we apprehend danjer. And nothing 
serves to sharpen such apprehensions more than ignorance, lack of understanding, 
prejudice and preconceptions. Me a l l profess peaceful intentions, but unfortunately 
too often we tend to mirror each other's fears and apprehensions. And this r e f l e c t i o n , 
with i t s exaggerated and distorted image, сгл1 be overcome only through э. process of 
dialogue, an attempt to understand what l i e s behind the fea,rs and suspicions. Once a, 
proper and undistorted perspective i s established, c o l l e c t i v e security v i l l no longer 
be the elusive goal that i t has proved to be a l l these years. 

Successful negotiations require a s p i r i t of mutual accommodation, and mutual 
accommodation i n turn requires a better understanding. This c a l l s for individual 
delegations as well as members of groups oi" a l l i a n c e s , to r e s i s t the temptation to 
exaggerate thei r own narroxr security perceptions while a l l too e a s i l y dismissing the 
similar concerns of others as inconsequential or as not vrorthy of serious attention. 
Let us, therefore, translate our commitment to the goal of c o l l e c t i v e security into 
p r a c t i c a l day-to-day decisions i n tho conduct of negotiations xrithin this Committee. 

I t i s true that the international situation today i s characterized by a s p i r i t of 
confrontation and tension. I believe that i t i s a l l the more necessary, i n this 
context, for us, as a c o l l e c t i v e body, to promote a dialogue cüaongst ourselves, and to 
lay the basis for better mutual understanding. I f we f a l l victim to the mood of gloom 
and apprehension that besets the world today, vre would be accepting f a i l u r e before 
taking the f i r s t few steps on what i s admittedly a long and arduous journey. Let us 
remind ourselves that the longest journey starts with the f i r s t step we take. Let us 
avoid a situation \;here the pursuit of our individual security concerns endangers our 
c o l l e c t i v e s u r v i v a l . 

I have dvrelt at some length upon issues v/hich I believe must be addressed squarely 
and franlcly i f we are to f u l f i l our mandate as the single m u l t i l a t e r a l body vihich 
exists for negotiations i n the f i e l d of disarmament. With the General Assembly's 
second special session on disarmament only months av/ay, vre need some concrete evidence 
to underline the continuing relevance, indeed the importance, of our Committee, for 
bringing about the r e a l i z a t i o n of the cherished goal of general and complete 
disarmament under effective international control. 

Before I conclude, I \rould l i k e to \T±sh the Chairmen of the four эЛ hoc worlcing 
grovips V7hich have been set up by the Committee every success i n the i r endeavours and 
trust that their efforts v i l l enable us to present to the General Assembly at i t s 
second special session on disarmament next yeai,r proposals v'orthy of this Committee and 
each and every delegation represented here. 

I f , as I hope, during this month of July, the Committee and i t s working groups 
are able to get do\m to a serious and earnest dialogue through which vre a l l become 
awaire of what l i e s behind each other's individual securitj;' concerns and national 
perceptions, and begin the process of evolving mutual understanding, then I would bo 
able to sa,y vrith s a t i s f a c t i o n , that this t x v . l y has been an Indian suEimer. 
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Mr. BODRIGIJEZ NAVARRO . (Venezuela) (translated from. Spanish); Щг. Chairman, 
I should l i k e f i r s t o f - a l l to congratulate you sincerely on behalf of the 
Venezuelan delegation on your assumption of the chairmanship of the 
Committee on Disarmament for the month of July. ¥e are sure that under your 
v/ise and e f f i c i e n t guidance the Committee's work v / i l l be extremely useful and 
ef f e c t i v e . The I'linister f o r Foreign A f f a i r s of Venezuela i s at present on an 
o f f i c i a l v i s i t to Ei d i a , a fact which i l l u s t r a t e s o-ur two co-untries' desire to 
forge closer linlcs of friendship and co-operation. I should also l i k e to thank 
you, Mr. Chairman, "for -the г/агт v/ords of v/elcome to the Committee on Disarmam.ent ' 
you v/ere kind enough to address to me. I intend' to participate vith the utmost 
interest and enthusiasm, together v/ith my other distinguished colleagues, i n the 
work of this important disarmament negotiating body,'.in v/hich the international 
community places great hopes. 

1 should also l i k e to extend ny delegation' s thanlcs and congratvilations to 
Ambassador Komives, v/ho discharged his duties as Chairman of the Committee i n 
June"with the s k i l l and e f f i c i e n c y which have characterized his v/ell-knov/n 
a c t i v i t y i n t h i s m u l t i l a t e r a l body. 

I v/ish nov/, on behalf of my delegation, to make some b r i e f comments of a 
general character on certain items of the agenda. 

It i s becoming more d i f f i c u l t every day to msike a statement about matters 
connected with armaments and disarmament v/ithout lapsing into inevitable r e p e t i t i o n s . 
The basic solutions to the problems dealt v/ith here have been constantly repeated i n ' 
t h i s : and other international forums and stated i n a great many resolutions of • the 
Gênerai Assembly. However, the grov/ing complexity and gravity of the international 
si.-tuation, as a r e s u l t , p r i n c i p a l l y , of the implacable nuclear arms race, malce i t 
more than, ever necessary to reit e r a t e with the utmost conviction the importance of 
disarmament, and to i n t e n s i f y e f f o r t s to achieve concrete measures i n the sphere 
of nuclear disarmament. 

The Committee on Disarmament has again i n recent weeks, been considering the 
question of a, nuclear test ban. We, too, v/ish to refei- once more to t h i s issue, 
i n order to stress i t s importance and at the same time to emphasize the urgent need 
for i t to be dealt, with i n an appropriate manner under the auspices of t h i s 
Committee v/ith a view to bringing-about the adoption of a treaty on t h i s subject. 

Time and again, ir r e f u t a b l e arguments and reasons have been put forv-/ard i n 
support of the early conclusion of an international agreement on t h i s important 
and urgent issue. Unfortunately, these legitimate appeals have not, i n practice, 
had the desired effect, owing to the positions adopted by certain delegations on the 
basis of t h e i r narrow, national perceptions, v/hich are cl e a r l y incompatible with 
the overx/helming desire of the majority for the conclusion of a nuclear-test-ban -
treaty as an important.,'step tov/ards achieving the goal of general and complete 
disarmament. As a r e s u l t , after a number of years of intensive consideration, no 
r e a l progress can be said to have been m-ade, for the fact i s that nuclear tests are 
s t i l l being carried out, -under various pretexts, thus fostering the nuclear arms 
race i n both i t s quantitative and i t s qualitative aspects. 

Nevertheless, f a r fron resigning ourselves to such a discouraging situa.ticin, 
v/e v/ish today to reassert more vigorously than ever the basic affirmations -made by our 
delegation, together with the other countries i n the Group of 21, on item 1 of the 
Committee's agenda. Our insistence on t h i s point stems from our conviction that, 
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above a l l else, i t i s necessary to continue with perseverance and tenacity a thorough 
examination of the various alternatives v;hich might lead to the adoption of a 
convention on an issue which has repeatedly been recognized by the General Assembly 
as being a matter of high p r i o r i t y . 

I s h a l l not repeat i n d e t a i l Venezuela's position on t h i s matter but would 
l i k e simply to remind the Committee that my delegation i s i n favour of a complete 
prohibition of nuclear tests, including tests f o r peaceful purposes, since i t i s 
impossible to establish a clear d i s t i n c t i o n between tests for m i l i t a r y purposes and 
tests- for. peaceful purposes. However, t h i s does not -imply tlie absolute exclusion 
of the p o s s i b i l i t y of nuclear explosions for peacefu.1 purposes, but they should be 
cairried out only i n very special circumstances. Subject to very s t r i c t control 
by an international authority, a State could be authorized to explode a nuclear 
device, on condition t h a t . i t s purpose i s demonstrably peaceful and that adequate 
measures are taken to prevent i t s being used for m i l i t a r y purposes. 

Document CD/IGI submitted recently by the Group of 21 contains concrete proposals, 
stated cl e a r l y and concisely, г-íhich are designed to give a decisive impetus to the 
wox'k on the prohibition of nuclear tests and thus to enable the Committee on 
Disarmament to carry out i t s role i n dealing with t h i s subject,tlirough the 
establishment of the proposed vrorking group. The document further contains some 
very spe c i f i c questions addressed to the nuclear-v/eapon Pov/ers engaged i n the 
t r i l a t e r a l negotiations. These deserve a response i n keeping with the urgency and 
importance of the subject, and i n the precise form i n v/hich the Giroup of 21 has 
expressed i t s anxieties i n the matter. 

In document CD/180, the Group of 21 likewise reiterated i t s proposal f o r the 
establishment of an ad hoc v/orking group on item 2 of the agenda e n t i t l e d , 
"Cessation of the nuclear arms raroe and nuclear disarmament". 

Tho.informal meetings held by the Committee on item 2 which, as v/e pointed out 
at the time, г/его rather a preliminary step towards a negotiation process, merely 
strengthened oui' b e l i e f that doctrines of nuclear deterrence must be relinquished 
i n order to prepare the way for a. better future for mankind, i n v/hich international 
peace and security may be based on firmer and more just foundaitions. A treaty 
prohibiting the use of nuclear weapons, as proposed here, v/ould be a s i g n i f i c a n t 
step i n the right d i r e c t i o n . 

Useful though they undoubtedly v/ere, the informal meetings also pointed to the 
need to discuss the complex issues involved at the higher l e v e l of m u l t i l a t e r a l 
negotiations. The Group of 21 has suggested tho main elements of the mandate that 
might be conferred on the nov/ v/orking group. 

The importance of item 2 i s quite obvious. And yet the action which the 
Committee on Disarmament ought to undertake on t h i s question of the highest p r i o r i t y 
i n conformity v/ith paragraph 50 of the Pinal Document, has been constantly re s t r i c t e d 
and obstructed by certain States v/hich, precisely because they are nuclear-weapon 
Povrers, bear primary r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r the promotion of nuclear disarmament. 

This paramount interest i n the Committee's carrying out to the f u l l the mandate 
entrusted to i t by the international community through the United Nations 
Genera-1 Asscmblj'- stems from the right of non-nuclear v/eapon States to demand nuclear 
disarmament and to demand that they themselves should participate i n the,negotiations 
on disarmament because, i n tho f i n a l analysis, i t i s a matter of ensuring t h e i r own 
survival amidst this senseless confrontation betv/een a very fev/ States, a 
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confrontation which places the fate of a l l manlcind at stalce. Our countries cannot 
be content v/ith, much less resigned to a passive or subordina.te role i n this c r i t i c a l 
v/orld s i t u a t i o n , the most alarming aspee', of v/hich i s the iraclear arms race. 

Since then, nuclear disarmament i s the most virgent and important question, of 
v i t a l concern to a l l the peoples of the vrorld, i t i s only natural for the States 
members of the Group of 21 to i n s i s t that the Committee should, without further delay, 
undertalce substantive negotiations v;ith a view to the adoption of tangible measures 
i n the f i e l d of nuclear disarmament. 

E^rrthermore, these legitimate demands of the Group of 21, v/hich are reaffirmed 
i n the tv/p documents I ha.vo referred to, closely concern the essential nature of t h i s 
Conmittee, .its very raiscn d•ecre. It i s the duty of a l l of us, members of the 
Committee, to preserve and v/hcre necessary strengthen, i t s character as a 
negotiating body. The Committee on Disarmament v/as sot up to consider the important 
itens_o:a i t s ag-onda, fron the standpoint of negotiation and to conduct substantive 
negotiations for the purpose of proceeding tov/ards the adoption of instruments 
embodying concrete measures of disarmament. 

The negotiations talcing place i n other, r e s t r i c t e d forums should not be an 
obstacle to t h i s Committee's carrying on negotiations on the sane issues, i n keeping 
v/ith i t s role as the single m u l t i l a t e r a l disamament negotiating forum. 
Consequently, those, p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n the r e s t r i c t e d negotiations should keep the 
Connittee f'ully and constantly infomed of the progress of these t a l k s . Purthemore, 
the most p r a c t i c a l and useful way i n v/hich the Committee on Disamament can carry: 
out i t s role as a negotiating body i s , as has been pointed out, through v/orking 
groups, the importance of v/hich requires no further comment. 

At t h i s stage, the least v/e can do i s to express the hope' that the nuclear-weapon 
Powers v/hich have so f a r stood i n the way of a consensus on the establishment of the 
two worlcing groups proposed v / i l l amend t h e i r attitude i n the interests of disamament 
and the very c r e d i b i l i t y of t l i i s Committee. The appeals of a large- number of 
delegations, v/hicli r e f l e c t the aspirationj and expectations of many peoples of the 
v/orld - cannot and • should not remain unheeded i n d e f i n i t e l y . 

î'îy -delegation vrould l i k e to refer b r i e f l y t-o the question of so-ca.lled 
rad i o l o g i c a l v/eapons. Venezuela's position on t h i s subject is-а.1 ready v/ell knovm. 
At the outset of the deliberations of the Ad Hoc Working Group on t h i s subject we 
proposed a different approach, for the sole purpose of contributing to tho 
achievement of a genuine measure of disamament i n t h i s connection. 

Wo stated at that tj.me that the convention to be a-doi)ted as a result of the 
vrork of the Ad Hoc Working Group ought not to refer to r a d i o l o g i c a l v/eapons, v/hich 
do not e x i s t , but. to tho p r o l i i b i t i o n ,of the use of radioactive materials for m i l i t a r y 
purposes and the prohibition of r a d i o l o g i c a l methods of v/arfare or methods of 
r a d i o l o g i c a l warfare. 

It. was not,, as v/e stressed, an i n f l e x i b l e position. Nevertheless, wo merely 
follov/ed v/ith interest the deliberations of the V/orking Group, hoping that nev/ 
elem.ents v/ould emerge v/hich would result i n additions or modifications m.oro or less 
i n l i n e v/itli -the basic features of our delegation's o r i g i n a l proposals. 

Today, v/e note v/ith s a t i s f a c t i o n that i n recent weeks there has been a grov/ing 
trend i n favour of the inclusion of nev/ elements" designed to .improve and broaden 
the draft convention. This trend became apparent with the proposals submitted by 
the SVedish delegation for the inclusion of provisions r e l a t i n g to the concept of 
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rad i o l o g i c a l warfare and attacks,-on nuclear reactors. This l a s t point has proved 
relevant with the attack by Israel on Iraq's nuclear reactor, which the Government- of 
Venezuela has condemned both i n d i v i d u a l l y and i n conj-unction with the other co-untries 
of the Group of 21. 

These proposals have met with support i n most quarters. I f they are f i n a l l y 
approved they \r±ll give a nev; slant to the convention on so-called ra d i o l o g i c a l ' 
vieapons, the substance of v/hich'v/ill be greatly improved. 

The'nev/ proposals, p a r t i c u l a r l y as regards the concept of ra d i o l o g i c a l v/ariare, 
r e f l e c t some of those very concerns v/hich prompted the delegation of Venezuela, some 
time ago nov/, to propose a different approach. This i s v/hy we broadly support them. 
True, the Sv/edish delegation's proposals c a l l for certain c l a r i f i c a t i o n s from the 
poli-fcical, l e g a l and' technical points of viev/, but the basic idea, i s undoubtedly very 
valuable and oiight•therefore to be incorporated i n the draft treaty. 

tfy delegation'wishes also "to stress that the use of the term radiological weapons 
i n a convention should i n no way sig n i f y or imply the consequent legitimation of the 
use of nuclear weapons. In the treaty nov/ being negotiated there should .be a 
suitable linlcage v/ith nuclear weapons since, v/hen a l l i s said and done, so-called 
radiological weapons would be i n t r i n s i c a l l y related to nuclear v/eapons. A convention 
on t h i s subject v/hich, as v/e a l l Imov/, does not have the same p r i o r i t y as other items 
on the Committee's agenda, v.dll be r e a l l y valuable only i f i t contributes to the, 
prohobition and elimination of nuclear ííeapons, v/hose existence and pot e n t i a l l y 
devastating effects of ccurse leave ho one i n doubt. 

The Venezuelan delegation attaches special importance to the vrork of the 
Ad Hoc V/orking Group responsible f o r drav/ing up a comprehensive programme of 
disarmament to be submitted i n due cotirse for examination and consideration by the 
General Assembly at i t s second special session devoted to disarmament. 

The comprehensive programme v / i l l obviously be one of the main docvmients to, 
emerge from the special session of the Genera,l Assembly since, as has been pointed 
out, i t should provide the requisite frajnev/ork for the substantive negotiations on 
disarmament. It i s clear, therefore-, that t h i s Committee i s required to draw up a 
comprehensive programme of disarmamcn-t i n accordance with the p r i o r i t i e s set f o r t h 
i n paragraph 45 of the F i n a l Document, which states unequivocally that p r i o r i t y 
attention should be given to meas-ures of nuclear disarmament. 

These are d i f f i c u l t and c r i t i c a l times for the whole víorld. We are going 
through a c r u c i a l stage i n international a f f a i r s , i n v/hich v/e a l l have the 
opportunity to help lay the foundations for States to l i v e together i n harmony and 
mutual respect, i n an atmosphere of peace and j u s t i c e . Nuclear disarmament i s an 
essential prerequisite to the achievement of t h i s goal. The second special session of 
the General Assembly devoted to disarmament to be held i n the near future w i l l be 
one more demonstra,ti-on of the international comni-unity ' s unswerving determination to 
promote disarmament. The Coimaittee on Disarmament, as the single m u l t i l a t e r a l 
disarmament negotiating forum, i s faced v/ith the supreme challenge of mal-cing a 
significant contribution to improving the world situation and m.eeting the 
expectations of the international community. 
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, ... И1е_..СНА1В1Ш; I thank Ambassador-Rodríguez Navarro of Venezuela.-for-
hi.s statement and f o r the kind words he addressed to the Chair. 

Ifc. DE..SOÏÏZA E SILVA ( B r a z i l ) : I'ir. Chairman,. i t i s a s a t i s f a c t i o n - f o r 
my delegation to see you -presiding over, our deliberations during the current 
month of July. VJe are sure that under your guidance our vrork v ; i l l be conducted 
with great competence, s k i l l and t o t a l i m p a r t i a l i t y . ]>Iay I also express my 
appreciation f o r the vrork perfonaed by your distinguished predecessor, 
Ambassador Komiyes, who deserves our gratitude and admiration for the outstanding 
contribution he made to t h i s Committee during his chairmanship i n the month of 
June. 

Since the inception of t h i s Committee, the delegation of B r a z i l , together 
with many other delegations, especially those i n the Group of 21, has consistently 
spoken i n favour of the commencement of substantive negotiations on the 
t o p - p r i o r i t y item on our agenda, namely, the cessation of the nuclear arms, race 
and nuclear disairaament. The ree.sons f o r the. urgency and importance of 
m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on that issue are vroll knovm and need not be repeated 
here; moreover, they Imve been e x p l i c i t l y recog'nized i n many international 
documents adopted by consensus by a l l members of t h i s Committee. I t i s only 
natural to believe that such a consensus should be enough to ensure that the 
Committee i s able to tackle the matter substantively. By adopting the 
F i n a l Document of the f i r s t special session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament, a l l members of the United Nations, and p a r t i c u l a r l y the-membersMp 
of the Committee on Disarmament, 1-iave agreed on talcing the action i t c a l l s f o r , 
and have therefore entered into a formal commitment that should be f u l l y 
respected. By placing the item on the cessation of the nuclear arras race and 
nuclear disarmament on the agenda and programme of work of the Committee, i t s ' 
members have also accepted that i t should be the subject of negotiation i n t l i i s 
body, which has been created with a clear negotiating mandate. 

My delegation cannot understeind, therefore, the reticence and hesitation 
of two members of the Committee i n j o i n i n g the consensus otheníise e x i s t i n g 
within t h i s body on the establishment of en ad hoc working group to deal 
substantively viith item 2, My delegation vrould have thought tliat the commitments 
undertalcen by a l l of us should not be open to question, -particularly when such 
commitments v/ere the result of long and careful negotiation, expressed i n a • 
consensual document only four years a,go. 

Those tv/o delegations have thus shov/n a very disturbing stand that r e f l e c t s . 
the current trend i n some quarters tov/ards the rev i s i o n of some of the concepts 
that have been agreed to, i n the f i e l d of disarmament, i n the not too distant 
-past. In the l a t t e r part of the 1960s, three nuclear-weapon Powers, including 
the two Superpowers, formally committed themselves i n an international treaty 
to undertalce, "at an early date", negotiations on nuclear disarmament. They, 
continue to profess t h e i r strong attacliment to that treaty; t h e i r devotion, 
however, seems to be confined only to some of the provisions of that instrument. 

More recently, a l l nuclear-v/eapon Pov/ers participated i n the drafting, of 
the F i n a l Document and joined the consensus that permitted i t s adoption, thereby 
establishing the m u l t i l a t e r e i negotiating body v/hich W3.s supposed to talce action 
on the issues embodied i n i t s Programme of Action. During the tliree years of 
operation of the Committee on Disarmament, however, every attempt to b r i n g to 
substantive examination and negotiation the two issues that were considered to 
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be of f i r s t p r i o r i t y have been systematically thwarted. The argument that such, 
issues v/ere "too important", or "too sensitive", or "too complex" to v/arrant 
m u l t i l a t e r a l scrutiny v/â s often advanced, together with the strange reasoning 
that nuclear disarmament involved the " v i t a l interest" of the nuclear-vreapon 
Powers, alone, and as such should be better dealt v/ith i n ever smaller c i r c l e s of 
great Pov/ers. 

.Lately, hov/ever, the disturbing trend I mentioned above has become increasingly 
present i n the reasoning and i n the attitudes of some nuclear-v/eapon Powers. 
Such reasoning seeks .to .justify the existence and possession of nuclear v/eapons 
with the argument•that such ,v/eapons are an essential instrument f o r the assurance 
of the security of those Pov/ers, and hence they ensure the maintenance of a, 
ba-lance that in:turn i s responsible for the e:<lsting "peace, s t a b i l i t y and order". 
Have we so dov/ngraded the concept of "peace" as to equate i t v/ith a tolerable 
state of tension? Is the rest of the v/orld expected to be s a t i s f i e d v/ith a 
concept of " s t a b i l i t y and order" that condones the persistent s p i r a l l i n g upwards 
of the nuclear arms race? Can the " v i t a l i n t e r e s t s " of the non-nuclear nations 
continue to be ignored by thos.e v/ho have conceived such a grsuad design of v/orld 
a f f a i r s ? 

B r a z i l i s convinced that no equitable and l a s t i n g solutions to questions of 
disarmament caii ever be achieved unless the legitimate concerns and aspirations 
of nuclear and non-nuclear nations alike are duly taken into account. There can 
be no j u s t i f i c a t i o n for theories tha,t assume that those v/ho possess the pov/er 
and. the means to destroy c i v i l i z a t i o n are thereby e n t i t l e d to talce decisions 
affecting the v/hole of manlcind. I f that \/ere true, i f pov/er v/ere the only 
recognized yardstick for international relations, indeed a l l nations would f e e l 
j u s t i f i e d i n seeking for themselves the acquisition of a l l the means v/ith wiiich 
to impose t h e i r v / i l l upon others. My delegation remains convinced that, through 
a careful and enlightened process of reviev/ of the current concepts i n the f i e l d 
of disarmament, those delegations that so f a r have not found i t possible to' 
adhere to the premises upon v/hich this Committee v/as established v / i l l f i n a l l y 
realize that t h e i r i n d i v i d u a l security needs a.re best served i f due account i s 
taicen of the v/ider picture of the security interests of the entire community of 
nations, and that the Comraittee on Disarmament i s the adequate forum for the 
relevant negotiations, : The opposite attitude viould prove to be a tragic mistalce 
that liist o r y v/ould record sooner or l a t e r . 

The CHAIril.IAH: I thanlc Ambassador de Souza e S i l v a f o r his statement 
and for the kind words he addressed to the Chair. 

Mr. EI1E!)EH (German Democratic Republic): Î Ir. Chairman, l e t me f i r s t of 
a l l express the s a t i s f a c t i o n of the delegation of the German Democratic Republic 
on seeing you preside over t h i s Committee. 1'/e are convinced that, guided by your 
viell-kno\/n diplomatic s k i l l s and experience, you v / i l l ably lead, us through the 
month of July i n which we w i l l undoubtedly face the bulk of the work of the 
summer session. At the sam.e time I v/ould lilce to thanlc your predecessor, 
Comrade Aiiibassador Komives from Hungary, for Ms excellent and successful 
performance as Chairmaii for the month of June, Mainly through his perseverance, 
i t v/as possible to secure a smooth start of our negotiations from the very 
beginning of our sumraer session. At the same time, I v/ould l i k e to a v a i l myself 
of tMs opportunity, to extend our sincere v/elcome to Amba>,ssador Rodriguez Havarro 
of Venezuela, to whose statement we have listened v/ith great interest, lie wish 
Mm every success i n Ms nev/ assigniaent and are looking forv^ard to constructive 
co-operation with Mm. 
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Allovr me now to address the two central questions of the Committee's agenda— 
a nuclear test ban and the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear 
disarmament. 

There can be no question as to the importance of these items. TMs i s 
especially evident under present-day circumstances when the nuclear arms race i s 
driven to new and dangerous dimensions by v/ell-known c i r c l e s beyond the A t l a n t i c 
Ocean s t r i v i n g for m i l i t a r y superiority. Ever more than before, concrete measures 
are needed to spare manlcind a nuclear holocaust. Dialogue and negotiations on an 
equal basis are on the order of the day. These are the main ideas on v/Mch the 
recent appeal by the Supreme Soviet of the USSR "To tho parliaments and peoples 
of the world" i s based and wMch, I noticed, v;as circulated just a fev minutes ago 
as an o f f i c i a l document. My coxmtry associates i t s e l f with t M s appeal. The 
People's Chamber of the German Democratic Republic solemnly declared i n t M s regard: 

"The peace appeal i s launched by the Supreme Soviet of the USSR at a time 
when world peace i s again seriously endangered. The t r a n s i t i o n of the 
aggressive m i l i t a r y forces to a policy of confrontation and arras drive, to 
a policy of interference and wMpping up c o n f l i c t s , not only threatens to 
destroy the results of détente \rliich the peoples have won i n a hard struggle, 
but also brings manlcind to the brinlc of a nuclear Armageddon. " 

Thus, the most authoritative bodies of nations have again raised t l i e i r voices 
i n favour of peace and disarmament. Naturally, the question arises: what w i l l 
the Committee on Disarmament do to respond to these appeals, to f u l f i l i t s role 
as the single m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating forum? S h a l l we continue to s i t eind wait 
for the outbrealc of a nuclear catastrophe, or s h a l l we settle ào\m to the business 
entrusted to us by the peoples of the world and come to concrete solutions? 

I tMnk the l a t t e r i s the right v/ay. My delegation regards the establishment 
of subsidiary bodies of the Committee on a nuclear test ban and on the cessation 
of the nuclear arms race and. nuclear disarmament as a f i r s t step i n t M s dire c t i o n . 

In the absence of a consensus concerMng t M s question at our spring session, 
we supported the holding of informal meetings on items 1 and 2. These meetings 
played a useful role i n the c l a r i f i c a t i o n of some basic aspects connected with 
nuclear doctrines and the nuclear arms race. The urgent necessity of negotiations 
on the cessation of the nuclear arras race and nuclear disarmament was widely 
recogMzed. On the other hand, no concrete steps leading to the preparation of 
such negotiations could' be agreed upon. 

My delegation cannot but deplore tha,t i n t M s connection a tendency endangering 
the very basis of t M s Committee i s emerging on the part of tvro nuclear-v/eapon States. 
Contrary to the provisions of the P i n a l Document of the f i r s t special session- of 
the General Assembly devoted to disairaaraent, the repeated appeals of the 
General Assembly and the expressed v/ish of v/orld public opinion, these States 
seem to be not prepared to talce an active part i n negotiations on the c r u c i a l 
questions of our time. Sometimes one may have the impression that at best they 
are only ready to talce part i n not binding discussions. 0;/ing to t M s attitude, 
even a procedural decision on the establishment of additional ad hoc worlcing groups 
has been blocked up to now. To j u s t i f y t M s position, the argument v/as advanced 
that "the time was not r i p e " for negotiations on the cessation of the nuclear aims 
race and nuclear disarmament. TMs argument holds no v/ater. I t i s c e r t a i n l y not 
necessary to go into d e t a i l s . As i n other cases, too, the F i n a l Document of the 
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f i r s t special session speaJcs c l e a r l y i n t h i s regard. For the salce of c l a r i t y 
I would lilce to em.phasize only one h i s t o r i c a l p a r a l l e l . A l l here around t l i i s 
table are cer t a i n l y f a m i l i a r vrith the history of. the disarmament negotiations i n 
the framework of the League of Hâtions. Years vrere- spentj on sometimes very 
abstract deliberations. After a l l , they v/ere doomed to f a i l u r e by.the ill-famed 
lirikage concept used by the opponents of real disarîïiament. This concept was, 
i n t e r a l i a , reflected i n the report of the "Ilixed Commission" • of• September 1921. 
I would l i k e to quote from i t : 

"Of a l l the problems confronting the League of Hâtions, • none i s more d i f f i c u l t 
than the.t of disarmament, for armaments 6.epend on policy, and po l i c y depends 
on circumstances, while circumstances vary from year to year and from country 
to country." 

The p a r a l l e l to present-day arguments i s obvious. Hy delegation cannot but repeat 
i t s appeal to the tv/o nuclear-v/eapon States v/hich up to nov/ are not .ready to j o i n 
i n our efforts to move a^head i n nuclear disarmament to change t h e i r attitude and 
to accept at lea^st a positive formal decision on the establishment of additional 
subsidiary bodies on items.1 and 2. 

An ad hoc v/orking group on a nuclear test ban could deal i n a comprehensive 
manner with аЛ.1 aspects connected v/ith the complete and general prohibition of 
nuclear v/eapon tests. A l l nuclear-v/eapon Sta;tes v/ould have an appropriate 
opportunity to expla-in t h e i r position and to reach agreement, on these v i t a l 
problems. To oui- knov/ledge, no single nuclear-v/ea;non State has u j i t i l nov/ 
o f f i c i a l l y questioned the need for a comprehensive test ban. Thus, favourable, 
conditions for the establishment of a CTB v/orking group seem to exist.; A f i r s t 
step to be agreed on by a l l five nuclear-xreapon States could be a one-year 
moratorium on a l l nuclea<,r-v/eapon tests. This v/ould, v/ithout any doubt, ..fa,vourably 
influence future CTS negotiations. At the same time v/e believe that such a working 
group should not interfere v/ith the resumption of the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations but 
should rather help to promote them. These talks v/ere interrupted by the l/estern 
side i n ITovember I9OC and, despite the readiness of the USSPL and repeated appeals 
i n this Committee, have not been resumed since then. The reasons are v/ell knov/n. 

The reports submitted to the Committee on .Disarmament by the t r i l a t e r a l 
negotiators sliov/ that considerable progress has. been made on the roa,d to a treaty 
on a complete and general prohibition of nuclear-v/eapon tests. Key provisions of 
such a treaty v/ere agreed upon. The understanding reached on v e r i f i c a t i o n i s 
of particular importance. The use of seismic monrtoring: methods A/hich, a,ccording 
to some reports, can detect 1 to 2 k t - y i e l d nuclear explosions, on-site inspections 
on a voluntary ba.sis i n special cases, as well as a, committee of experts, v/ould 
ensure r e l i a b l e v e r i f i c a t i o n of compliance v/ith a CTBT. In this regard my 
deieigation-v/islies to express i t s satisfa,ction a.t the v/ork of the Committee's 
Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts on seismic events, v/liich has already done 
much of the grouïid.v/ork for the establishment of an international seismic d.ata 
exchange system within the framev/ork of a treaty on the complete and general 
prohibition of nuclear-v/eapon tests. 

In viev/ of a l l these achievements, v/e f i r m l y reject a l l attempts to use a 
so-called v e r i f i c a t i o n question to j u s t i f y a reluctant attitude to CTB negotiations. 
It i s aJ.l too obvious that alleged v e r i f i c a t i o n d i f f i c u l t i e s are simply a cover 
for a la.ck of p o l i t i c a l v / i l l to agree on a CTB. 
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Not long- ago, the united Nations General Assembly solemnly declared the 
1980s as the Second Disarmament Decade. Vie hope that that Declaration does not 
remain a dead l e t t e r . There are more and more signs that we are entering a 
period which poses a greater danger of nuclear war than ever before. This i s 
caused by the renewed advocacy i n one major nuclear-weapon State of l i m i t e d 
nuclear-war as a r e a l i s t i c • - p o l i t i c a l option, by conceptions that nuclear 
weapons-must be used as active instruments of foreign -policy. At the very heart 
of this policy l i e s a fundamental unwillingness of t h i s nuclear-weapon Power 
to acknowledge the need to s t a b i l i z e the nuclear strategic balance and to bring 
i t do\m to agreed l i m i t s . ' 

It seems to us that instead of tj-iinl-cing about a constructive attitude to' 
agreements and negotiations on arms l i m i t a t i o n and disarmament, t h i s 
nuclear-vreapon Power i s giving more and nore thought to enhancing the " c r e d i b i l i t y 
of nuclear deterrence". E f f o r t s are being made' to move quickly towards a f i r s t 
s t r i k e counter-force doctrine and capability. V/liereas the- start of new SALT 
negotiations i s continuously postponed, hew d e s t a b i l i z i n g m i l i t a r y programmes 
are coming smoothly into existence. Today nobody'knows how long the "pause" 
i n SALT and other negotiations imposed and foreseen by such a policy w i l l endure, 
and what results dangerous for the security of a l l peoples i t v / i l l s t i l l bring 
about. 

The policy of m i l i t a r y strength, confrontation and containment puts e x i s t i n g 
agreements into question. Already at the beginning of the spring session of 
t h i s year my delegation drev/ the attention of the Committee to attempts by 
certain c i r c l e s i n the United States to abrogate the Treaty on the Limitation of 
A n t i - B a l l i s t i c ' M i s s i l e Systems. Only some days ago the Moscoxi meeting of the 
Palme Commission with a l l seriousness underlined i t s importance and urged the 
countries concemed to maintain the treaty (CD/188), 

The German Democratic Republic favours the e a r l i e s t possible resumption 
of the SALT negotiations and the entry into force of the'SALT I I agreement. 
This Viould not only enlisnce international security; i t vrould also have a 
favourable impact on the negotiations i n the Committee on Disamanent. The 
Committee i t s e l f , v-zith due regard to the stipulations of the P i n a l Document 
of the f i r s t special session on disamament, should concentrate on the basic 
aspects of the cessation of the nuclear ams race and nuclear disamament. 

Already at the very beginning of the vrork of t h i s Committee i n i t s new 
fom, a group of s o c i a l i s t countries tabled i n document CD/4 clear proposals 
on hov/ to prepare and' i n i t i a t e appropriate negotiations. Concrete ideas about 
the subject and stages of such negotiations were put foivard. • A l l these 
•proposals are s t i l l v a l i d today. ¥e cannot but express our concern that up 
to nov/ i t has not been possible to reach any agreement i n t h i s Committee 
concerning the questions raised i n document CD/4 and i n documents presented 
by the Group of 21. There can be no j u s t i f i c a t i o n f o r a position blocking 
the start of business-like negotiations on the most c i u c i a l question of our 
time. Perhaps the tv/o nuclear-v/eapon States concerned have concepts and ideas 
on nuclear disamament different from those of the majority of the Committee's 
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members. But this should not prevent thea from j o i n i n g a consensúe on the " 
creation of an ad hoc working group i n vfhich they may explain t h e i r concepts 
and concerns. Negotiations are the only r e l i a b l e v/ay to cope vrith the v i t a l 
problems of our da,y. .An 'o,d hoc working group could determine the< set of .-. 
questions to be derJt .vrith i n the relevant negotiations and solve matters 
connected with the:.-organizational preparation of the negotiations. 

As f a r as the mandates of the tvro additional vrorking groups are concerned, 
useful ideas vrere expressed by the group of s o c i a l i s t States' as vrell as by 
the Group of 21. Novr the time i s ripe f o r a serious debate and a formal 
decision on them. .It i s our understanding, Mr. Chairman, that i t f i t s into 
the role entrusted, to you by the Comnittee f o r you to i n i t i a t e t M s process 
by holding appropriate consultations, i n particular vrith the delegations of 
the nucleâ r-wèapon States, or to set up a. special contact group. 

Closely.connected vrith the cessation of the nuclear arms race i s the 
•prevention of the geograipMcal spread of nuclear vreapons. 'Therefore, l e t 
me remind this Comnittee that under resolution 35/l56 С of the United Nations 
General Assembly, i t vras called upon to proceed vrithout-delay to talks vrith 
a. view to ela,borating 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. V/e hox)e that the Committee on Disarmam.ent v r i l l respond: v/ith 
a l l seriousness to tMs resolution. Appropriate proposads were made by 
the s o c i a l i s t countries at the beginning of t h i s session. 

At the conclusion of ny statement, permit me to say a fevr vrords 
about a recent event. Seme days ago the German Dem.ocratic Republic, 
together vrith o-bher s o c i a l i s t countries, strongly condemned the I s r a e l i 
attack on the Iraqi nuclear research centre near Baghdad. V/e cannot but 
state our concern that follovring this attack, i n V/estem mass media, and. 
not only there, a^ttempts v/ere made to put into question the safeguards 
system of the lASA and to j u s t i f y the I s r a e l i attack. At the. same- time 
the fact that the aĝ çressor, according to some reports, already years ago -
clandestinely acquired nuclear v/eapons i s v/idely neglected. As a party 
to the hTT. vre strongly oppose such attem'pts. In our viev/, t l i i s act of 
State-directed terrorism should•make those countries v/hich closely 
collaborate with Isra^al i n the nuclear f i e l d reviev/ t h e i r policy i n that 
respect and take appropriate sanctions against the aggressor. 'Thereby 
legitimate non-proliferation concerns can be met. Others-rise, v/e-fear, 
such an. aggressive regime as the apartheid clique i n Pretoria x / i l l be 
encouraged toraorrovr to attack nuclear f a c i l i t i e s i n African countries 
under the pretext of "securing i t s survival". 
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The СНаШ-ШТ; I thahk Ambassador Herder of the Geman Democratic Republic f o r 
his statement and for the kind words he.addressed to the'Chair. 

Mr. DARIJSMAH (Indonesia): Mr. Chairman, to begin with, allow me to offer you 
the v/am congratulations of the Indonesian delegation on your accession to the . 
chair of the Committee. You represent a country which i s well-knov/n f o r i t s 
u n t i r i n g efforts f o r the cause of international peace. I t i s therefore a great 
pleasure to my delegation to .see you chairing t h i s inportant Committee and may I 
offer you the f u l l .co-operation of my delegation i n the discharge of your 
d i f f i c u l t task and heavy r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . With your vast experience and deep 
Icnowledge of the problems we have to deal with, my delegation i s convinced that, 
under yoTjx competent guidance, our Committee v i i l l make further progress. 

Allovr me also to take this opportunity to express the appreciation of vsy 
delegation to your predecessor, Ambassador Komives of Hungary, for the competent 
and e f f i c i e n t manner i n which he presided over our Committee during the month of 
June. 

Allow me also to welcome the distinguished representative of Venezuela, 
H.E. Ambassador Rodriguez Navarro. 

VJhen the f i r s t United Nations Disarmament Decade was proclaimed by the 
General Assembly on 16 December 19б9> the objectives of which were the cessation of 
the nuclear arms race, nuclear disarmament, the elimination of other weapons of 
mass destruction, the conclusion of a treaty on general and complete disarmament 
under s t r i c t and effective international control and the possible'channelling of 
the resources freed by the disarmament measures to promote development i n 
developing countries, there was a higli hope that the 1970s vrould be marked by 
substantive progress and concrete achievements i n the f i e l d of the cessation of 
the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. Tv-ro years before the end of the 
decade, the General Assembly, at i t s tenth special session, v;hich v/as devoted to 
disarmament, emphasized i n paragraph 47 of i t s P i n a l Doc-ament that nuclear v/eapo.nc 
pose the greatest danger to marJcind and c i v i l i z a t i o n and that the.nuclear arms 
race, i n the context of the complete elimination of nuclear v/eapons,' should be 
halted and reversed. I t i s with regret and concern that v/e note that the f i r s t 
United Nations Disarmament Decade has ended v/ithout the accomplishment of i t s 
objectives. On the contrary, v/e have v/itnessed the continued increase i n the 
number and destructive ca p a b i l i t y of nuclear v/eapons i n the v/orld" s arsenals, as 
v/ell as the -continued inproverient of the accuracy of t h e i r delivery systems. 
Concerned v/ith such a sit u a t i o n , the Poreign Ministers of the Non-Aligned Movement, 
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i n the Declaration issued at the conclusion of t h e i r meeting held i n New Delhi 
l a s t February, stated, i n t e r a l i a , as follows; 

"The actions of the nuclear-weapon States, which are engaged i n a new and 
frenaied round of the nuclear aras race, have created a s i t u a t i o n i n which 
manlcind seems to have been condemned to l i v e i n the shadow of nuclear 
a i i n i h i l a t i o n . " 

The Group of 21, i n i t s statement at the conclusion of our spring session, 
emphasized the special r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of a l l the nuclear-weapon States, 
p a r t i c u l a r l y those'among them which possess the most iiïiportant miclear. arsenals, 
i n the task of achieving the goals of nuclear disarmam.ent.' This special 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y was recognized not only i n tho F i n a l Document of the f i r s t special 
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarma'ment, i n 197S (paragraph ¿¡S) 
but' had also been proviousljr affirmed i n another international instrument, namely, 
the non-proliferation Treaty ( a r t i c l e VI) which v a s concluded ten years e a r l i e r , 
I'ihile believing that b i l a t e r a l and regional negotiations are useful and shou.ld be 
i n t e n s i f i e d , i t i s also the view of ny delegation that this Committee, the only 
m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating organ i n the f i e l d of disarmament and i n which a l l 
nuclear-weapon States as well as non-nuclear-weapon States particij)ate, should 
start without fuir-fcher delay m.ultilateral negotiations i n the discharge of the 
mandate entrusted to i t by the General Assembly and, more pa r t i c v i l a r l y , i n order 
that the Comjnittee s h a l l bo i n a p o s i t i o n to submit i t s report on the results of 
those negotiations to the General Assenbljr a t i t s second special session on 
d.icarraament, to be held next year. The cessation of the nuclear arms race and 
nuclear disarmament a r e of concern to the international community as a v/hole, . 
nuclear-v/eapon and non-nuclear-v/eapon States a l i k e , because the continvied 
quantitative and qualitative increase.in nuclear armaments has not resulted i n the 
strengthening of international peace and security.; on the contrary, these 
armaments continue to pose.a threat to international peace and have only created a 
deeper cense of insecurity on the part of the majority of the nations of the v/orl.d. 
The concepts of nuclear superiority or of a balance of nuclear deterrence can only 
lead to an endless nuclear arms race, thus making nuclear disarmament more remote. 
A s l i g h t sense of nuclear i n f e r i o r i t y on the part of one nuclear-v/eapon State v/ould 
push this State to make up for i t by increasing i t s ov/n. m i l i t a r y oDqpenditures i n 
order that the nuclear balance be restored or even to t i l t i t i n i t s favovxr. Such 
a process may go on ad nauseam, running counter to the common man's profound need 
for peace and security. A s p i r a l l i n g arms race V7ill also jeopardize the endeavours 
by the world coiTmiunity to cope with the present international economic problems and 
to achieve a n e v international economic o r d e r . The competition i n deterrence, as 
stated by the Foreign Ministers of the Non-Aligned countries i n t h e i r February 
meeting i n Nev/ Delhi, "has only heightened tho nightmare of uncertainty and fear 
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which characterizes international relations today because the arms race stems 
p a r t i c u l a r l y from the persistent recourse to the use of force i n order to maintain 
the status quo i n international r e l a t i o r o . There i s only one r e a l deterrent, 
namely, mankind's desire to survive". 

When this Committee was created, three years ago, i t was the expectation of 
the community of nations that this single m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating body i n the 
f i e l d of disarmament vrould be more successful than the EltDC or the CCD. The 
c r e d i b i l i t y of this organ vrould be at stake and the confidence that the 
international community has i n this organ may be shaken i f wo f a i l even to engage 
i n negotiations on-nuclear weapons v/hich v/ere given f i r s t p r i o r i t y among thé items 
l i s t e d i n paragraph 45 of the P i n a l Docum.ent of the f i r s t special session. ' Dp to 
the conclusion of our spring session, negotiations on this p r i o r i t y item, 
including the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament, had not 
even been started. Informal meetings did take place, but although the discussions 
i n those meetings were not t o t a l l y f u t i l e , no s i g n i f i c a n t results have actually-
come out of those informal deliberations. I t i s a matter of regret and concern to 
us to note that today, at the beginning of the t h i r d v/eek of our work t h i s summer, 
there seem to be no indications that the proposals of the Gro-up of 21 contained i n 
document CD/180 on the establishment of an ad hoc v/orking group on item 2 of oxix 
agenda and i t s mandate v / i l l receive a p o s i t i v e response. In response to arguments 
that only b i l a t e r a l , t r i l a t e r a l or regional forums are suitable for effective 
negotiations, the Group of 21 has stated i n i t s document CD/lGO that such forums 
for negotiations continue to be useful, and negotiations taking place therein 
should be i n t e n s i f i e d , v/hile m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations of v i t a l i nterest to 
nuclear-v/eapon and non-nuclear-vreapon States a l i k e should be i n i t i a t e d v/ithout 
delay i n this Committee as the only m i i l t i l a t e r a l organ i n the f i e l d of disarmament 
i n which both nuclear-v/eapon and non-nuclear-v/eapon States are p a r t i c i p a t i n g . 
This viev/ i s i n conformity with the provision i n paragraph 121 of the P i n a l 
Document of the f i r s t special session on disarmament. Disarmament negotiations i n 
the nuclear f i e l d are not an area of a c t i v i t i e s reserved solely for nuclear-weapon 
States. Paragraph 113 of the P i n a l Document of the f i r s t special session states, 
i n t e r a l i a , that nuclear disarmament i s essential for the survival of mankind. 
Mankind does not consist of nucleai^-weapon nations only; i t consists of a l l the 
nations i n the world which have nov/ been affected by the continued escalation of 
the nuclear arms race and v/hich vrould suffer from a nuclear vrar, regardless of 
whether they are nuclear-vreapon or non-nuclear-\-reapon nations.. This Committee 
therefore constitutes the most appropriate forum for the conduct of negotiations on 
disarmament i n the nuclear f i e l d , vrhich are of v i t a l interest to manlcind as a 
whole. 

The CHAIBI'-IAN; I thanlc Ambassador Darusman of Indonesia f o r his statement and 
for the kind v-zords he addressed to the Chair. 
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Mr. I33R/iaLY¿IT (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) (translated fron Russian).* 
In tho history of every people there have been tines when i t s very existence as a 
nation was jeopardized. To survive i n such circunstances required tho no b i l i z a t i o n 
of a l l the forces and internal resources of one country or another. The f i r s t world 
ari?.ed c o n f l i c t put at stalce the fate of severavl States and caused not only the loss 
•of nany n i l l i o n s of hunan l i v e s aaid trenendous devastation but also r a d i c a l changes 
in the p o l i t i c a l nap of Europe — and not Europe alone, either. The Second World 
War involved the greater part of the countries of the-world, and for nany of then 
the preservation of th e i r national independence, t h e i r statehood and sonetines even 
their nere physical survival entailed unheard-of destruction and sufferings and 
losses anounting to n i l l i o n s upon n i l l i o n s of honan l i v e s . At the present tine, i n 
the era of thermonuclear vreapons, i t i s not only the fate of nany nations but also 
the preservation of human c i v i l i z a t i o n and the very l i f o of nan on oarth that are 
i n p e r i l l e d . 

Can there be a people that i n the face of this universavl threat vrould seek i t s 
ото destruction? Can there be a Government, i f i t r e a l l y represents the interests of 
i t s people, that would not do i t s utmost to heljp put an end to t l i i s brid-led nuclear 
Bacchanalia? Can any sober-ninded person stand aside fron the struggle to save 
peace, to avert the threat of thermonuclear holocaust? 

It was precisely these thoughts, this anxiety for-the future of a l l mankind 
that imbued the speech delivered by the General Secretary of the Central Committee 
of the Connunist Pa.rty of the Soviet Union ajid Chaiman of the Presidiun. of. the 
Suprene Soviet of the USSR L.I. Brezhnev on 25 June 1931 at the session of the 
highest State body of the Soviet Union, as also the appeal by the Suprene Soviet of 
the USSR to the parliaments and peoples of the vrorld^ which has been circulated as 
an o f f i c i a l document of the Connittee on Disamanent. 

In the face of the unprecedented aggravation of the international situation i n 
recent tines, the head of the Soviet State declaredj "Only one conclusion can be 
dravrn: novr, today, everything possible must be done to bar the way to those who 
love mi-estricted rearmament and m i l i t a r y gajublos. Everythizig possible must be done 
to safeguard the right of people to l i f e . No one can be an indifferent onlooker i n 
this matter; i t affects a l l and everyone. It affects Governments and p o l i t i c a l 
parties, public organizations and, of course, parliaments elected by the p.-oplos and 

This task also d i r e c t l y concerns our Connittee, We representatives i n the 
Connittee of Disamanent know perha-ps better than anyone not only about the great 
objective d i f f i c u l t i e s that are connected vrith t h i s nultifaceted complex of problems 
relati n g to the l i m i t a t i o n of amiaments but also about those subjective factors that 
are possibly even more important at the present stage and vrhich may be brought 
together under one heading — "the p o l i t i c a l v r i l l of States". Yes, i t i s indeed the 
p o l i t i c a l v r i l l or, nore precisely, the lack of i t i n the leading V/estern Povrers 
that has up to novr been the p r i n c i p a l obstacle to practica,l headway being made i n 
the negotiations on the l i n i t a t i o n of the nuclea.r arns race and to r e a l l y tangible 
measures being adopted i n the sphere of nuclear disamanent. 

1/ Pravda, 24 June I98I . 
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• ¥ho w i l l deny that i n present-day conditions the gravest p e r i l , to peace.-and the 

security of •peoples l i e s i n the continuing arns race, and f i r s t and forenost the 
nuclear arms race? 

The main feature of the current stage i n the nuclear arms race i s that i t s focus 
has shifted from the quantitative to the qua l i t a t i v e aspect. In the era of 
s c i e n t i f i c and technological revolution, qualitative innovations i n nuclear weapons 
systems can e n t a i l far-reaching consequences hoth of a m i l i t a r y and strategic and 
of a p o l i t i c a l nature. 

The monstrous consequences of the arms race i n general and the nuclear arms 
race-in p a r t i c u l a r cause legitimate anxiety on the part of the i-rorld coimnunity. 

In this connection permit me to refer to the unbiased opinion of competent 
sc i e n t i s t s i n various countries, both nuclear and non-nuclear, who are e n t i r e l y 
j u s t i f i e d i n thinking that any war i n which weapons of mass destruction v/ere used 
would inevitably become nuclear omnicide — the t o t a l self-destruction of c i v i l i z a t i o n 
on earth. Thus, for instance, the participants i n the authoritative Pugwash Confex«nci 
recently stated that, unless effective measures are taken to a l l e v i a t e and remove 
dangerous trends i n the q u a l i t a t i v e and quantitative arms race, a nuclear m i l i t a r y 
catastrophe w i l l break out even before the end of the present century. Such a war 
w i l l sov/ death and devastation v/hich human society v / i l l no longer be able to cope 
with. The very survival of a hunan being as a b i o l o g i c a l species w i l l be 
endangered. 1/ 

I would l i k e to. stress once again that this opinion i s not merely that of sone 
representatives of the general public but of renowned s c i e n t i s t s who Icnov/ the value 
of t h e i r words. One of them. Professor Rotblat, an eminent B r i t i s h authority i n the 
sphere of radiation biology, stated i n no uncertain terns at the 30th Pugv^ash 
Conference that m i l i t a r y experts are either unable or vinwilling to take into acco^unt 
the consequences of the p o l i c i e s of the arms race and seek to secure public acceptance 
of the doctrine of a "limited" nuclear v/ar. 

A sinilar.vle-wpoint i s held by an eminent American s c i e n t i s t , ' John Somerville, 
an honorary Professor of New York University, who, i n p a r t i c u l a r , said; "Now each 
and every person, a l l people on earth are participating i n a sort of a world 
referendum on the subject of whether the ever-grov/ing stockpiles of xreapons of mass 
destruction should continue to exist or whether l i f e should continue. Those vího take 
no action against these types of v/eapons are i n fact voting f o r omnicide", 2/ 

In l a t e March of t h i s year a conference of "international physicians f o r the 
prevention of nuclear war" took place i n the v i c i n i t y of Washington with the 
p a r t i c i p a t i o n of prominent s c i e n t i s t s and physicians from 11 countries, the 
conference' studied the consequences of various types of nuclear s t r i k e s . I t was 
established, f o r example, that the explosion of a one-negaton 'bomb i n the a i r over a 

1/ World of Science.' v o l . tííIV, I98O, p. 29 . 

2/ Problens of Peace and S o c i a l i s n , No. 6, p. 70. 
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c i t y with one m i l l i o n residents would cause the death of 300,000 people as a result 
of the blast, burns and radiation, vihile 400,000 nore would suffer fron the 
after-effects of the nuclear explosion. The explosion of a, 20-negaton thermonuclear 
device would v/ipe out a l l buildings within a. 24-b:i radius and the luminous radiation 
would be so intense as to burn everything al i v e to a distance of I40 km fron the 
epicentre of the explosion. 

The explosion of 10,000 megatons — and this i s precisely the y i e l d of nuclear 
devices which, a^ccording to- the estimates made by iinerican experts, w i l l be 
exploded i n the event of a thernonuclear war — w i l l reduce the ozone layer of the" 
atnosphere by 30 to 40 per cent. The so-called hard u l t r a v i o l e t , radiation w i l l 
sharply increase, the result being the destruction of a g r i c u l t u r a l crops and animals, l / 

S cientists and m i l i t a r y experts i n various co-untries have described the 
trenend.ous hunan-losses and destruction that vrould. result from a nuclear v/ar, 
including a so-called l i m i t e d nuclear v/ar. 

¥ith the present-day l e v e l of the development of strategic am:s, guidance systems 
and missile early-v/arning systems i t i s impossible to laimch a preventive nuclear 
s t r i k e , v/hich the arcliitects of the nev/ nuclear strategy count on, without .inevitably 
suffering a no less pov/erful r e t a l i a t o r y attack. I l l u s o r y , therefore,, are the hopes 
of those vho v/ish to f i n d sone foolproof "recipe" f o r a nuclear war that would enable 
them at an auspicious noment to disarm the ener.iy v/ith, so to speak one knock-out blow, 
x/ithout themselves r i s k i n g destruction i n such a war. 

One cannot malce p r i o r judgements as to the nature and nethods of nuclear warfare. 
Tlie architects of the concept of a U n i t e d use of strategic nuclear arms are 
actually proposing to v/age a nuclear v/ar i n accordance v/ith some predesigned "rules" 
whereby nuclear missiles should explode i n "g:ntlcar-;al-y'' fashion, that i s , not over 
c i t i e s but over targets v/liich they v/ould consider i t advantageous to c a l l m i l i t a r y 
objects. I t i s clear to any sane-minded person that thàs i s impracticable. M i l i t a r y 
f a c i l i t i e s ai;'e at present deployed i n such a way that ,in any case selective nuclear 
strilces against then v / i l l at the same time cause massive annihilation of the c i v i l i a n 
poijulation. M y attempt to portray a nuclear war as "an exchange of selective 
strikes solely against n i l i t a r y targets", without the p o s s i b i l i t y of i t s escalating 
into an a l l - o u t war, seems altogether naive. 

Fron the n i l i t a r y standpoint, as the advocates of tho new nuclear strategy arc 
perfectly v/ell aware, a n"uclear "nini-г/аг" i s an absurdity, since i t i s clear to 
everyone that any l i m i t e d naclea.r v/ar v / i l l inevitably and inmediately escalate into 
an aJl-out global v/ar. 

It i s d i f f i c u l t to inagine the consequences of even a l i m i t e d n-unber of nuclear 
strikes against the t e r r i t o r y of an i n d u s t r i a l i z e d State. Experts of the United States 
Department of Defense prepared a report on the effects of a "limited nuclear war" 
which was presented i n 1975 to the Senate Foreign Relations Comittee. I t contains 
the following data, on possible losses i n the United States i n the event of the 
launching of selective nuclear strilces against various targets within the t e r r i t o r y 
of the co-iuntry. A strike against the Miitenan (I'lissouri) airbase alone could k i l l 
10.3 n i l l i o n pcoplo, and attacks on other ICBM bases 21.7 m i l l i o n people. 

1/ Konsonolslcaya Pravda, 10 A p r i l I9BI 
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One cannot help wondering whether the apologists of the new nuclear strategy-
comprehend the raegnitude of these figures and of the possible consequences? In 
truth, a;glance at the figures i s enou^gh'to convinco anyone of tho danger to the-vrorld 
that is,being created by the nuclear-maniacs. 

Despite convincing data about the catastrophic consequences of a war i n vrhich 
nuclear weapons are used, here and there i n the West the advocates of such a war 
raise t h e i r voices ever more loudly i n i t s defence. The apologists of the doctrine of 
deterrence even t r y to theorize on the subject of the a d v i s a b i l i t y f o r the ' 
United States to employ nuclear weaipons against the Soviet Union. Л nuclear vrar i s 
possible-say Colin S. Grey and Keith Pane i n the magazine,-Poreign Policy. But unlike 
.Armageddon, they say — an apocalyptic war which i s prophesized to mark the end of 
history — a nuclear vzar can have the most varied outcomes, l / 

Hovrever, to the authors of t h i s a r t i c l e , judging by i t s t i t l e , '-'Victory i s 
Possible", the outcome of a war i s clear. I t w i l l be waged to "force the Soviet Union" 
to give up those foreign policy actions whose character i s misinterpreted by 
Washington. 

More frequent attempts have been made l a t e l y to provide a "theoretical basis" 
f o r the need to continue resorting to the doctrine of deterrence which has more than 
once been refuted by l i f e i t s e l f . Purthermore, i t i s characteristic that whereas i n 
the past.the advocates of t h i s doctrine i;sed i t mainly víith respect to the continent 
of Europe, nowadays they are trying to extend i t s sphere of application to include -
the entire globe. I l l u s t r a t i v e i n t h i s regard i s the a r t i c l e by a former director 
of the CIA, Admiral Stanfield Turncrj e n t i t l e d "Towards a NOT Defence Strategy" which 
was published i n the New. York Times Magazine i n May of 1981. 

V/e, agree vrfth those representatives vrho have declared, that a nuclear war would 
not -be confined to those c-ovintries vrhich possess nuclear vreapons or have' m i l i t a r y 
alliances with nuclear-weapon Powers. In the present-day g e o p o l i t i c a l situation i t 
i s hard to think, of a region vrhxich vrould be spared by a nuclear c o n f l i c t . 

The peace i n i t i a t i v e s of the Soviet Union spring fron i t s understanding of t h i s 
objective r e a l i t y and not from sone other considerations. The readiness of the Soviet 
side to start a dialogue on the vrhole spectrum of disarmament issues has been 
repeatedly reaffirmed i n recent statements by the head of our State, L.I. Brezhnev, 
at the 26th Congress of the Comriunist Pairty of the Soviet Union i n Moocovr, i n Prague, 
Kiev and T b i l i s i , at the recent Soviet-Algerian, Soviet-Jordanian and Soviet-Libyan 
negotiations and during meetings vrith prominent p o l i t i c a l figures such as 0 . Palme, 
W. Brandt, etc. À concentrated expression of Soviet willingness to conduct, 
negotiations i s provided by the appeal to the parliaments and peoples of the vrorld 
referred to e a r l i e r . I t i s symbolic that the appeal, whose urgency i n the present 
vrorld s i t u a t i o n i s indisputable,, vras adopted on the eve of the 40th anniversary of 
the outbreak of the bloodiest war i n the history of mankind. Does anyone need •' 
weightier evidence of the s i n c e r i t y of our i n i t i a t i v e s i n the sphere of disarmament 
than the unparalleled human and material losses suffered by the Soviet Union i n that 
war? 

Nevertheless, there are persons, persons holding responsible posts furthermore, 
who are trying to brush the Soviet proposals aside vrithou't, f o r th e i r part, offering 
any constructive i n i t i a t i v e s . 

_ l / Poreign Policy, No. 59, stimner 1980, p. I 4 . 
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There i s no more important or m.ore urgent task today than preventing the vroi-ld 
from s l i d i n g into war, warding off a nuclear c o n f l i c t . The best way of doing this i s 
by negotiations on the cessation of the nviclear arms race and on nuclear .disamanent. 
That i s the view held by the broad masses of the world's population; i t i s also the 
position of many States members of the Committee on Disamament. This i s clear fron 
the statenents of thei r representatives i n t h i s body. Л v i v i d nanifestation of the 
strong desire to proceed to practiced negotiations i s to be fo-und i n the proposals 
tabled by s o c i a l i s t States f o r s p e c i f i c neasures, i n pa r t i c u l a r within the framework 
of OUT CoiTOittee, towards the major goal of disamanent. 

The Soviet Union has been and i s i n favour of the consideration i n the Connittee 
on Disamament, as a natter of p r i o r i t y , of the problen of nuclear disamanent. 

The proposals of the Soviet Union and of other s o c i a l i s t countries on t h i s 
subject should be very well Icnovm. V/e therefore f i n d franlcly incomprehensible the 
requests addressed by sone delegations either to "the two nost powerful States" or 
to a l l nuclear powers i n general to set forth t h e i r positions on nuclear disamanent 
issues. In this connection we once again draw the attention of those delegations, 
and, of a l l other delegations also to docuiTjents CD/4, CD/109 and CD/14I, t o nunerous • 
statenents on these issues by leaders of the Soviet Union sone- of which have been 
issued as o f f i c i a l documents of the Conjnittee this year (CD/I6 0 , CD/I66, CD/176 and 
CD/191. 

DoGunent CD/4 contaáns sp e c i f i c proposals aimed at the e a.rliost possible starting 
of negotiations on nuclear disamanent. I t defines our attitude to the subject of 
the negotia-fcions, to negotiating stages, to arrangenents i n preparation for the 
negotiations, to thei r tine-poriods as well as to other issues connected with the 
conduct of the negotiations. The docunent also emphasizes the need to reach agreenent 
on appropriate v e r i f i c a t i o n neasures. 

I would also r e c a l l that the delegation of the Soviet Union along with the other 
co-authors of document CD/4 have repeatedly provided explanations regarding the 
proposals put foCTiard by them. 

The s o c i a l i s t coiintries consider tliat the cessation of the production, the 
reduction and the el i n i n a t i o n of nuclear weapons should be carried out on a stage-by-
sta,ge, nutually acceptable and agreed basis. The degree of isarticipation of 
individual nuclear-weapon States i n neasures v/ithin each stage should be deterained 
v/ith due regard f o r the quantitative and qualitative significance of the existing 
arsenals of nuclear-weapon States and of other States concerned. At a l l stages, the 
existing balance i n the natter of nuclear ams should be maintained, with a gradual 
lowering of t h e i r l e v e l s . 

iirguaents have often been heard of la t e to the effect that nuclear disamanent 
issues are inseparably linked v/ith the highest national security interests of States 
and that negotiations on the l i m i t a t i o n of nuclear aramanents should not be held 
v/ithout account being taken of those interests. ¥e-fully subscribe to such a statement, 
provided, of course, i t i s not used as an excuse f o r refusing to negotiate on nuclear 
disamajnent. V/e have repeatedly stressed, both i n document CD/4 and i n cur statements, 
that we are i n fa-vour of the ela.boration and implementation of measures for the 
l i m i t a t i o n of the nuclear arms race and f o r nuclear disamament being inseparably 
linked with the strengtheràng of the p o l i t i c a J and international legal guarantees of 
the security of States. 



CD/P/.1-34 
26 • 

(Mr. Issraelyan, USSR) 

As a measure aimed at the l i m i t a t i o n of the nuclear arm:s race, the Soviet Union 
has proposed that on the t e r r i t o r i e s of States where there are no nuclear weapons at 
present, such weapons should not be deployed. Ho one can deny that such a measujre 
would contribute to restraining the spread of nuclear weapons and would thus curb the 
nuclear arms race. We are ready to reach an agreement whereby a l l nuclear-weapon 
States undertake not to station nuclea-r-weapons on the t e r r i t o r i e s • of comtries v.here 
there are no such weapons at present, irrespective' of whether or'not such a countrj^ 
has a l l i a n c e relations with t h i s or that State. We have put forv/ard quite a number 
of other, very sp e c i f i c proposals aimed'at the curbing of-the nuclear arms race and 
we have stated that we should be interested to hear the reactions 'bo those proposals 
of other States and especially of nuclear-v/eapon States. 

As a preparation f o r negotiations, s o c i a l i s t countries ha„ve proposed tho holding 
of consultations within the framework of-the Committee on Disarmament i n order to drav/ 
up a set of ques-t'ions f o r consideration and to resolve organizational issues. 

Naturally, the i n i t i a t i o n of such negotiations--and a. dialogue -^/ith other 
nuclear-weapon Pov/ers are possible only i f they f o r - t h e i r part shbw a, readiness to 
engage i n negotiations, i f they disislay a constructive approach. Unfortunately, we 
have not yet received from them a positive response to our proposals. 

As f o r the Soviet delegation, v/e a,re ready to embark on informal consultations 
with the other nuclear-weapon Pov/ers, v/ith any delegation or delegations on this 
subject. 

Thus, on the one hand, the Soviet Union and other s o c i a l i s t countries have 
submitted to the Committee proposals which offer a good basis f o r advancing i n t h i s 
d i r e c t i o n . There are also q'uite a number of useful proposals put forx/ard by the 
non-aligned and neutral countries. Furthermore, active discussions have taicen place 
i n the Committee which have shov/n that there i s v/ide support f o r the idea of the 
conduct i n the Committee of s p e c i f i c negotiations on t h i s urgent and important problem 
and the setting up of an ad hoc working group to t h i s end. 

On the other hand, the other nuclear-weapon Pov/ers and some of t h e i r a l l i e s 
p e r s i s t i n refusing to undertake negotiations on the- l i n i t a t i o n of nuclear arananents 
and on nuclear disarmament i n the Connittee. Their ideas run i n exactly the opposite 
d i r e c t i o n . 

In these circumstances we believe that i t i s tine, indeed i t i s high time to 
move from general debates to p r a c t i c a l negotiations. 

"In our nuclear a.ge", says 'fche appeal by the Supreme Soviet of the USSR to 
the parliaments and peoples of the world, "dialogue and negotiations are needed 
equally by a l l , just as a l l need perece, security and confidence i n the future. 
There i s nox/ no o'ther sane method of solving disputed problems, no matter hov/ 
acute and complex they are, than by negotiations. Not а„ single oppor'tunity 
must be missed. Time does not v/ait. 

With each day l o s t f o r negotiations, the r i s k of nuclear c o n f l i c t grows 
greater. The solution of urgent problems confronting ea.ch people and a l l 
peoples i s being shelved. Tine does not v/ait". _ l / 

Yes, indeed, l i r . Chairman, time does not x/ait, imd our Committee should at l a s t 
set to xz-ork. 

1/ Pravda, 24 June I98I . 
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The СНА1Е1У1АЖ; I thank Ambassador Issraelyan of the USSR f o r h i s statement and for 
the Ivind words he addressed to the Chair. 

Mr. GARCIA ROELES (Mexico)(translated from Spanish); L i t t l e more than a year has 
passed since you becaflie head of the Indian delegation to the Committee on Disarm.ament. 
In that r e l a t i v e l y short time, hov/ever, you have von tlie high regard of a l l your 
colleagues, among whom you have today r i g h t l y come to occupy a prominent place. 

That i s unc[uostionably due both to the s i n c e r i t y and ardour of tho concern f o r 
the cause of disarmament tha.t i s always shown i n your statements, and to your v/ide 
knowledge of the subject and the implacable l o g i c that always prevails i n those 
statements, a l o g i c v/hich you use with such s k i l l to duiiolish the many a r t i f i c i a l 
obstacles that v/o so often encounter here i n our v/ork. 

Vie are confident that your outstanding q u a l i t i e s v / i l l enable you to carry out an 
equally productive task i n the performance of the important duties you are. taking up 
today as Chairman of the Comjnittee on Disarmament f o r the month of Jvlj, My delegation 
i s pleased to seo you-in that o f f i c e and offers you i t s f u l l e s t co-operation, , 

V/o should also l i k e to rei t e r a t e to your predecessor, Ambassaxior Komives, the 
distinguished representative of Hungary, the congratulations v/hich vre had occasion to 
offer him at the start of his period of chairmanship, on 11 June, v/hat we said then 
on the basis of mere expectation we can repeat today i n the l i g h t of h i s constructive 
and i n every way ex-emplary performance v/hich began with the speedy organization of work 
for v/hat i s knovm as the' summer session and ended successfully l a s t Tliursday v/ith the 
decision to hold informal meetings on item 5 of the agenda, Nov/ types of v/eapons of 
ma.s3 destruction and nov/ systems of such v/eapons. 

Lastly, my delega-tion would l i k e to add i t s warm v/elcome to the greeting v/hich 
you extended at tho begiming of t h i s meeting to the new representative of Venezuela, 
the distinguished Ambassador Rodriguez Navarro, from, whom we hav-e already this v e r y day 
heard an eloquent statement. 

During the f i r s t part of t h i s year's session of the Committee on DisajTiiament 
I spoke only very b r i e f l y on 'the item v/hich comes f i r s t on the agenda of this m u l t i l a t e r a l 
negotiating body, nai'noly, "Nuclear tost ban". Furthermore, i n that ad.dress, delivered 
on 19 Fobraary, I confinoa mysolf to l i s t i n g the ten statements my delegation has m.ade 
i n the Committee on e a r l i e r occasions on the item laider" consideration, and to r e c a l l i n g 
the appeal addressed by the Ge'naral Assembly, i n i t s resolution 35/145 A of 
12 December 1980, to " a l l States members of the Committee" to "support tho creation by 
the Gomraitteo, upon i n i t i a t i o n of i t s session to be held i n 1981, of an ad hoc worlcing 
group which should begin the m-ultilateral negotiation of a treaty f o r tho prohibition 
of a l l nuclea.r-v/eapon tests". 

This brevity v/as due i n part to the b e l i e f that i t i s d i f f i c u l t to say caiything 
nev/ about a question v/hich has been considered by the United-Nations for more than a 
quarter of a century, and i n part to our hope that at the informal meetings v/hich were 
shortly to begin i t i/ould. prove possible to overcome the stubboi'n resistance of tv/o of 
the three nuclear-v/eapon Pov/ors which have been conducting negotiations eutside the 
Committee f o r mo're than four years, to the Committee's adoption, v/ith respect to the item 
that has the highest p r i o r i t y on i t s agenda, of the modest procedure v/hich has been used 
since l a s t year i n connection v/ith four other items, namely, the establishment of an 
ad hoc working group. 
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Unfortunately, we v/ere mistaken, a,s were a l l the other memhcrs of the,.Group of 21. 
The f a i l u r e of our comhinod efforts and the untena,ble pretexts used to frustrate them 
provoked i n the Group the j u s t i f i e d impatience — i t could almost be c a l l e d 
indignation — vrhich i s reflected i n the statement read out on 24 A p r i l at the f i n a l 
meeting of tho Committee's so called "spring session" and reproduced i n v/orking 
paper CD/181 of the s a n e date, which sa^'s, i n t e r gdia, the following; 

• "'The Group- of 21 firmly believes that the Committee on Disarmament i s 
e n t i t l e d to knovr v/ithout further delay the s p e c i f i c reasons that have so 
far prevented the three nucloar-v/ûapon States, v/hich have been carrying 
out among thanselvos separate negotiations for the past four yea,rs, to heed 
the often repeated and pressing appeals of the General Assembly to the 
effect of expediting such negotiations 'v/ith a view to bringing'them to ' 
a positive conclusion a.s a matter of urgency' and to transmit the results 
to the Committee on Disarmament." 

The state of mind shovm i n t h i s paragraph, as well as i n the 12 vrell-considsred 
and po:-.-tÍnünt questions put thereafter i n docimient CD/181 to the nuclear-weapon States 
engaged in-the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations, i s a l l the easier to vmdei-stand i f we remember, 
on the one hand, that i t i s only tv/o of the 40 members of the Committee that seem to 
tend to confuse i t v/ith the Security Council, and, on the other hand, that the 
"repeated and pressing appeals" of the General Asserably' referred to i n the statement 
of the Group of 21 not 'only formed the subject of consensus i n the Pinal Document, . 
but v/ero actually voted for by those tv/o members i n three other General Assembly 
resolutions adopted betv/een 1977 and 1979' In resolution 32/78, adopted on 
12 December I977 and voted for by the United States and the United Kingdom, some 
si x months after the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations had begun, the General Assembly: 

1. Reiterated i t s "grave concei'n" that " i n spite of the repeated 
resolutions of the General 7i.ssembly related to nuclea.r-vreapon testing i n 
a l l environments, adopted by very large majorities,'such testing has 
continued unabated during the past year"; 

2. Noted viith s a t i s f a c t i o n that "negotiations have begun among 
three nucleaur-v/eapon States vrith a vievr to the drafting of an agreement 
on the subject of the present resolution"; 

3- Declared that "the conclusion of such en agreement and i t s opening 
• for signature vroul.d be the best p)ossible augui-y for the success of the special 

session of the General Assembly devoted to disaxmajnent, to be hold i n May 
and June 1978"; " ^ 

• 4» Urged the "three nuclear-weapon States to expedite t h e i r negotiations 
with a viev/ to bringing them to a p o s i t i v e conclusion â s soon as possible and 
to use t h e i r best endeavours to transiiiit the results for f u l l consideration by 
the Conference of the Committee on Disa,rmamcnt by the beginning of i t s 
spring session i n 1978"; 

5. Requested the Conference of the Conmittee on Disarmament to "take up 
the a^greed text r e s u l t i n g from the negotiations referred to i n paragraph 4 
above vrith the utmost urgency, with a vievr to the .submission of a draft treaty 
to the General Assembly at i t s speciat session devoted to dtsarmament". 
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The second of tho three resolntions to which I referred ea,rlicr i s resolution 
of 14 December 1978, adopted, l i k e the previous one, with votes i n favour by the 
United States and the United Kingdom. In tha.t resolution tho Assembly began by 
reaffinrdng " i t s conviction that the cessation of nuclear-weapon testing by a l l 
States i n a l l environments viould be i n tho interest of a l l manlcind, ... as a major 
step tovrards ending the qualita,tivc improvement, development and p r o l i f e r a t i o n of 
miclcar vreapons" and by recadling both i t s j^revious rosolutions on the subject 
and "the determination of the parties to the Treaty Darning Nuclear V/oapons Tests 
i n the Atmosphere, i n Outer Space and Under Water and the Treaty on the 
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons expressed i n thoso Treaties to continue 
negotiations to a^chieve the discontinuance of a l l test explosions for a l l time". 

In the operative part of the resolution tho Generad Assembly thent 

1. Reiterated " i t s grave concern over the fact that nuclear-weapon 
testing has continued unaba^ted against the wishes of the overwhelming 
majority of Member States"; 

2. Rcaffinaed " i t s conviction that a treaty on the subject of • 
the present resolution i s г. matter of the highest p r i o r i t y " ; 

3. Regretted "that a treaty has not been concludcîd during the past year" 

4. Noted that "tho three negotiating nuclear-vreapon States acknowledge 
the need to bring their negotiations to a speedy and successful conclusion"; • 

5. Urged them to "expedite t h e i r negotiations vrith a vievr to bringing 
them to a positive conclusion a.s a. matter of urgency and to vise the i r utmost 
ûndoa.vours to transmit the results to tho Committee on Disarmament before tho 
beginning cf i t s 1979 session for f u l l consideration"; .and 

6. Rcquosted the Committee on Disarmaxient to "take ггр immediately the 
a.groed text r e s u l t i n g from the ncgctiations referred to-in para-^^^aph 5' a-bove 
vrith a vi:-;tr to the submission as soon as possible of a dra.ft treaty, vrhich 
w i l l attract the vridest possible adlierenco, to a resumed t h i r t y - t h i r d session 
cf the General Assojnbly". 

I t should bo noted that i n that resolution the General. Assembly, no doubt i n . 
ordor to stress tho urgency cf the request i t was malcing, provided that the draft 
treaty to bo submittod to i t by the Cominittoe on Disa,rraamont vrould bo examined not 
at the next session, tho thi r t y - f o u r t h , but at "a resujaed t h i r t y - t h i r d session", 
i . e . at the same session at which the resolution was adopted. 
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The t h i r d of the resolutions that arc p a r t i c u l a r l y relovaait i n t h i s natter and, 
lilce the other two, also adopted with the favoura.ble votes of the two nuclear-weapon 
Powers which today appear to havo vvholly forgotten i t s contents, i s resolution 54/75 
of 11 December 1979- In that resolution, the General Assanbly, axmong other things; 

• 1. Seitorated " i t s gra.vo concern at the fact that nuclear-woapon 
testing Gontimics imabatod against t h o v.dshos of the ovorahclining majority 
of Member States"; 

2. Expressed " i t s conviction that positivo progi?Gss i n the negotiations 
by the Coim.iittGe o n Disaraiamont on such a treaty i s a, vitad clement for tho 
success of üfforts to provcnt both -v'-crtical and horizont;?vl p r o l i f e r a t i o n of 
nuclear weapons ai-̂ xl v.dll contribute towards an end to tho arms rac.o and tho 
achievement of nucloa-r ddsarmamcnt" ; 

3. Requested "the Committee on Disarmament to i n i t i a t e negotiations on 
such a. trea,ty as a. matter of the highost p r i o r i t y " ; and 

4. Called upon "the throe negotiating nucleajr-v/ea.pon States to use 
t h e i r best end.eavours to bring t h e i r negotiations to a positive conclusion 
i n time f o r consideration during tho next session of the Committeo on Disarmament", 

Indeed, tho attitude of the two nuclear-A/eapon Powers v/hose vetoes, as I said 
la . s t v/Gok, have been h,3mpering the v/ork of the Committee for the past yea.r, r e a l l y 
soems'utterly i r r e c o n c i l a l l e v.dth the attitude they adopted at tho thirty-second, 
t h i r t y - t h i r d and t h i r t y - f o u r t h regular sessions of the United Nations Genera.1 Assembly, 
a,s msaiifestedt by the resolutions I have just quoted show. I t should, be borno i n 
mind, that those tv/o' Pov.i-ors .-greed, not through p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n a. consensus, which 
can somoximcs moan passive acceptance, but through the positive and unoquivocal action 
of a. voto i.n favour, that, i.n throe sopa„rato resolutions a.dopted i n throe succossivo 
years, tho C-enoral Assoiably should u.rgo the throe negotiating States — i n other v/ords, 
thcm.sclves — f i r s t , to bring those negotiations to "a speedy and. suocos3.ful 
conclusion", and secondly, to transmit imm.odiatoly thereafter the results thus 
obtained to the C.ormnittoe on Disarmament. At the s m o time, the General Assembly 
roquGstcd Ghe Committoc to -undortake negotiations on tho treaty i n question cither 
"v.dth the utrâost urgency", o r "as a matter of t h - i highest priority-' or "immediately", 
whichever oxprossi .on one prefers t o choose from .-̂ny of the three roaolutions i n vrhich 
they a„re respoctivoly used. 

To, ha,vo adopted thrice i n a rov/ this position which appears so p o s i t i v e and then, 
after completely disregarding i n practice the throe resolutions for which they wore 
partly rosponsiblc, to refuse openly, as thoy have boon dicing, l e t us not say to 
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transmit' to the Comiîiitteé on Disa.n'aainent tho results of their negotiations that 
have been going on for four yeaxs now, or to reply to the concrete questions of the 
Group of 21, but even to allow the Comjnittee on Disarmament to carry out i t s duty 
as the "single m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmaiient negotiating forui'û'', and tha.t wi'th respect 
to no loss a matter than the item -idiich has 'the highest p r i o r i t y on i t s agenda, 
constitutes not merely disrespect for but mockery, of tho body that i s tho most 
representative of tho interna'fcional community, najnély, tho Generad Assembly of tho 
United Nations. 

Щг delegation has, fron the outset — that i s , from the time when i n 1978 i t 
participated i n dra'^/ing up what wa.s to become the Final Docunent of the f i r s t 
special session of tho Generad Assembly devoted to dLÍsa.rmajnont — interpreted the 
"consensus" requirement expressly provided f o r i n para.graph 120 of the Final Document, 
a.s something designed to prcA^cnt -fche adoption either of hasty decisions or of 
decisions which night harm the v i t a J interests cf the members of the Committee, but 
certainly not as something which for incomprehensible and sonetimes even capricious 
or a r b i t r a i y reasons should allow consensus to boccme an insurmountable obstacle to 
'the • Committee's fulfilment of the basic functions entrusted to i t by the 
Gene rad As s emb].y. 

I^: deloga?GÍon therefore believes that the time hâ s come to claaùfy some 
f-ondamentaJ- points r e l a t i n g to t h i s matter. To t h i s end, wc believe that f i r s t of 
a l l i t would be desirable for the Committee next week, át one of i t s fori'nal meetings — 
plena.ry nestings, as i t i s customary to c a l l then — to talco a public decision on 
the proposal f i r s t nado by the Group of 21 on 4 March 1980 (CD/72) and reiterated 
Yory f o r c e f u l l y on 6 August I98O (CD/134) and 24 A p r i l 1981 (CD/181) for the setting ' 
up cf an ad hoc working group on tho item e n t i t l e d "Nuclear test ban". 

I f , Gontirary to what wc venturo to hopo, there i s continued opposition to tho 
estaJolisbxiont of this working group by 'tho nuclear-vreapon States vrhtch ha.ve up to novr 
been an obsta.clo to i t s creation, ny delegation considers i t necessary for the 
Gpneitteo. to undertalce av. sea-rclring exani'nation of 'the significance and scope of the 
term "consensus" a.s used i n a r t i c l e 16 of i t s rules of procedure. 1*fe believe i n fact 
'that this vrould be indispon saisie, for vre f i n d i t inconceivable that tho, constituent 
body — that i s , 'tho General Assembly, at i t s spcciaí session of 1978' ~ should have 
wished to leave open, tho door for the flagrant abuse of the application of that tern, 
vrhich i n practico vrould cone to moan the, pa.ralysation of the Conuiiittcc ' on DLsareajnent. 
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The СНЖШ'Ш; • I. thank the Ambassador of Mexico, His Excellency, Mr. Garcia Robles, 
for his statement and for the kind words he addressed to the Chair. 

Mr. ШШ (Paicistan): Ifc. Chairman, may I f i r s t of a l l express the admiration 
of my delegation to Ambassador Komives of Hungary for the s k i l l , e f f i c i e n c y and good 
humour v;ith which he steered the Committee during the d i f f i c u l t stage of i t s vrork 
i n June. Under his chairmanship the Committee reached expeditious decisions on 
various organisational and substantive issues i n the resumed summer session. 

The assumption of the chairmanship of the Committee by you f o r t h i s month i s a 
matter of g'reat s a t i s f a c t i o n f o r the Pakistan delegation and for me personally. Vie 
have no doubt that váth your great experience and wisdom, and the dedication of yoiir 
country to the cause of disarmament, you v / i l l guide the Committee tov/ards important 
achievements. To t h i s end, the Pakistan delegation pledges to you i t s f u l l and 
unreserved co-operation. 

Mr. Chairman, your country i s a great neighbour of Paicistan with v/hich v/e desire 
close and improved r e l a t i o n s . The recent v i s i t by the Foreign Minister of India, 
His Excellency Mr. Narasimha Rao, to Paicistan has made an important contribution to 
the process of promoting greater vmderstanding betvreen our tvro countries. I t may not 
be out of place to mention i n t h i s Committee that i n the joint press statement issued 
i n Islamabad on 10 June after t a l k s betvreen the Foreign Ministers of Paicistan and 
India, "both sides reiterated t h e i r p o l i c y of using nuclear energy only f o r peaceful 
purposes", and "they called upon a l l nuclear-v/eapon States to engage i n serious 
discussion on nuclear disarmament". 

The Committee i s currently considering the item on the cessation of the,nuclear 
arms race and nuclear disarmament. Everyone agrees that t h i s i s the most urgent task 
before the international community. Paicistan's viev-zs on nuclear disarmament and the 
vfays and means to promote t h i s objective have been stated i n the Committee on previous 
occasions and I do not intend to repeat these today. Yet, i t i s necessary to underline 
that the complete absence of any efforts to address t h i s p r i o r i t y goal i s an important 
impedime.nt i n the pursuit of other disarmament measures and a contributory factor 
to the current international climate of confrontation. 

The Pakistan delegation has consistently favoured the consideration of questions 
r e l a t i n g to nuclear disarmament i n t h i s Committee since i t v/as established. Although 
useful informal discussions v/ere held e a r l i e r t h i s year under t h i s item, the 
Committee has not as yet ini t i a t e d , the i^rocess of negotiations on nuclear disarmament 
outlined i n paragraph 50 of the P i n a l Document. 

The Paicistan delegation considers that the Group of 21 has made an objective 
analysis of the si t u a t i o n i n document CD/180 and submitted timely and r e a l i s t i c 
proposals f o r the commencement of the process of m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on the 
cessation of the .nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament, Че hope that the 
Committee v / i l l reach early and positive decisions on these proposals. 

I consider i t relevant to underline that the proposals submitted by the Group of 21 
i n document CD/180 contain tv/o d i s t i n c t elements. F i r s t , i t has been proposed that 
the CD should examine certain s p e c i f i c issues r e l a t i n g to the nuclear arms race and 
nuclear disarmament. Secondly, the Group of 21 has suggested the creation of an 
ad hoc working group of the Committeo to undertalce t l i i s task of examination and 
c l a r i f i c a t i o n . 
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It may he helpful to acknovrledge that the issues presented f o r examination Ъу 
t h i s Committee i n document CD/180 would not amount to the conduct of negotiations on 
s p e c i f i c measures of nuclear disarmament. What has been proposed i n t h i s document i s , 
i n the opiniop of my delegation, a process of c l a r i f y i n g concepts and positions i n 
order t o t a y the ground for concrete negotiations on nuclear disarmament. The 
consideration of these issues would not prejudice the p o l i c i e s of any State or group . 
of States. But \ie believe that such a process of c l a r i f i c a t i o n could malee a most -
useful contribution.to bridging the gulf i n understanding and comprehension which 
characterizes current dispositions regarding the nuclear arms race and nuclear 
disarmament. 

I t i s the assessm.ent of my delegation that no member of the Committee on 
Disarmament i s opposed to the consideration of these issues and i f possible to reaching 
agreed conclusions on them. Such conclusions could constitute important guidelines 
for negotiations on nuclear disairaament, 

As regards the second element of the proposal of the Group of 21, i . e . the 
establishment of a v/orking group, my delegation shares the viev/ that t h i s constitutes 
the most effective modality f o r the process of c l a r i f y i n g the issues v/hich have been 
suggested. Those members of the Committee who do not f i n d the creation of such a 
v/orking group to be acceptable have an obligation to suggest an alternative modality 
for the examination of these issues. May I say that, f o r i t s part, the Paicistan 
delegation i s f l e x i b l e as.regards the mechanism to be used for the consideration of the 
issues i d e n t i f i e d in. document CD/ISO. What i s important, i n our view, i s that these 
issues should be addressed i n depth by the Committee on Disarmament during the present 
session, v/ith a vie\/ to reaching appropriate conclusions that can enhance the 
prospects f o r negotiating concrete agreements to bring about the cessation of the 
nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. 

I t should, be noted, that the Committee on Disarmament x / i l l have to reach a 
consensus v/ithin the next ten months on the s p e c i f i c measures of nuclear disarmament 
to be included i n the comprehensive programme of disarmament. My delegation believes 
that the examination of the issues called f o r by the Group of 21 i n CD/180 v/ould be 
indispensable to permit the elaboration of a meaningful consensus on nuclear disarmament 
measures v/ithin the comprehensive programme. I t should be self-evident that the 
comprehensive programjne v / i l l f a i l to achieve general acceptance unless i t contains 
s p e c i f i c and concrete measures r e l a t i n g to nuclear disarmament. 

Therefore, i t i s the hope of my delegation that the Committee on Disarmament w i l l 
be enabled to malee a meaningful contri-.4ition to i n i t i a t i n g the process of nuclear 
disarmament before the second special session of the United Nations General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament. Unless t h i s Committee malees svich a contribution, i t s 
c r e d i b i l i t y as an organ for m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament negotiations w i l l be completely 
eroded. The serious consequences t h i s v/ould have for the goals of disarmament and f o r 
peace and security require no elaboration. 

There i s one further question v/hich my delegation v/ould l i k e to mention today. 
This concerns the grave implications of the I s r a e l i m i l i t a r y attack against I r a q i 
c i v i l i a n nuclear f a c i l i t i e s . The Security Council and the Governing Body of the IAEA 
have both pronounced themselves on the I s r a e l i m i l i t a r y attack against Iraq v/ithin 
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the context of t h e i r respective mandates. Many members of the Committee have 
addressed t h i s issue and unanimously condeiîmed the Is r a e l i - a t t a c k . Every group has 
made a .statement i n the Committee and expressed i t s ' c o l l e c t i v e condemnation. The 
Group of 21, i n i t s statement circulated in.document CD/187-, has" asked that i n 
addition to condemning t h i s attack,-the Committee on Disarmament should tal-ce the 
necessary measures to ensure against the rep e t i t i o n of"such an aggression by I s r a e l 
or any- other State. The Gróiip of 21 has urged the Committee "to reaffirm the 
international p r i n c i p l e prohibiting, an attack against the peaceful nuclear f a c i l i t i e s 
of a State under any circ\mstanees" and rècomm.e.nded "that the Committee -talce 
appropriate steps vrhich vrovil.d contribute to reversing the adverse implications of t h i s 
action"« 

The Paicistan ..delegation therefore proposes that the Comsñttee on Disarm^amcnt 
should adopt an appropriate decision on the I s r a e l i m i l i t a r y •aggression and i t s 
implications.. \Je submit the • follovring text for the Committee's consideration: ' 

"The Committee on Disarmament strongly condeiims the I s r a e l i m i l i t a r y attack 
against the' Tammuz Nuclear Research Centre near Baghdad on 7 June 1981 'as a 
cl.ear violation.of the Charter of the .United Nations and the-norms of • 
international, conduct. This act of aggression has' given-rise to grave 
imiDlications f o r the maintenance - of international peace ahd security and f o r the 
-prospects, .of disarmament, 

"The Committee on Disarmament reaffirms that the- goal • of disarmament can' be 
achieved only, on the basis, of s t r i c t adherence, by a l l States to the princ i p l e s •'' 
and purposes of the United'.Nations Charter regarding respect f o r the t e r r i t o r i a l 
i n t e g r i t y , sovereignty and p o l i t i c a l independence of States ahd the non-use-, of 
force or the threat of force in'international r e l a t i o n s . Purthemore, the • 
Committee considers that t h i s aggression constitutes a v i o l a t i o n ' o f the s'ovrereign 
and inalienable right of every State to acquire and develop nuclear teclmology 
for peaceful purposes. I t also contradicts the basic pri n c i p l e s outlined i n 
paragraphs 65-7I of the Pi n a l Docum.ent of the Tenth Special' Session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disamaiTient vrhich provide the only agreed basis on 
v/hich the nuclear-v/eapon States a.nd non-nuclear-v/eapon States can develop' an 

.: international consensus on- v/ays a.nd means to prevent the p r o l i f e r a t i c n of 
nuclear v/eapon-s. .... . '. 

"The Committee considers i t e n t i r e l y unacceptable that I s r a e l should have 
arrogated to i t s e l f the right to carry out t h i s m i l i t a r y attack on the basis 
of i t s .ov/n,,ar'bitrary and untenable assertions regarding the intentions of another 
State v/hich are refuted by a l l objective evidence. I t i s Israel's .nuclear 
programme, ca p a b i l i t y and intentions v/hich are .the primary cause' for concern i n • 
the Middle .East a,-nd t.he greatest threat of, nuclear p r o l i f e r a t i o n i n that region.' 

"The Gommittee considers that any r e p e t i t i o n of such aggression by I s r a e l 
or any other State, besides i t s grave consequences for international' peace and 
security, v.rould seriously jeopardize the efforts of the international community 
to promote nuclear disarmament and no.n-proliferation. The Committee strongly 
affirms that c i v i l i a n . n u c l e a r f a c i l i t i e s should under no circumstances bé the 
object of m i l i t a r y attack or sabotage for any reason v/hat soever." . 



GD/PV.13'4 
55 

(Иг. Ahmad, Pakistan) 

Mr, Chairman,'my delegation v/onld request yon to convene informal consultations 
among members-of the' Committee as soon as possible to-consider t h i s text and to reach 
an appropriate decision on the subject. 

The CHAIEI-IAH;, I thanlc Ambassador Mansur Ahmad for his statement and for the 
kind v/ords he addressed to the Chair. 

Mr. SigiTOER (Canada): Mr. Chairman, I hope the Committee v / i l l forgive me f o r 
asking fo r the f l o o r at t h i s hour. I t had been the intention of my delegation to 
spealc today on-the very important qu.estion of nuclear disarmament, but i n viev/ of the 
large number of delegations that have spoken, v/e v / i l l do that at a l a t e r date* I 
understand also that there are other spealcers v/ho are i n the same position. 

There i s , hov/ev-er, one matter..!:v/ould..like..t.O-:raise.briefly before v/e conclude 
today. You v / i l l r e c a l l the.t the Canadian delegation submitted, as an annex to 
document CD/185, a Conceptual V/orking Paper on Arms Control V e r i f i c a t i o n , On that 
occasion, v/e announced cur intention to arrange for aii exchange of viev/s on that 
subject v/ith other delegations i n t h i s Committee. In accordance v/ith the established 
Committee practice of responding favourably to requests f o r the provision of f a c i l i t i e s 
for informal consultations v/ith other interested delegations, I have requested the 
Secretariat to provide us v/ith Conference Room 1 tomorrow, Friday, 5 July at 9,50 a.m, 
I v/ould therefore lilce to talce t h i s opportunity to i n v i t e those members of the 
Committee ano- others v/ho might have an interest or v/ish to participate i n a discussion 
on v e r i f i c a t i o n , to j o i n us i n Conference Room 1 tomorrow, as I believe 
Ambassador McPhail has already indicated to Ambassadors i n t h i s room. 

The СНАТШШТ; I thanlc the representative of Canada for his statement and trust 
that a l l delegates have taJcen due note of i t . Distingudshed delegates, I have 
requested the Secretariat to circulate today a timetable for meetings to be held by 
the Committee and i t s subsidiary bodies during the coming я/еек, I t i s not the practice 
for the timetable to include informal consultations that Biay be held between members 
v/ithin the framev/ork of the various organizational arrangements agreed upon by the 
Committee. As usual, the timetable i s only indica t i v e and may be changed or adjusted 
a-s the Committee proceeds. 

Mr. LIDGARD (Sweden): Mr. Chairman, after l i s t e n i n g to your introduction of 
the timetable, and i n conformity v/ith v/hat you have said, I should lilce to talce t h i s 
opportunity to remind delegations of v/hat I have already announced i n the Ad..Hoс 
Víorking Gro-up on Chemical V/eapons, namely, that the consultations on t o x i c i t y 
determinations v.dll talce place next v/eelc, s t a r t i n g o,n Monday, б July, at 10 a.m. 
i n Room VII. 

The CHAIPlIM'i; At the moment, v/e have o.nly one spealcer f o r the plenary meeting 
on Tuesday next. I v.rould urge those delegations v/isMng to speak on Tuesday to 
inscribe t h e i r names before Monday morning at 10.50 a.m. 
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Distinguished delegates, i f there i s no objection, I w i l l consider that the 
Committee agrees to fol l o \ ; the timetable as a guideline f o r the coming week. 

It A/as so decided. 

The CHAIKI'LubT; The Ad Hoc Vorkirig Group on a. Comprehensive Programme of 
Disarmament \ j - i l l meet t h i s afternoon from З'ЗО p.m. to 6.30 p.m. This annoiincement 
i s being made at the request of the Chairman of the Working Group, 
Ambassador Garcia Robles. 

The next plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament \ / i l l be held on 
Tuesday,, 7 July, at 10.30 a.m. The meeting stands a,djourned. 

The meeting rose at 1.30 p.m. 

file:///j-ill
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The СШ-Ш-ЖН; Distinguished ^delegates, I declare open the 155'th plenary/- meeting 
of the Committee on Disarmament. The item on oxir agenda tov.ay i s ''Nev/ types of 
weapons of mass destruction and new .systems of such v/eapons; radiológica.! x/eapcns'', 
hut of course members are at l i b e r t y to ma.ke statements on other issues on our a.genda, 
i n accordance v/ith rule 50 of our rules of procedure. 

Iir. VOUTOV (Dulga.-ria): l i i - . Chairman, i t i s a pleasure to congratulate you, the 
representative of f r i e n d l y India, upon the assumption of the diigh o f f i c e of Chairman 
of the Cobuaittee during t h i s iinportant period of the annual session." ' Your delegation 
i s contributing a gi-eat deal to the a c t i v i t i e s of t h i s body, a.nd'we'look for\7ard to 
your leadership i n the ef f o r t s to secure some positive results during the current 
session of the Committee. 

I should not f a i l to pay tribute at the same time to your predecessor-, 
Ambassador Imre Komives of Hungary, v/ho displayed enviable energy i n setting i n motion 
the summer part of our annual session. 

I-Iay I , through you, Mr. Chairman, \/elcome the nev/ leaders of the delegations of 
Argentina, Iran, S r i La.hlca and Venezuela. As уогг have just stated, today, according 
to the progra,mme of v/ork, the Committee should start discussing the question of nev/ 
v/eapons of m.a.ss destruction and rad i o l o g i c a l v/eapons. Hov/ever, as you also said, 
any delegation has the right to discuss any question on the agenda-, and as I v/ithdrev/ 
the name of my delegation from the l i s t at our la s t meeting, today I v / i l l retum to 
items 1 and 2 of our agenda, v/hich have the highest p r i o r i t y , being the items on the 
nuclear test ban and the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. 
1/hile presenting b r i e f l y some considerations of my delega.tion i n regard to the 
cu.rrent state of our discussions both formally and informally, I am compelled to look 
into some v/ider aspects of these v i t a l issues. 

The position of the Bulgarian delega^tion on the urgent need to achieve a complete 
and general p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear-weapon tests i s v/ell Icnovni, a.nd I need not 
present i t i n d e t a i l now. ¥e support the proposal of the Group of 21 f o r the 
creation of an ad hoc v/orking group on t h i s subject, rind v/e i n s i s t on the active 
p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n i t of a l l f i v e nuclear-v/eapon States. ¥e regret the suspension 
of the t r i l a t e r a . l negotiations, for we believe that t h e i r outcome i/as to provide a 
ba^sis fo r the future treatj/, and thai; i s v/hy x/e c a l l f o r t h e i r early resiunption. 
On our part, v/e are contributing to the limited a c t i v i t i e s that the Comjaittee on 
Disarmament can-ies out i n t h i s f i e l d , and here I ha,ve i n mind the group of seismic 
experts elaborating co-operative measures to detect and i d e n t i f y seismic events. 
Bulgaria i s regularly represented i n t h i s group by one of i t s leading seismologists. 
At the same time, however, v/ithout underefrtimating the useful \/ork of the group of 
seismic experts, our delegation shares the viev/ of the distinguished representative 
of Mexico, Ambassador Garcia Robles, \/ho reminded us recently that as early as the 
late 1950s i n t e r n a t i o n a l l y renov/ned experts from both East and West concluded that 
there v/ere no technical barriers f o r v e r i f y i n g a complete and general test ban. I t 
i s not even necessary'- to turn to the qua l i t a t i v e leap of technological advance i n the 
f i e l d of seismologj/ to reach the conclusion that both i n the late 1950s and today, 
in the early 1980s, the decisive factor i n achieving a complete and general test ban 
rema.ins the p o l i t i c a l \ / i l l of the nuclear-v/eapon States. 
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Taking" into "cons'ixleration the positivo and constructive position of the 
Soviet Union, we appeal to the western participants i n the suspended .trilatera..l 
negotiations to display the long overdue, constructive-approach that the \iorld awaits 
from them. 

A good and meaningful beginning could be t h e i r consent to start t r u l y 
m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations i n the framework of an ad hoc working group i n t h i s 
Committee. In t h i s connection, \;e share the anxiety and the reasoning of the 
delegations of Argentina, B r a z i l , India, Mexico, Yugoslavia and -others in. the 
Group' of 21 , expressed i n t h e i r statements in. the Cocmittee during t h i s session. 

Unfortunately, we face a similar situation on item 2 of our agenda, ''Cessation 
of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament''. The delegations of the 
socia.list countries, two and a half years ago, ta.bled a reasonable gro^jmd-laying 
proposal, r e l a t i n g to the cessation of the production of nuclear vreapons of a l l 
types and t h e i r gradual reduction u n t i l t h e i r complete elimination i s achieved, 
that' i s to be fovmd i n the vrell-lcnovm document CI)/4, whereby the socia.list countries 
i n i t i a t e d the idea of s t a r t i n g early negotiations i n the CD on the complex issues 
of nuclear disarma^ment. 

Dui-ing the extensive discussions that have followed the introduction of this 
document, the Soviet delegation and- the other s o c i a l i s t delegations have answered 
numerous questions .and have expressed t h e i r readiness to study any other constrvictive 
ideas for m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on t h i s item. V/hile proposing the creation 
of an ad hoc vrorking group, as'was noted the other day by Ambassa.dor Herder, the 
leader of the delega-tion of the German Democratic Republic, vre are not turning the 
issue of the creation of a \rorking group into a f e t i s h ; v/e stand ready to discuss 
any sensible proposal and our rules of procedures provide us v/ith certain 
p o s s i b i l i t i e s i n this respect. 

However, the CD i s confronted now v/ith the refusal of the vrestem çovmtries 
to start even preliminary negotiations i n t h i s f i e l d . V/e l.iave respect for t h e i r 
legitimate security interests and vre attach great importance to the principle of 
undiminished security f o r a l l particijiants during the process of disarmament. 
But v/e cannot accept the assertion that nuclear vreapons and the ever-perpetuated 
nuclear arms race are a soxmd base for sti-engibening the security, of any State 
or international security at large. , 

At the 12th Congress of the Bulga.x-xan Coramvmist Party held i n A p r i l 1981, the 
Secretary-General of the Party and President of the State Council of the 
People's Republic'of Bulga.ria, Todor Zhivkov,, stressed the .significance of the '• 
peace initiatives'dra\/n up and proclaimed at the 26th Congress of the Commimist 
Party of the Soviet Union, and underlined t h e i r potential f o r strengthening the 
course towards détente, restoring and increasing confidence among States and 
eliminating the danger of nuclear v/ar. The i-ealisation of these noble tasks' 
requires meaningful and constructive negotiations, above a l l i n the sphere of 
nuclear disarmament, - In the context of the.present state of international relations, 
the rejection of negotiations on nuclear disarmament i s a sign of dangerous 
negativism. The CD should not tolerate a situation vrhere certain States use every 
means to oppose the constructive proposals concerning the i n i t i a t i o n of m u l t i l a t e r a l 
negotiations on nuclear disarma..ment, 

file:///rorking
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ïn tht; cpinion uf OV.T delegri,tion, thif; Ccmmittee riiould no lor.ger -hirk th^ 
top p r i o r i t y ÍGSU.C:; r e l a t i n g to the v/eapons that threaten the ver;/ existence of 
our c i v i l i s a t i o n . \lo should no longer ki;:ep them as r i t v a l iteiuo on our ogoncia anil 
mke statements instead of engaging i n meaningful negotiations on reducing the 
nuclear danger. 

Against the backgroiind of mounting, av/areness .by uorld public opinion of the 
urgent need for nuclear disarmament negotiations i n the f i e l d of both intercontinental 
and medivmi-range missiles, i t i s u t t e r l y embarrassing to see the Ccmmáttee on 
Disa-rmament spending more than аъ year i n discussion over the creation of an ad hoc 
1/orking :grGvip on the top p r i o r i t y item on i t s agenda, 17hon are ue to expect any 
concrete suggestion from the V/est on hov/ to proceed i n r e l a t i o n to t h i s item? V/e 
are not begging-.for negotiations and, as President Brezhnev stated at the meeting of 
the Supreme Soviet on 23 Junes "The might of the peace forces opposing the potential 
aggressor today i s greater than ever before, But v/e Icnou something else ; the very 
nature of m.odem v/eapons i s ' such that, i f they v/ere used, the future of a l l manlcind 
v/ould be at stake" . 

The statement of the distinguished representative of the Soviet Union, 
Ambassador Issraelyan, that v/e heard at our previous plenary meeting, has underlined 
that point i n a convincing manner and.at the same time exposed the dangerous 
character of the schemes of those v/ho dream of ''a l i m i t e d nuclear v/ar" , Let me 
quote also the leader of the B r i t i s h La..bour Party, Mr, Michael Foot, v/ho stated 
recently: ''V/e resolutely demand meaningful international negotiations — not 
preludes to negotiations and not negotia^tions about negotiations, but serious 
negotiations aimed at eliminating the danger of v/ar and mutual annihilation''', 

During the informal meetings v/e have had both during the f i r s t part of the 
annual session and during the last three v/eelcs, many delega.tions have put foiv/ard 
different ideas, proposals and suggestions r e l a t i n g to these tv/o items. Most of 
them are reflected in.the synthesis of the discussion on items 1 and 2 , a very 
useful document for.v/hich v/e a.re grateful to the secreta,riat of the Committee, V/e 
believe that an eventual working group on item 2 should concentrate on establishing 
or i d e n t i f y i n g a number of concrete issues that could usefully become the subject 
of m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations. I t i s our conviction that the proposal of the 
s o c i a l i s t countries contained i n document CD/4 v / i l l talce a- prominent place among them. 

I \/ould 1Дсе to conclude t h i s statement by bringing to the notice of the 
Committee an excerpt from the speech of the President of the State Council of the 
People's Republic of Bvilgaria, Todor Zhivlcov, at the International Meeting-Dialogue 
''For detente, peace and s o c i a l progress" held i n Sofia i n May t h i s years 

"Let us not lock up ourselves i n the fortress of suspicion; l e t us s i t dov/n 
and engage i n a dialogue permeated by mutual desire to solve the problems i n 
the interest of .peaceful coexistence — t h i s i s the challenge of the day, t h i s 
i s today a sign o f - . r e a l i s t i c statesmanlike thinlcing and p o l i t i c a l conduct. 
Those v/ho have f a i l e d to understand t h i s have missed the most s i g n i f i c a n t 
feature of the contemporary s i t m t i o n . " 

The CHA-IRI-IAITs Before c a l l i n g on the next speaker, I v/ould l i k e to welcome 
Mrs. Inga Thorsson v/ho has joined us today and to v/hose statement next Thursday I 
am sure v/e are a l l very keen to l i s t e n . 
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Mr» MLITA (Romania) (translated from French) : Talcing the f l o o r for the 
f i r s t time under your chairmanship, I cannot r e f r a i n from expressing, together vjith 
my long-standing esteem for you as a colleague, the thought that you are bringing 
to us a. precious breath of humanism generated by the great philosophies of your 
country, India, philosophies which have sought an alternative to violence and 
force as a vindication of hope i n the moral and i n t e l l e c t u a l quality of man. 
I am sure-that under your chairmanship the month of July w i l l prove an auspicious 
one for our work. 

I also wish to talce the occasion to pay tribute to the e f f o r t s of 
Ambassador Komives, who may congratulate himself on having, l i k e his predecessors 
during this session, achieved some v i s i b l e and tangible r e s u l t s . 

May I also welcome our colleague from Venezuela, Ambassador Rodríguez Navarro, 
and assure him of our f u l l co-operation. 

My statement today w i l l be devoted to nuclear issues, which have formed the 
subject of our discussion under the items e n t i t l e d "Nuclear test ban" and "Cessation 
of the nuclear arras race and nuclear disarmament". 

The Romanian delegation has already amply stated i t s views on the absolute 
p r i o r i t y that should be given to nuclear disarmament i n the Committee's a c t i v i t i e s . 
As the President of the S o c i a l i s t Republic of Romania, Nicolae Ceausescu, has said; 
"Nothing and no theory on m i l i t a r y balance can j u s t i f y arras increases. We realize 
that a balance must be maintained during the process of disarmaiîient so that security 
of every party remains unaffected; however, this must be done, r.ot through the 
escalation of armaments, but through t h e i r diminution, through the systematic and 
continuous reduction of m i l i t a r y expenses and troops, through a progression to the 
complete elimination o f nuclear weapons under appropriate international control". 
This position of my country was also expressed recently i n the appeal for peace 
launched by the Grand Congress of Workers' Councils and i n the appeal by the 
Grand National Assembly of Romania to the parliaments of the countries signatories 
of the F i n a l Act of the Helsinki Conference. 

I t i s d i f f i c u l t to put forward fresh arguments i n favour of starting 
negotiations on nuclear disarmament. Our colleagues on the Committee have тзЛе 
clear i n their excellent statements the a d v i s a b i l i t y and more p a r t i c u l a r l y the 
urgency of starting such ta l k s , and I would not wish to repeat what they have 
said. The pressing appeals of the united Nations General Assembly, the movements 
of s c i e n t i s t s , the a c t i v i t i e s of non-governraental organizations i n favour of 
halting the nuclear arms race and, i f you permit ше to say so, the unusual 
frequency of a r t i c l e s on the subject i n the international press, a l l bear witness 
to the profound concern and anxiety of Governments and of people everywhere 
before the r i s k s of thermonuclear c o n f l i c t . 
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Thus, while taJving as ray starting-point the p r i o r i t y that attaches...to 
the subject that appears f i r s t on our agenda, I f e e l obliged at tbe same time 
to take account of the d i f f i c u l t i e s as to the precise way i n xvhich i t can be 
dealt with. As you yourself have emphasized i n jrour eloquent statements as 
representative of India and as Chairman of the Committee for this month, 
everything argues for starting such negotiations i n a m u l t i l a t e r a l framework. 
For the fact i s that, there has been a completely new qualitative development 
i n the nuclear-weapons f i e l d . In the past, the question of m u l t i l a t e r a l 
negotiations would have been a rather academic one, because the non-nuclear-
weapons countries considered that negotiations were a matter for those who, 
possessing the tools of deterrence, at the same time accepted the r i s k s of 
thei r destruction. 

. Today, however, we are a l l nuclear-weapon States, not i n the sense that 
we possess nuclear weapons but as potential victims of nuclear destruction. 

Can the fact that they are targets for nuclear weapons and that there 
i s no v a l i d system of guarantees against such use of nuclear weapons be 
expunged from the consciousness of peoples? No country i s any longer safe 
from the p o s s i b i l i t y of nuclear destruction, and the blocking of discussion 
on that subject i s an infringement of the very pr i n c i p l e of the equal 
security of a l l States. 

. The problem before us, therefore, i s not whether m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations 
on nuclear disarmament are desirable, urgent or a matter of p r i o r i t y , but how 
to start such negotiations. 

The vast majority of the Committee's members consider that the establishment 
of working groups on the subjects of ( l ) a nuclear test ban and (2) the 
cessation of .the nuclear arras race and nuclear disarmament, offers-the best 
p r a c t i c a l approach. Specific proposals to t h i s effect have been submitted 
by the Group of 21 and by the s o c i a l i s t countries. However, i t has not been 
possible to achieve a consensus in this connection, and a number of arguments 
against the proposed bodies have been advanced during our discussions. 

One argument, of a more general nature, i s that the deterioration of 
international relations makes nuclear disarmament negotiations inopportune and 
inoperative. In reply to that argument, I w i l l talce the l i b e r t y of quoting 
from a statement made by S i r John Simon, Secretary of State for Foreign A f f a i r s 
of the United Kingdom, at the League of Nations Disarmament Conference i n 1952: 

"Even nov, voices are heard which declare that the moment i s 
not opportune. The paradox i s pointed out that, while disarmament 
i s being discussed at Geneva, i n the Far East armaments are being 
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employed, ЪогаЪз are dropping from the sky, troops are nov; on the 
move ... I do not agree with those who suggest that this paradox 
makes our meeting inopportune. I would rather declare that these 
sombre events i l l u s t r a t e and reinforce the urgent necessity of 
undertaiiing and discharging our. task." 

We share this view and we believe that, p a r t i c u l a r l y i n the nuclear age, the. . 
d i f f i c u l t i e s that e x i s t at the'international l e v e l ought not to i n h i b i t but' 
rather to stimulate negotiations. 

The well-documented statement by His Excellency, Ambassador Issraelyan, 
the head of the delegation of the liSSR., at the p'lenary meeting on 2 July 19S1, 
has given us a picture of the intolerable consequences of fa i l u r e to achieve 
results i n halting the nuclear arms race. 

Another argument that i s frequently advanced concerns the l i n k between 
nuclear disarmament and the security of the nuclear-weapon States and their 
a l l i e s . The existence of such a relationship cannot be denied. But we 
fi n d i t d i f f i c u l t to understand why this linl-r should prevent us from 
starting negotiations. We believe that i t argues i n favour of a discussion 
on the security perceptions of a l l States and accordingly of the establishment 
of a subsidiary body of the Committee i n which we could discuss the relevant 
problems openly and honestly, with the necessary respect for the position 
and interests of each. The balance necessary for the security of a l l can 
and should be achieved at progressively lower levels of armaments i n general 
and of nuclear armaments i n part i c u l a r . Greater security at lower cost i s i n 
the interests of a l l . 

The complexity of nuclear problems has also been presented as an obstacle 
to the establishment of working groups. Yet v/e have to recognize that human 
intelligence has succeeded in'finding sc'.utions to much moro' complex problems. 
Developing micro-processors that use human language, putting an a r t i f i c i a l 
intelligence on s i l i c o n chips, penetrating the mysteries of the l i v i n g c e l l , ' 
or even managing the economic and socia l a f f a i r s of a big c i t y l i k e Geneva, 
say, are problems of a complexity exceeding that of nuclear-weapon systems. 
Thus, to claim that the complexity of nuclea.r disarmament — which, when a l l 
i s said and done, can be dealt with i n terms of probabilities we learned about 
at grammar school '— i s an obstacle to our a c t i v i t i e s , i s a. paralysing idea 
which blocks a l l our deliberations. 

Consequently, we cannot accept the idea that the complexity of the subject 
should be used as an argument against the starting of negotiations. A problem 
does not increase i n complexity because of the magnitude and scope of"the' 
effects involved. 



C D / R M 3 5 
12 

(Mr. Malita, Romania.) 

ТЬа absence of concrete proposals for nuclear disarmament has also bean 
invoJced against the setting up of a working group. A m.ere l i s t of Committee 
docu.ients on nuclear disarmament — CD/4, CD/72, CD/IOS'^ C;D/134, CD/141S CD/10C, 
CD/1S1 — i s enough to refute this argument. In addition there are a l l the 
various proposals on nuclear disa.rmaraent that have been put forward i n the 
United Nations, among which I should l i k e to mention the Indian proposal on 
the prohibition of the use of nuclear* weapons and the Canadian proposal on 
halting the production of fissionable materials for m i l i t a r y purposes, also 
presented i n this Committee. 

It i s for a l l these reasons that the Romanian delegation supports the proposal 
made by tbe^ delegations of India, Paliistan and Mexico on the need to adopt a 
formal decision of the Committee, i n plenary meeting, on the proposals for the 
establishment of working groups on the questions of a nuclear test ban and 
nuclear disarmajiient. 

I f , contrary to a l l lo g i c and i n d e r e l i c t i o n of i t s r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s , the 
Committee proves imable to adopt the decision necessary for the establishment of such 
groups, the Romanian delegation cannot view this matter as closed. We believe that 
no single delegation nor the Committee as a whole can assume the' r e s p o n s i b i l i t y for 
our proceeding merely to record our f a i l u r e . 

Like the B r a z i l i a n delegation, as was pointed out by i t s distinguished leader. 
Ambassador de Souza e S i l v a , our delegation has made no secret of the fact that as far 
3-s we are concerned the establishment of a working group i s not an end i n i t s e l f . 

I f , for reasons that escape us, working groups cannot at present be established 
to carry out the urgent and necessary p r i o r i t y task of starting negotiations on 
nuclear disarmament, we are nevertheless convinced that the Committee's rules of 
procedure offer us the p o s s i b i l i t y of finding other p r a c t i c a l means of f u l f i l l i n g 
cur mandate. V/ith t h i s i n mind, the Romanian delegation proposes the establishment 
of an ad hoc sub-committee-of the Comraittee to deal with nuclear questions. Rule 23, 
i n chapter VII of the rules of procedure, on the organization of work, provides for 
the p o s s i b i l i t y of establishing such a body. 

V/e wish to emphasize that from the point of view of the second special session 
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, i t i s inconceivable that the 
theoretical p r i o r i t y the Committee has given to nuclear disarmament questions by t h e i r 
inclusion i n i t s agenda should not be reflected i n practice by the establishment of 
bodies able to deal affectrivoly with these q-uestions, 

Mr. Saran (India) took the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN; Unfortunate'iy, Ambassador Venkateswaran has been called away on 
urgent and pressing business, but he w i l l r e j o i n us i n a very short while. On his 
behalf I would lilce to thank the representative of Romania, Ambassador Malita, for 
the very kind words he addressed to the Chair and p a r t i c u l a r l y the very generous 
remarks he made about my country. 
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Mr. VEETOIEC (Yugoslavia): Mr. Chairman, i t i s a p a r t i c u l a r honour and 
pleasure f o r me to congratulate you on your taking up of' the duties of Chairman of 
the Committee for the month of July. You represent a comtry to which we are linked 
Ъу t r a d i t i o n a l l y good, f r i e n d l y and most sincere relations that are founded on the -
common interests of.the non-aligned movement. There i s no doubt that your experience 
and well-кпош diplomatic a b i l i t i e s w i l l give new, urgently needed impetus to the 
work of our Committee i n order that we may take significant steps forward i n the 
process of negotiations i n the f i e l d of disarmament. 

I would also l i k e to congratulate your predecessor, Ambassador Im.re Komives, for 
the exceptional work he did as Chairman for the month of June. 

I a v a i l myself of this opportunity to greet our new colleagues, 
Ambassador Rodriguez Navarro from Venezuela, Ambassador Carasales from Argentina, 
Ambassador Jala.li from Iran and Ambassador Jayakoddy from S r i Lanka, and to wish them 
success i n t h e i r work. 

Taking' the f l o o r i n today's debate, I would l i k e to point out that I am not 
doing so because I have something new or important to sa,y. The Yugoslav delegation 
has on several occasions, as.,is after a l l ' the case with a l l the delegations members 
of the Committee, taicen the opportunity to express our basic position avUd to submit 
proposals as to how to i n i t i a t e the process of disarmam.ent. ¥e consider that the 
problem i s not due to an abs.ence of proposals or suggestions f o r the successful vrork 
of the Committee, but rather to the fact that the Committee finds i t s e l f i n the 
unsatisfa,ctory situation that, because of .a lack of p o l i t i c a l w i l l on the part of a 
certain number of members,to engage i n substantive negotiations on the problems that 
are on the Committee's agenda, i t i s unable to perform i t s p r i n c i p a l fimctions and 
to f u l f i l the obligations l a i d upon i t as the only m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating body i n 
this f i e l d . 

This time, I take the f l o o r f i r s t of a l l to stress that the Yugoslav delegation 
associates i t s e l f with a l l those who have voiced the i r disapproval of the fact that. , 
the Committee, despite i t s having met f o r tlxree years, has not succeeded i n 
substantively opening negotiations on tvro of the most important as well as urgent 
issues, namely, a comprehensive test ban and the halting of the nuclear arms race and 
nuclear disarmament, ,, In voicing our disapproval and concern over the present 
situation,' I would l i k e to emphasize that the'argianents presented to the Committee 
by two member delegations against the setting up of tvro working groups on these items 
have not convinced'us ,of,the j u s t i f i c a t i o n of t h e i r opposition. On the contrary, we 
deem these arguments vrnjustiffed, unfounded and unconvincing and' vro therefore cannot 
accept them, • . . ' 

Many questions have been raised by the Group of 21 v/ith regard to nuclear 
disarmament during the vrork of the Committee, They have, nevertheless, remained 
unanswered. This i s vmy vre associate ourselves with the request made'by India which 
you, lir. Chairman, tabled, i n your remarks, seeking an ansvrer to these questions as. 
early as possible so that we may be able j o i n t l y to create a means for finding a way 
out of the existing unsatisfactory s i t u a t i o n . V/e do this a l l the more since the East 
European s o c i a l i s t countries.have also opted for t h i s . The present situation i s even 
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more disquieting i n view of the fact that during the past years several solemn 
declarations and decisions have been adopted by various forums within and outside the 
United Nations i n which a l l countries without exception have committed themselves to 
launching negotiations,on nuclear disarmament. I t i s p a r t i c u l a r l y s i g n i f i c a n t that 
a l l of us adopted the decisions of the Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly, 
including the Governments of the two countries members of the Committee which oppose 
the creation of working groups. We therefore have a f u l l formal and moral r i g h t to 
ask the CD to deal with the issue of nuclear disarmament and to organize negotiations 
on the subject. In spite of t h i s , however, the Committee i s s t i l l blocked and has no 
clear prospect of the opening of permanent negotiations on nuclear disarmament. I t 
i s thus r i g h t to ask the question whether the refusal to open negotiations on nuclear 
disarmament i n the Committee means that the Governments of the two delegations 
v o l u n t a r i l y renounce the obligations they assumed under the F i n a l Document of the 
Tenth Special Session? Does i t mean that by that token these Governments do not want 
nuclear disarmament? I f this were the case, i t would be extremely disquieting. We 
are nevertheless inclined to believe that i t i s only a transitory occurrence since the 
achieving, as soon as possible, of concrete positive r e s u l t s i n the work of the 
Committee represents one of the most important conditions for the safeguarding of 
peace., the strengthening of international security and the r e a l i z a t i o n of equitable 
international co-operation based on the Charter of the United Nations. This, hoiiever, 
cannot be achieved without opening the process of nuclear disarmament. This i s why 
we hope there w i l l be consensus v/ith regard to the setting up of working groups or 
other appropriate bodies which would i n i t i a t e the negotiations on an issue of such 
importance for the future destiny of the world. At this juncture I would l i k e to 
stress, as vre have done on several occasions, that i n the event of the contrary, my 
delegation i s not prepared to. assume any r e s p o n s i b i l i t y for the absence of a solution 
to the question of nuclear disarmament and the consequences t h i s entails for 
international relations as a whole. 

I t ccin often be heard i n the Committee and elsewhere that the over-all 
international s i t u a t i o n i s not favourable for the opening of negotiations on 
disarmament. I would once again l i k e to point out that such an attitude cannot be 
accepted, as.is very c l e a r l y formulated i n the f i n a l document of the M i n i s t e r i a l 
Meeting of the non-aligned countries that was held i n New Delhi this year. The 
non-aligned countries are of the opinion that the s i t u a t i o n i s exactly the opposite. 
Progress i n the f i e l d of disarmament and the taking of genuine disarmament measures 
would have a considerable positive influence on the improvement of international 
relations and would create conditions for finding a way out of the existing crises — 
both p o l i t i c a l and economic. Of special significance i n t h i s connection i s the 
freeing of resources that are now spent on armaments and the i r r e a l l o c a t i o n f o r 
development needs, and i n p a r t i c u l a r f o r the more accelerated development of the 
developing countries vrhich would put a stop to the unfavourable vrorld economic trends, 
poverty, hunger and other misfortunes, and would give r i s e to more stable and 
harmonious development. I t i s constantly being said that the world economy i s i n a 
c r i s i s and that i n f l a t i o n cannot be stopped. However, i t i s clear that as long as 
we continue to spend such enormous sums for such unproductive purposes as armaments, 
i t cannot be expected that i t w i l l be possible to curb i n f l a t i o n and to give a more 
si g n i f i c a n t impetus towards l i f t i n g the world's economy out of stagnation or 
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sta g f l a t i o n . The process of disamanent would open the p o s s i h i l i t y for these huge 
material and i n t e l l e c t u a l .resources to be used, not f o r destruction but f o r :giv-ing, a 
new impetus to the vrorld's economy and creating favourable conditions for entering a 
new period of prosperity f o r a l l countries without exception. 

This i s why today there 'is no task that i s more urgent than to work f o r the 
opening of a genuine disamament process, and especially nuclear disamament. 

In t h i s connection, vre highly appreciate the efforts of those countries members 
of the Conmittee vrhich s t r i v e f o r the settlement of p a r t i c u l a r issues on the 
Committee's agenda. We think that the vrork done by the worlcing groups. i s .going, i n the 
right direction and that no e f f o r t s should be spared i n order that such a trend can 
continue. 

However, there i s reason for thought as to hovr the vrork of the Conmittee and i t s 
bodies can be improved. In the opinion of the Yugoslav delegation, this can be done 
i n two ways. F i r s t , negotiations should concentrate on the most important questions, 
which should be approached as concretely as possible i n order that vre nay arrive 
at agreed texts.of conventions on these subjects as soon as possible. The framework 
of the mandates should be adapted to this task so that negotiations v r i l l not be 
brought unnecessarily to a s t a n d s t i l l . 

Secondly, the time available f o r negotiations should be used better and more 
f u l l y . We should try to have as few procedural debates as possible and fewer general 
and extensive discussions and statements. We should also consider the p o s s i b i l i t y of 
extending the duration of the session, especially of-the vrorking groups, vrhen t h i s i s 
indispensable to the negotiations. I f there r e a l l y i s a p o l i t i c a l will on the part 
of a l l to conduct substa.ntive ne.gotiations aimed at reaching the e a r l i e s t possible 
agreement on pa r t i c u l a r issues which are the subject of negotiations, then we ought 
not to interrupt the deliberations of the vrorking groups nor should they vrork f o r 
only a few months a yea.r. The same c r i t e r i o n should also be decisive i n deteimining 
the dxiration of the Connittee's sessions. Nevertheless, i f there i s no readiness f o r 
genuine negotiations, the extension of the period of negotiations i n i t s e l f cannot 
contribute to more effective and successful vrork by the Committee. 

The Yugoslav delegation thinks that the application of these two nethods would 
improve the work of the Conmittee and the vrorking groups i n tems of both qu a l i t y • 
and quantity. We are ready to examine and adopt every proposal aimed at promoting 
and accelerating the negotiating process, when obvious p o l i t i c a l w i l l has been shovm 
by a l l r e a l l y to conduct substantive negotiations. I f the contrary i s the case, i t 
i s better not to conceal with pointless meetings the fact that the Committee i s not 
f u l f i l l i n g the role and tasks la.id upon i t by the world conmгяaity. 
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The СНА1НУ1М; On behalf of Ambassador Veolcatoswaran I would lilce to thanlc 
His Excellency Ainbassador Vrhünec for his statenent and f o r the very kind words he has 
addressed to the Chair.- I would now l i k e to consult the Connittee about the infernal 
consultations which were scheduled f o r t h i s afternoon at 3.3О p.n. i n Conference Roon 1. 
Since vre now'have- sone tine at our disposal i t has been suggested that vre'. night hold 
our i n f o m a l consultations at the end of th i s plenary neeting i n th i s roon. -If there 
i s no objection I s h a l l adjourn the plenary neeting and begin our i n f o m a l consultations 
i n t h i s roon i n f i v e ninutes' tin e . Is that acceptable to the nenbers of the Connittee? 

I t was so decided. 

The CHAIRMAH; Before I adjourn t h i s plenary neeting I vrould l i k e to n'ake a 
short announoenent on behalf of the Chaiman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on 
Radiological Weapons. The Chaiman of the Working Group on Radiological Weapons w i l l 
hold i n f o m a l consultations on 9 J'uly at 9 a.n. i n the conference roon of the 
Disamanent 'Unit on questions rela t i n g to the d e f i n i t i o n and scope of the prohibition. 
The i n f o m a l consultations v ; i l l have an open-ended character. The ChairÉían • would 
l i k e to request the par t i c i p a t i o n of the delegations of the United States, the USSR, 
Sweden, Yugoslavia, India, Venezuela and Austra l i a , v/hich ha.ve subnitted proposals 
on these questions. The next plenary neeting w i l l be held on Thursday, 9 July 
at 10.50 a.n. -This neeting stands adjourned. 

The neoting rose at 11.40 a.n. 
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The CHAIШ^ШI; Distinguished' delegate^: , the Coranittee -Gonti-Gt№a--today i t s 
consideration of iten 5 of i t s agenda'.'ITe'.; types of weapons of niaos dest-ru-etion 
and new systems of such v/eapons; radiological x/eapons", hut of course, members 
\;ishing to do so are at l i b e r t y to make Ftafcoue-ntb on any subject relevant to the 
v/ork of the Committee, i n accordance v/ith rule 50 of the rules of procedure. 

1-lay I \/elcome today the presfen'ce amongst us of S i r Antony Acland, Deputy 
Under-Secretary for Foreign A f f a i r s of the United Kingdom, who i s responsible, 
i n t e r a l i a , for B r i t i s h p o l i c y towards the Committee on Disarmament. 
S i r Antony Acland has a \/ide diplomatic experience, having served i n the 
United Nations at New York and Geneva. He v/as P r i n c i p a l Private Secretary to the 
Foreign Secretary between 1972 and 1975 and l a t e r served as Ambassador to Luxembourg 
and Spain. 

Iir. ONKELII'K (Belgium) (translated from French); I'Ir. Chairman, every time I 
take the f l o o r i n t h i s Committee I am tempted Ъу the idea of omitting at the 
beginning of my speech the customary words of congratulation _tp the current-,. , _ . 
Chairman and to the Chairman for the previous month. Such congratulations, 
often very e u l o g i s t i c , frequently take"up the f i r s t page of our speeches, both 
i n the Committee i t s e l f and i n i t s subsidiary bodies. Perhaps they are an 
important source of moral support for the Chairman; perhaps they help him to 
perform the hard tasks before him; I have nevertheless often thought that they 
take up too much of our Committee's time. V/hen I spoke to you before the meeting, 
you told me of your concern at the length of the l i s t of speeches, and I should 
have been further encouraged i n my idea of leaving out v/ords of congratulation. 
Hov/ever, seeing you i n the chair, I. cannot r e s i s t . Once again, i t i s not today 
that I s h a l l break with t r a d i t i o n and I should l i k e very simply and above a l l 
very b r i e f l y to t e l l you Ъом happy I am to see you presiding over our work th i s 
month. Ever since you joined us i n t h i s Committee you have impressed your 
colleagues by your drive, your competence and also your sense of humour, and I am 
sure that you v / i l l discharge your duties to perfection. Furthermore, you 
represent a country v/hich, thanlcs to er&inent leaders, has aJways played an-important 
part i n post-v/ar international relations a.nd more p a r t i c u l a r l y i n the f i e l d v/ith 
which we are concerned, namely, security and disarmament. And since I have not 
wished to break with t r a d i t i o n , I shall follow t r a d i t i o n completely by addressing 
words of thanlcs also to our friend Ambassador Komives, v/ho presided over our v/ork 
l a s t month i n a notev/orthy manner. Before beginning my speech, I should.also^ l i k e 
to v/elcome here Mrs. Thorsson, to whom we sh a l l a l l l i s t e n very a t t e n t i v e l y a f t e r I 
myself have spoken, as v/ell as S i r Antony Acland, the B r i t i s h Under-Secretary. 
Their presence here i s proof of the interest which those tv/o countries continue to 
take i n the v/ork of our Committee. 

Since v/e resumed our v/ork at this summer session, i t has become clear from the 
discussions at plenary meetings and the a c t i v i t i e s of the Committee's subsidiary 
bodies hovj much importance very many countries attach to the forthcoming second 
special session of the General Assem.bly devoted to disarmament. 

Obviously, t h i s special session i s not a goal i n i t s e l f . I t ought rather to 
be a p a r t i c u l a r l y appropriate moment for the international community to r e f l e c t on 
the impact of the decisions — especially those regarding structures — taken by the 
General Assembly at i t s f i r s t special session, i n 1978. 
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Evaluation of the vjork of the Disarmament Committee v j i l l he one of the most 
important elements i n this exercise of r e f l e c t i o n , for what the international 
community w i l l vjant to know i s vjhether this m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating body, set up 
more than three years ago, i s capable of j u s t i f y i n g the hopes that have been placed 
i n i t . 

I t w i l l therefore be up to us to show that our Committee, i n i t s present 
composition and with i t s present methods, can achieve concrete results by v/ay of 
negotiations. ' 

The a b i l i t y of the Disarmament Committee to do so i t s e l f depends on a number 
of factors, of which I should l i k e to mention those that seem to me the most 
important. F i r s t , there i s the question of international security conditions, for 
the Disarmament Committee cannot negotiate i n a vacuum, and i t seems obvious to me 
that a tense international climate i s — alas — not propitious f o r the attainment 
of any great progress i n the sphere of disarmament. At the same time v;e ought 
not to underestimate the impact that ef f o r t s i n this sphere could have on the 
restoration of confidence i n international re l a t i o n s . 

Secondly, the m u l t i l a t e r a l approach to disarmament cannot be divorced from 
developments i n the separate negotiations going on i n a number of p r i o r i t y spheres 
of disarmament. Belgium, which has always been i n favour of these two approaches, 
naturally expects that the States responsible for the separate negotiations w i l l 
take account of the overriding importance which the international community 
attaches to those negotiations. 

l a s t l y and,, I would say, p a r t i c u l a r l y , the Disarmament Committee v / i l l be 
judged according to the combined v ; i l l ve have shovm to make progress v/here that v/as 
possible. 

Taking account of these factors, and bearing i n mind the limited time 
available before the second special session, I should l i k e to indicate three themes 
v.'hich would permit the Committee on Disarmament to demonstrate that this 
m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating body merits the central role attributed to i t i n 1979• 

In indicating these themes, I am not claiming that they are a l l of p r i o r i t y 
importance i n r e l a t i o n to the problems posed by the gravity of the armaments race. 
I merely vjish, to point out that these ai-e questions on vjhich progress can be made 
and that i t i s important, i n the present circumstances, not to neglect any 
p o s s i b i l i t i e s f o r making progress, however limited they may be. 

Thus., I consider that the time has come for the Disarmament Committee to conclude 
i t s negotiations regarding the prohibition of radiological weapons. 

I also believe that betv/een nov/ and next spring the Disarmament Committee should 
complete the elaboration of a comprehensive programme of disarmament. 

I would also, l i k e to see our Committee making substantial progress i n the 
drafting of a convention on the prohibition of chemical v;eapons before the second 
special session. 

Since, according to our programme of work, our discussions i n plenary meeting 
th i s v/eek should, deal mainly v/ith the question of radiological weapons, I should l i k e 
to devote the,remainder of my statement to that subject. 

There are several reasons v/hy Belgium attaches p a r t i c u l a r importance to the , 
conclusion of a treaty prohibiting r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons? 
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I t would Ъе one v;ay of demonstrating that the negotiating machinery offered by 
the Disarmament Committee- can function' e f f e c t i v e l y : 

I t v-;ould also he the f i r s t time i n the nuclear f i e l d that a treaty had been 
negotiated with the pa r t i c i p a t i o n of the five nuclear-v/eapon Pov/ers| 

•The very fact of the existence of an international agreement i n the 
disarmament f i e l d v/ould, i n present circumstances, have a symbolic value which we 
cannot afford to disregard; 

Furthermore, the procedure that has been followed with respect to these 
negotiations on radi o l o g i c a l v/eapons coincides v/ith our.ddea of the correct method 
to adopt in- the matter of the prohibition of weapons of mass, destruction, namely, 
f i r s t to i d e n t i f y these weapons and then to negotiate, one by one, t h e i r prohibition 
or l i m i t a t i o n . 

The negotiation of a convention on radi o l o g i c a l weapons, has made good progress 
since the submission to the Committee by the United States and the Soviet Union of. 
the i r j o i n t proposal on major elements of a treaty. V/e are p a r t i c u l a r l y grateful to 
Ambassador Komives, Chairman of the Ad Hoc V/orking Group on Eadiological V/eapons, 
fo r the manner i n v/hich he i s carrying out his important. task. 

Certainly, we would have wished these negotiations to be brought to a speedier 
conclusion, but we are aware of the importance of the points raised by many 
delegations, points which are themselves evidence of the' importance we a l l attach to 
the question of rad i o l o g i c a l weapons. 

V/e now have a consolidated text based on proposals submitted by the Chairman of 
the Ad-Hoc V/orking Group. Belgium considers that this document, v/hich-is a 
combination of different proposals, should constitute the p r i n c i p a l basis of our 
further work. 

My delegation i s p a r t i c u l a r l y g r a t i f i e d to note that several of i t s ov/n 
suggestions have been incorporated i n the consolidated text. 

V/e s h a l l continue to make any contribution we can i n the search for solutions 
to the -various important piroblems v/hich have not yet been resolved. ' Among these 
problems I v/odld drav/ attention i n p a r t i c u l a r to the. follov/ing. 

The problem of the d e f i n i t i o n of radi o l o g i c a l \/eapons. . The d e f i n i t i o n can 
obviously not include a reference to a nuclear explosive device. V/e understand the 
concern of those v/ho fear that the fact of not mentioning nuclear v/eapons might be 
interpreted as j u s t i f y i n g t h e i r use. Such j u s t i f i c a t i o n was clearly not the 
intention of th e ' b i l a t e r a l negotiators, any more than i t was th e i r intention to 
se t t l e the question of the legitimacy or otherwise of nuclear weapons. V/ould i t 
not, then, be a good idea, as my delegation suggested l a s t year, to include -in the 
preamble to the convention a sp e c i f i c reminder of the goal of nuclear disarmament? 

I would l i k e to point out that i n the negotiation of a number of disarmament 
instruments, use has often been made of the technique of incorporating i n the 
convention an undertaking to negotiate subsequently either on matters on v/hich i t 
did not prove possible to reach immediate agreement, or on wider aspects of the 
general subject of disarmament. I might quote by way of example a r t i c l e V of the 
Sea-Bed Treaty, a r t i c l e V/I of' the Treaty on the Hon-Proliferation of Nuclear V/eapons 
and a r t i c l e IX of the Convention on the pro h i b i t i o n of b i o l o g i c a l weapons.. V/e 
should not overlook t h i s as a possible means of resolving a number of the d i f f i c u l t i e s 
which we have encountered i n the negotiation of a convention on rad i o l o g i c a l weapons. 
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Another question to Ъе decided i s v/hether, i n this convention, we ought 
e x p l i c i t l y to prohibit deliberate attacks on c i v i l i a n nuclear i n s t a l l a t i o n s i n order 
to cause the release of radioactive substances. V/e are grateful to the Swedish 
delegation for drawing our attention to"this important question, v/hich i s already 
p a r t l y covered by a r t i c l e ^6 oí the f i r s t ' A d d i t i o n a l Protocol to the Geneva 
Convention. The question raised by Sweden i s important i n i t s e l f . I t also adds 
to the f i e l d of application of the f i r s t Additional. Protocol. Furthermore, t h i s 
question has become much more relevant since'the attack on an Iraqi nuclear research 
centre, an attack \/hich the Belgian Governfiient has strongly condemned and which, 
although i t v/ag not the subject of the Swedish proposal, could have foreshadowed what 
Sv/eden s p e c i f i c a l l y v/ished to prohibit i n the convention on radiological v/eapons. 

V/e already, l a s t year, raised the question v/hether this aspect should be 
included i n the present convention or should"appear i n a different context. V/e do 
not wish the'matter to be settled at this stage, because the arguments for and against 
are so complicated. My delegation i s nevertheless ready, here too, to help find any 
solution that might be acceptable to a l l members of the Committee. 

V/e ought, hov/ever, to be av/are that, i f v/e incorporate the Sv/edish proposal i n 
the convention on radiological weapons, v/e shall substantially a l t e r the scope of th i s 
convention and raise various problems, both of a .legal nature and as regards the need 
to devise an adequate v e r i f i c a t i o n procedure. If,on the other hand, vie consider 
that the Swedish proposal would be better placed i n another context, either i n an 
instrument complementing the Add.itional Protocols of the Geneva. Conventions or i n an 
en t i r e l y new instr'ument, we ought also to r e a l i z e that i t w i l l take a great deal of 
time to v/ork out the det a i l s of the. Svjedish proposal so that i t can be implemented, 
and to resolve a l l the d i f f i c u l t questions that w i l l a r i s e . Could we not therefore 
make use of the/technique I mentioned e a r l i e r and establish i n the convention 
prohibiting radiological weapons the p r i n c i p l e contained i n the Swedish proposal, at 
the same time undertaking to negotiate on a l l i t s implications at a l a t e r date. 

Another question to v;hich my delegation attaches p a r t i c u l a r importance concerns 
the peaceful nses .of radioactive materials. In th i s connection, we can accept the 
proposal made by the Chairman of the V/brking Group regarding a r t i c l e V of the 
proposed, convention. In fact the provisions contained i n that a r t i c l e i n no way 
r e s t r i c t the use of.^radioactive materials as authorized by a r t i c l e IV of the Treaty on 
the IT.on-Proliferatión of Huclear V/eapons. However, a r t i c l e XVpf.the non-proliferation 
Treaty balances tv/o ideas. The f i r s t i s the one I. have just mentioned. The second 
concerns undertakings.relating to the promotion of peaceful "uses. Belgium believes 
that i t v/ould be appropriate to include t h i s dual concept also i n the part of the 
convention .on. the prohibition of radi o l o g i c a l v/eapons dealing viith the peaceful use 
of radioactive materials. My delegation therefore supports those delegations v/hich 
would l i k e to 'see.,included i n the convention prohibiting radiological v/eapons a 
provision oh..'the promotion of peaceful uses. The precedents for." t h i s that exist i n 
disaimamënt.treaties such as the non-proliferation treaty or the Convention 
prohibiting b i o l o g i c a l weapons, should enable us to find'an appropr.iate form of 
language. 

Those are the comments I wished to make at t h i s stage of our work... I hope that 
my remarks. .v;il l have been enough to shov/ the constructive s p i r i t i n which my 
delegation.approaches a l l the matters that are before our Committee. 
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líes. THORSSON (Sweden); î'tr. Chairman, I would f i r s t l i k e to thanlc you for your 
kind words of welcome to me two days ago. 

Secondly, i t i s with the greatest pleasure that I see you chairing the 
Committee on Disarmament during the month of July. We are a l l aware of the 
outstanding qualities, that you hring to t h i s important and hurdensomertask, 
as well as the vrell-lcnown ardoirr with' which your great country pursues the 
course of disarmament, p a r t i c u l a r l y i n the f i e l d of nuclear weapons. The effect 
.might well be that we s h a l l look back on the month of Jxily 1981'as the "Indian 
summer", to use your own words. Needless to say, you w i l l get the consistent 
co-operation and support of the Swedish delegation. 

The thanlcs of the Swedish delegation are also gladly given to your 
distinguished predecessor,. Ambassador Komives of Hungary,, for the excellent -way 
i n which he, dxrring the month of.June, set the summer part of the 1981 session 
going. . I should also l i k e to say a few words of welcome to our nevr colleagues, 
the distinguished representatives of Argentina, Iran, S r i Lanlca and Venezuela, 
and I am sure that we s h a l l find p o s s i b i l i t i e s of excellent co-operation between 
th e i r delegations and .my oim. 

A few vreeks ago we commenced the second part of the 1981 session of the 
Committee on Disarmament, the l a s t f u l l session before the General Assembly's 
second special session devoted to disarmament. If/hat sha,ll we be able to produce 
th i s time, i n terms of progress towards the achievement of the goals set i n the 
Programme of Action contained i n the F i n a l Dociiment of the f i r s t special session 
of the General Assembly? Does any one of us, representing Governments which are 
charged.with the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y to negotiate m u l t i l a t e r a l l y the terms of achieving 
these goals, find any reason for optimism about the prospects ahead of us during a 
few summer weeks, considering what we have produced since January 1979? Do, i n 
fact, the leading .military Powers, on whose terms, unfortunately, we find ourselves 
around t h i s table, have the sincere w i l l to achieve, together with us, the goals 
which they supported three years ago? 

In this assembly I have asked questions l i k e these repeatedly. At no point 
i n time have they been as legitimate as they are i n the summer of 1981. 

Since I l a s t .made a general statement i n t h i s Committee — that waç-on. 
3 February — nothing has changed for the better i n the f i e l d of disarmament. 
On the contrary. In reply to what i t deems to be a threatening build-up of 
Soviet m i l i t a r y forces, nuclear and conventional, and i n order to increase i t s 
strength world-v/ide,' the United States has adopted i t s ' l a r g e s t .military budget 
i n peace-time, with further steep increases to follow i n the next few years. 
Purthermore, we have followed, with the utmost concern, the continued debate 
around the production of a l l components of the so-called neutron warheads, a 
weapon designed s p e c i f i c a l l y for use on European s o i l . This combines v/ith the 
tendency to move into new areas, such as binary chemical weapons, .mobile ICBIIs 
and a n t i - s a t e l l i t e and 'АВИ v/arfare i n outer space. A l l this so that this unique 
and only earth of ours v / i l l become, i f possible, an even .more threatened and 
insecure home f o r man. Added to that i s the fact that ov/ing to the advance of 
nev/ technologies i n search of a mission, which are being rathlessly pvirsued 
toward the complete .militarization of the human environment, physical and s p a t i a l 
boundaries are being pushed ever farther i n a grotesque r i v a l r y for universal 
m i l i t a r y domination. 
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Por fear of seeing i t s empire crumble, one Superpower subjugates and threatens 
i t s neighbours and could end up leaving the detente i t so much cherished i n ruins. 

Not unexpectedly, the other Superpower feels j u s t i f i e d i n downgrading what 
hopeful signs there vrere of a more compassionate, humane and humanitarian approach 
to v/orld problems, and embarks again upon the simple but f u t i l e , and i n our times 
dangerous and impossible road of m i l i t a r y superiority. 

And so here we s i t ; SALT I I i s considered dead; a l l b i l a t e r a l arms 
negotiations betv/een the Superpov/ers have been suspended and t h e i r commitment to 
mviltilateral negotiation i s doubtful. I t must, of course, be legitimate, and 
even to the outside world desirable, for a nev/ Government to take time to define . 
i t s p o l i c i e s . But i t i s d i f f i c u l t to believe that the year-long paralysis which 
has now been imposed on m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations, including disarmament, as a 
result of the election campaign and the change i n the United States administration, 
w i l l i n the f i n a l analysis benefit anybody. 

With regard to European theatre nuclear forces, serious negotiations are 
s t i l l not i n sight owing to the posturing and conditional approach of both sides. 
True, after the f i r s t i n i t i a l sparring round of l a s t year, the parties seem to be 
moving towards formal negotiations "by the end of the year", to quote the 
4 - 5 Ï-Iay NATO communiqué. But how can one escape the conclusion that by that 
time — two years after the momentous December 1979 NATO decision — agreement 
to reduce theatre nuclear forces v / i l l be i n f i n i t e l y more d i f f i c u l t ? The 
SS-20 programme w i l l then, i n a l l l i k e l i h o o d , have proceeded v/ell beyond i t s 
present considerable number of some 200 .missiles or more. In such circimistances, 
w i l l the intention expressed i n 1979 that NATO deployment of Pershing l i s and 
cruise missiles might be rendered inoperative through negotiations ever amount 
to anything more than just an intention? 

The Swedish Government has never believed that the dual deployment of 
SS-20s and Pershing and cruise missiles has been .or i s necessary i n order to 
maintain the e x i s t i n g rough equilibrium of forces i n Europe. I t appears instead : 
increasingly l i k e l y that t l i i s deplojnnent v / i l l r i s k becoming another series of 
tragic mistalces which, as i n the past, could i n the end. leave both sides more, 
vulnerable and insecure than before. 

¥e have, therefore,' the right to request that theatre nuclear forces 
negotiations start v/ithout f-urtlier delay. The objective must be that the 
rapidly growing number of Soviet SS-20s i s so d r a s t i c a l l y reduced tliat the 
deployment within NATO of new medium-range missiles can be avoided. Negotiations 
should also aim. at l i m i t i n g other nuclear-v/eapon systems intended for use i n Europe. 

Equally, the SALT process on strategic systems seems to face an uncertain 
future. Those v/ho .might have thought that SALT I I could after a l l be v/rapped up, . 
v/ith some minor amendments to talce account of certain doubts expressed, were 
obviously wrong, and the results of some eight years of arduous negotiation w i l l 
be l a i d aside and replaced by ne\-r approaches. Assuming that the SALT process 
v / i l l nevertheless resume again, such liev/ approaches might i n themselves' offer 
nev/ opportunities. I t has been rumoured that the nev/ United States administration 
i s moving i n the dir e c t i o n of proposing the aim of future strategic talks to be 
far-reaching reductions of nuclear v/eapons. The acronym SALT already appears 
frequently. This г/ould seem' to be an approach reminiscent of the unfort'unately 
i l l - f a t e d Carter i n i t i a t i v e of 1 9 7 7 , v/hich v/as then f l a t l y rejected by the other 
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side.' Th"sb'rár""ás"á serious attempt i s made to elaborate a credible and balanced 
offer for reductions of strategic nucleax weapons and their delivery systems, i t 
could. prima facie appear to be an approach which sho-ald be investigated. In, the 
meantime, I wish to repeat our demand to both Superpowers to respect the 
stipulations of the SALT I I Treaty. 

'Tlie prospects are that most negotiations — m.ultilateral as well as 
b i l a t e r a l — w i l l remain suspended i'or most of the remainder of I9QI. I f thi.s . 
period of time i s put to good use for a constructive — I repeat, constructive — 
reassessment of central issues, and x/ithoLit neglect of- the interests, of the 
international comm-unity, then too much need not be l o s t i n the process. But 
i f the, only r e s u l t v r i l l be one-sided reliance on increased m i l i t a r y power in. 
international r e l a t i o n s , interruption of the v i t a l . m u l t i l a t e r a l and b i l a t e r a l 
dialogue and the discarding of international agreements laboriously brought 
together, then v;e may a l l be i n for troubled times, líe consequently urge both 
the United -States and the Soviet Union to exercise r e s t r a i n t i n t h e i r international 
and b i l a t e r a l r elations i n order that what we have a l l together b u i l t not be ; 
i r r e t r i e v a b l y l o s t . 

Meanvihile, here we s i t , t r ying to do our best, under p a i n f u l circumstances,, 
to have something to report to the second special session of the General Assembly 
on disarmament. With yo-ur permission, l l r . Chairman, I s h a l l have a few vrords to 
say on hpvr we view our performance so f a r and the prospects aiiead. Thj.s virould 
imply reviewing the гтогк so f a r of the ad hoc working groups and, added to that,-
another few words on the non-existent vrorking groups. 

E i r s t , .let me comment on the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme 
of Disarmament. I -understand that, under the able and effective chairmanship of the 
veteran disarmament negotiator, our colleague..and f r i e n d , Ambassador Garcia,Rob!es, 
the Group V i i l l advance consistently tovrards a draft programme to be submitted to 
the General Assembly at the second special session. The Group has indeed a 
p a r t i c u l a r l y onerous task i n t r y i n g to arrange i n a l o g i c a l and acceptable sequence 
most of the disarmament and arms control issues which have so long defied solution 
by the international commimity. V/e s h a l l support every r e a l i s t i c e f f o r t . i n this 
f i e l d , although ve fear tliat no ingenuity i n the ordering and p r i o r i t y - s e t t i n g of • 
the relevant issues can ever replace the p o l i t i c a l w i l l to negotiate m u l t i l a t e r a l l y , 
vrhich i s so singularly lacking on the part of some delegations. V/e should malee 
every e f f o r t to agree i n t h i s Committee on a comprehensive programme of disarmament, 
but may be well advised to leave the finavl say on certain centrai issues to -fche 
1982 special session of the General Assembly on disarmament. 

Secondly, 8- fevr- vrords on the vrork to establish acceptable so-called negative • 
security-assurances, an issue which has talcen on considerably increased importance 
and the accompanying public attention i n many parts of the vrorld. Not least i s 
t h i s a fact i n the Nordic countries, vrhere an intensely ongoing public debate on 
p o s s i b i l i t i e s to establish these co-untries as a nuclear-v/eapon-free zone has 
involved Gpvemments .and-parliaments. I s h a l l retum to this matter tovrards 
the end of t h i s statement. 

As. f a r as the .V/orlcing Group i s concerned, we find i t encouraging that, under 
the able chairmanship of our I t a l i a n colleague, l i i n i s t e r Ciarrapico, i t i s 
concentrating on efforts to evolve a common formula, v/hich could serve as a basis 
for the conclusion of effective arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States 
against the use or tlireat.of use of nuclear weapons. We are convinced that only 
co-ordinated and binding undertalcings by the nuclear-weapon States can constitute 
satisfactory assurances i n the true interest of the non-nuclear-vreapon States, 
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As we have stated, both here i n plenary and i n theJ-forking Group, we do not 
consider a comraon formula as an end i n i t s e l f . To be acceptable, such a formula 
must bring about я considerable improvement as compared with the present situation. 
The existing tindertakings by the f i v e nuclear-weapon States are impaired by 
important deficiencies. There are basic a i s s i m i l a r i t i e s betvreen these undertalcingss 
they are burdened v/ith certain conditions and l i m i t a t i o n s , and they leave room for 
subjective interpretations by the nuclear-v/eapon States» The composite effect of 
a l l these factors i s that there i s considerable ambignaity and uncertainty as to 
the a p p l i c a b i l i t y of the a.ssurances. As has been pointed out by severa.1 
delegations — including my ov/n — • the discussion i n the WorlcLng Group has 
demonstrated that the u n i l a t e r a l declarations are framed primarily to s u i t 
the nuclear-weapon States and their a l l i e s ^ Only i n the second place are the 
security concerns of the hon-nuclear-x/eapon States outside the tv/o m i l i t a r y 
blocs taJcen into consideration, 'ihis i s a p r i o r i t y - s e t t i n g v/hich i s , of course, 
unacceptable. 

In order to j u s t i f y the conditions and l i m i t a t i o n s i n the e x i s t i n g vmilateral 
declarations, reference has been made to the security preoccupations of the 
nuclear-weapon States, Even i f i t can be argued'that certain exceptions may 
be j u s t i f i a b l e i n viev/ of the implications of certain nuclear security arrangements, 
there i s no reason v/hy these exceptions should have a' general application. 

On the other hand, the vast majority of the non-nuclear-weapon States are, 
i n l e g a l l y binding form, committed to 'their nuclear-weapon-free status. They do 
not — either d i r e c t l y or i n d i r e c t l y — 'threaten anybody v/ith nuclear v/eapons and 
they are therefore by d e f i n i t i o n entitled to firm assurances without any exceptions 
that they v / i l l not be subjected to the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. 
Their securitjr preoccupations are at least as v a l i d as those of the nuclear-v/eapon 
States, not to spealc of the fact that they are not charged v/ith the heavy p o l i t i c a l 
and moral biurden of possessing and threatening to use nuclear v/eapons. 

Despite the deficiencies and amüiguitres of the e x i s t i n g assin-ances, the 
Swedish Governmer't has interpreted the intention behind the declarations by the 
f i v e nuclear-v/eapon States to be that Stó̂ tcs outside the alliances and com'mittej 
to a, permanent nuclear-v/eapon-free status are exempted from the use or threat of 
use of nuclear v/eapons. As the Coram.ittee may r e c a l l , Ambassador Lidgard said, i n 
a statement on 16 A p r i l I 9 O I , that vre talce i t f o r granted that a country v/ith a 
non—alliance status and a non-nuclear-vjeapon record i s covered v/ithout any 
exceptions by the unilaterail assixrances of the miclear-v/eapon States. On the 
same occasion, he e-sked the representatives of the nuclear-v/eapon States to confirm 
that ovir understanding of t h e i r respective assvu-ances i s correct. We have not as 
yet received any ansv/er. Tlierefore, I repeat our question and request the 
nuclear-weapon States shortly to give us the confirmation that v/e have asked for , 

I now turn to the proposed convention banning r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons, which i s 
being negotiated i n the third Working Group, chaired by my old friend and 
colleague. Ambassador Komives. This issue i s an obvious example of the limited 
importance v/hich the Superpov/ers seem to attribute to the Committee on Disarmament. 
V/hile they have steadfastly refused for a number of years nov/ to enter into 
m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on a comprehensive test-ban. treaty and are prepared 
to accept only l i m i t e d negotiation a,ctivities i n the chemical v/eapons area -- both 
areas being of the highest concern to most peoples and nations 01 the v/orld —• .they 
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have not hesitated to put before the Committee a draft treaty on the prohibition 
of r a d i o l o g i c a l vreapons, which has,, during o-or, negotiations, been convincingly 
shov/n to be completely lacking дп substance. I t i s my b e l i e f that the Committee 
made a .mistake i n agreeing to take up this item on i t s agenda to the detriment 
of nore urgent questions. 

In order to give some meaningful content to the draft convention on 
ra d i o l o g i c a l weapons, the Sv/edish Government lias proposed the inclusion of a 
prohibition of attacks against nuclear installations.,., releasing the r a d i o a c t i v i t y 
contained i n such i n s t a l l a t i o n s to the detriment of the people l i v i n g i n the area 
and the i r environment. Such attacks v/culd, actually, apart from niiclear explosions, 
V i h i c h are expressly exempted from the draft treaty, seem to be the only credible 
ways of T'/aging r a d i o l o g i c a l .v/ar.fare, \Ie firmly believe tliat such a prohibition 
should be added to the draft and are much encouraged by the support given to- our. 
proposal. Needless to say, the alarming event just about a month ago, v/hich 
showed a horrifying, d i s t r u s t of the non-proliferation efforts of the international 
community, and v/liicli has been so sharply condemned i n t h i s Committee, should 
convince any r a t i o n a l mind that the o r i g i n a l drafters- of the proposed convention 
wovild do v/ell to l i s t e n more car e f u l l y to the arguments that support our proposal. 
As matters now stand, v/e entertain grave doubts about the usefulness of going 
forv/ard v/ith the deficient text o r i g i n a l l y provided to us by the United States 
and the. Soviet Union, as v/c do not tlunlc that i t v/ould add to the already suffering 
c r e d i b i l i t y of the Committee on Disarmament. 

F i n a l l y , i n t h i s part of vxy statement, I should l i k e to mal-:e some comments 
on the eternal issue of banning the development, production and s t o c k p i l i n g of 
chemical v/eapons, which i s under negotiation i n the fourth Ad Hoc v/orking Group 
under Sviedish chairmanship. The deliberations i n the Committee have, i n our viev/, 
confirmed the existence of a p o l i t i c a l consensus on the need for an e f f e c t i v e 
convention to that end. Since l a s t summer the V/orking Group has st r i v e n v/ith 
great i n t e n s i t y and the active and constructive contributions of delegations 
have generated a strong.momentum towards a chemical weapons convention. I t i s 
nov/ essential to maintain' and to strengthen this momentum. 

On this- occasion I should l i k e to touch b r i e f l y upon one aspect of the 
question v/hich i s of p a r t i c u l a r importaiice to the Sv/edish delegation, i . e . our 
proposal concerning "chemr-cal v/arfare capability'.' — the ca p a b i l i t y to use 
chemical v/eapons. This proposal has gained valuable support i n the Committee and, 
although some objections have been voiced, no one i s r e a l l y denying that i t v/ould 
be advantageous to enlarge the scope of a chemical vreapons convention as .we have 
suggested, V/e for our part f u l l y recognise the concerns of those v/ho have voiced 
reservations concerning our proposal, i n p a r t i c u l a r as regards the v e r i f i c a t i o n 
aspects of the matter. On the v/hole, v/e have no quarrel v/ith those v/ho at present 
favour the more r e s t r i c t e d " c l a s s i c a l " approach. In fact, v/e agree v/ith. them that 
a comprehensive and v e r i f i a b l e p r o l i i b i t i o n of production and s t o c k p i l i n g of a l l 
kinds of chemical vreapons would constitu.te a major achievement i n i t s e l f , ' This 
does not, hov/ever, detract from the fact that i t v/ould be an obviou.s advantage 
to enlarge 'bhe scope i n order to close the loopholes v/hich v/ould allov/ the 
maintenance of a "chemical v/arfare c a p a h i l i t y " . Such an enlargement of. the 
scope v/o'uld increase confidence among the parties to a convention, v/hich i s 
burdened v/ith the problem of the effective v e r i f i c a t i o n of stipulations i n a, 
convention r e s t r i c t e d to the " c l a s s i c a l " scope approach. 
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I wish to tal;e t h i s opportunity to draw the attention of the Committee to the 
further c l a r i f i c a t i o n that the Swedish delegation has given i n the V/orking Group 
regarding our proposal on chemical warfare capahility, V/e have pointed out that 
the prohibition of planning, organization and t r a i n i n g for the use of chemJLcal 
weapons need not enter into force immediately. The destruction of stockpiles 
of chemical weapons w i l l , for instance, take a long time, perliaps up to 1 0 years. 
As long as the stockpiles e x i s t , parties to the convention can bo expected to 
claim that they w i l l need a capability to r e t a l i a t e against an attack with 
chemical weapons. Dut once a l l stoclфiles are destroyed, there can be no 
j u s t i f i c a t i o n , for .maintainiiig such a capability. To meet this concern, the 
Svredish delegation has proposed to the V/orking Group that the prohibition of 
certain a c t i v i t i e s l i k e planning, organization and t r a i n i n g shotild becom.e 
effective at a l a t e r stage but not l a t e r than 10 years after the entry into 
force of the convention i t s e l f . 

I would nov; l i k e to say a few vrords about the unfortunately s t i l l non-existent 
ad hoc working groups, p a r t i c u l a r l y that on a comprehensive nuclear-vreapon test ban. 

In .spite of our misgivings i n regard to negotiating the deficient 
United States-USSPt draft convention on the banning of r a d i o l o g i c a l v/eapons, 
v/e did, generously, accommodating ourselves to the wishes of these two Рог/ers, 
enter such negotiations. I have, a few .-minutes ago, given voice to our serious 
disappointment i n facing firm resistance on the part of the o r i g i n a l drafters 
towards sound and v/cll-founded proposals to improve and malce .more meaningful 
the o r i g i n a l draft text. 

I f we had hoped to gain some corresi:)onding concession from the Superpov/ers, 
p a r t i c u l a r l y on the convening of a working ga-oup on a CTBT, v/e v/ere obviously 
mistalcen. The attitude of "give and take" i s indeed not theirs. In glaring 
contrast to ou.r v/illingness to accommodate and compromise, some delegations of 
nuclear-v/eapon States s t i l l refuse to enter into m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on the 
highest p r i o r i t y item on our agenda, disregarding th e i r ovrn votes i n favovir of such 
a step i n the United Hâtions General Assembly, disregarding repeated appea,ls, and 
requests i n t l i i s Committee, shielding them.selves behind the i r vmsuccessful 
t r i l a t e r a l negotiations. V/e simply do not vmderstand the reasons f o r t h e i r 
refusal. Do they d i s l i k e , do they fear, do they d i s t r u s t the m u l t i l a t e r a l 
negotiation procedure that they themselves have endorsed by the i r vote i n the 
General Assembly? Anyhov/, I thinl-: that v/e are not going to forget the lesson 
that this experience has given us. imd v/e s h a l l come back, again .and again, to 
this issvie. For the time being I associate the Swedish delegation f i r m l y and 
f u l l y v/ith the position of the Group of 21 on x/hich I ^iderstand that we s h a l l 
hear more from the spokesman of the Group, the distinguished Ambassador of Bra,zil, 
l a t e r this morning. The vmsviccessfvil t r i l a t e r a l negotiators had better prepare 
themselves for severe and ada,mant c r i t i c i s m of th e i r f a i l u r e at the 
second special session of the General Assembly on disarmament. As regards the 
other non-existent v/orking gxoup, on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and 
nuclear disarmament, I also associate the Sv/edish delegation f i r m l y v/ith the 
position taicen by the Group of 2 1 . 

Before I enter upon the concluding part of my statement today, I have to say a 
few x/ords on an increasingly threatening aspect of our da.ily existence, and our 
efforts to end the increasing m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of this existence. The p o s s i b i l i t y of 
a continued .militarization of outer space, _v/hich opens up h o r r i f y i n g prospects of a. 
disastrously continuing xipx/ard s p i r a l of the arms ra.ce and of v/hich xve have been 
given ample proof recently, v/as one of the issues of my short statement to this 
Committee on 24 A p r i l l a s t . 
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The-keen concern of the Swedish delegation, as of other delegations, has not 
diminished since then. Although the issue of the .military use of outer space i s 
not on the ^current agenda of the Committee on Disarmament, i t seems to us necessary 
for the disarmament commxmity to find ways and .means to place i t f i r m l y on i t s agenda, 
i n the immediate future.. Tlie hope of the Swedish delegation i s to malee t h i s possible 
through.-the General- Assembly's second special session on disarmament, vrhere the issue 
i s bound to appear. 

\--Л111е I deeply regret to say that o f f i c i a l disar,mament negotiations, the success' 
of V i h i c h i s so desperately needed, have continuously shovm a dismal record — and vrfe • 
Imovr vrhere to place the blame for t h i s — another phenomenon i s emerging to vrhich vre', 
as representatives of Governments i n a l l parts of the vrorld, should give-careful 
attention. 

Tlie ongoing and i n t e n s i f i e d arms race has created a popular resistance .movement, 
which obvr.iously i s gaining ground i n vrestern Europe, including the Nordic согшtries, 
i n fact vilierever a -free debate on matters of l i f e and death i s possible. A grov/ing . 
number of people refuse to be dravm into vrliat they conceive to be a Superpovrer 
c o n f l i c t . For them the arms race has turned from being an issue of deterrence, of 
m i l i t a r y balance, of i n f e r i o r i t y or superiority, into being an issue of sinrvival. 

I should l i k e here to quote from a colu'mn i n the i n t e r n a t i o n a l Herald Tribune ' 
some v/eeks ago, -ivritten by the well-laiovm B r i t i s h thinlœr and vrriter V/ayland Young 
and called "On the Hevr Wave of Disarmament". He there r e c a l l s the times of the 
l a t e 1950s and early 1 9 6 0 s , the times of popular protest against nucleai" vreapons. 
In one of the many marches i n England and among the many bearers of o f f i c i a l - l o o k i n g 
banners, there vras a g i r l who held up a small placard saying: "Caroline says Ho". 
His immediate reaction vras: "The general s t a f f s and the cabinets of the vrorld .must 
bear Caroline i n mind". Tlie general s t a f f s and the cabinets have not been that 
sensible: they have forgotten -her. I t .mifght well be that the nevr wave of 
disarmament i s the r e s u l t . I f things are going to be put r i g h t , concludes 
Wayland Young, there i s - a need for harder thovight, vrithin and among Governments, 
than is' probably yet r e a l i z e d , including a nevr look at matters vrliich vrere hotly 
debated 20 years ago, b u t which have since then been forgotten. 

But i t i s n ' t only Caroline; i t ' i s not only-individual human beings at grassroot 
l e v e l ; i t i s not only the concerned general'public vrho refuse to say yes any longer 
and who have, i n f a c t , started to say no. Among the 'many people vrho ask' for á vray 
out of о-щ: present dilemma, the dilemma vrhich the arms race has created'and vrorsened, 
and who are looking for the .means to give i t p o l i t i c a l force, are distinguished 
s c i e n t i s t s and diplomats. The well-lmovni American diplomatic h i s t o r i a n 
George P. Kennan, vrho cannot be said to be unfamiliar vri-th the way i n vrliicli the 
Soviet mind i s vrorking, made a strong case i n a statement a fevr vreeks ago f o r a nevr 
approach to the nuclear arms race dilemma. Against the background of the grotesque 
redmidancy and overld.ll capacity of present nuclear-v/eapon systems — he states that 
anything beyond 20 per cent of e x i s t i n g arsenals i s o v e r k i l l of dimensions defying 
r a t i o n a l v-inderstanding — he v/ould l i k e to see President Pieagan propose to the Soviet 
Government, as a f i r s t step, an immediate and across-the-board reduction by' 
50 per cent of these arsenals by the two Superpov/ers — a f f e c t i n g i n equal measure 
a l l forms of nuclear v/eapons — a l l this to be subject to the national means of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n now at the disposal of the two Powers. 

l-ir. Kennan does not deny the p o s s i b i l i t y of r i s k s involved. But, he'states, 
" i s i t possible to conceive of any dangers greater than those that l i e at the end of 
the c o l l i s i o n course on v/hich we are nov/ embarked?" 

http://overld.ll
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Thanlcs to the free access of the rest of the world to the public debate-in 
the United States, we Icnow that l i r . Kennan's i s not an isolated voice i n that coimtry. 
I t vrould be possible to quote from hundreds of persuasive statements, a r t i c l e s and. 
debates, a l l aiming at the same goal: to enable us to break out. of the present 
vicious c i r c l e . The same i s the case i n western Europe, l/hat about the other side? 
Prom there v/e l i s t e n to the many disarmament proposals by President Brezlmev. I t i s 
an obvious fact that the public p a s s i v i t y , since January 1961» of the present 
•United States ad.ministration i n matters of arms control and disarmament has, i n the 
eyes of a concerned vrorld public opinion, given Soviet proposals a p a r t i c u l a r l y 
sharp r e l i e f . The meeting of these proposals with indifference has not, again i n 
the eyes of this concerned public opinion, diminished the sharpness of t h e i r r e l i e f . 

But v/hy not test t h e i r seriousness? After a l l , as another columnist i n the 
International Herald Tribune stated a month ago, "no people are more acutely av/are 
of the pains v/ar brings than those v/ho l i v e i n the European parts of the 
Soviet Union", 

The fact i s that there i s a new v/ave of disarmament i n Europe, ga?ov/ing stronger 
every v/eek. I t i s i n my viev/ a serious psychological and p o l i t i c a l mstalce to 
dismiss this movement, as several prominent statesmen and m i l i t a r y leaders have done, 
as a nev/ v/ave of "neutralism", however u n r e a l i s t i c and i r r a t i o n a l t h e i r arguments 
and slogans may sometimes be. This v/ay of reacting i s , of course, a sign of the 
concern at these developments f e l t by these commenta-tors, but i t i s also an 
indication that they have not understood v/ell enough v/hat the .movement i s a l l about. 
One example: a top NATO m i l i t a r y leader declared i n an interviev/ a few víeeks ago 
that "v/e again see anti-nuclear demonstrations, v/hich v/e had hoped were a thing of 
the past". And he added that^"the peoples of those nations must ... be prepared to 
make sa c r i f i c e s for t h e i r security". 

In fact, what the peoples of those nations, and many others as w e l l , are 
preparing i s a c a l l to the i r leaders to remember the f i r s t paragraph of the 
Pinal Document of the f i r s t special session on/disarmament, adopted by the v/orld 
community three years ago, from v/liich the following sentences should be quoted. 

"States have for a long time sought to maintain the i r security through the 
possession of arms." 

"Yet the accumulation of v/eapons ... today constitutes much, .more a threat than 
a protection for the future of .mankind." 

"Tlie time has therefore come , i *• to seek secvurity i n disarmament ,.," 

The new v/ave of disarmament means that the peoples have taken for granted v/hat 
the leaders of the v/orld agreed on three years ago, Tliis grov/ing v/ave — i s i t an 
indication that the time has come for the idea of disarmament? Let us hope so. In 
any case i t i s a memento to be taicen very seriously by a l l of us, but p a r t i c u l a r l y 
by s ome of us. 

The СЫАШ'-ЬШ: I thanlc l l r s . Inga Thorsson for her statement and f o r the kind 
words she has addressed to the Chair. Before I give the f l o o r to the next speaker, 
I would lilce to r e c t i f y a lapse on rny part by sincerely thanlcing Ambassador Qnlcelinx 
for the Very kind sentiments he expressed to the Chair, both past and present. 
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. Mr. КОЖУЕЗ (líimgary): Mr. Chairman, at the outset l e t me congratulate you on 
your assumption of the important o f f i c e of Chairman for the month of July, In 
expressing to you' my best vfishes I offer you the f u l l e s t co-operation of the 
Hmgarian delegation. I also take t h i s opportunity to v;elcome our nevi colleague. 
Ambassador Rodriguez Navarro, the distinguished representative of Venezuela, and vdsh 
him the best i n our common and responsible a c t i v i t y . My vrords of vrelcome go also to 
I-'h:s. Thorsson, the distinguished Under-Secretary of State for Disarmament of Svieden, . 
and to S i r Antony Acland, the distinguished Deputy Under-Secretary for Poreign A f f a i r s 
of the United Kingdom. 

Although the Comimittee starts today the consideration of item 5? e n t i t l e d : 
Nevi types of vreapons cf mass destruction and nev; systems of such v/eapons; r a d i o l o g i c a l 
weapons, l e t me be permitted to deal f i r s t i n a b r i e f manner v/ith some questions 
related to items 1 and 2 of our agenda. 

Many delegations have underlined the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of our Committee, as the 
single m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating forum for disarmament, i n connection with the present 
alarming si t u a t i o n v/hich i s characterized by the grov/ing danger of the outbrealc of a 
nuclear v/ar. The reasons for thjis s i t u a t i o n are v/ell khovm: the decision of NATO to 
seek m i l i t a r y superiority, the so-called doctrine of l i m i t e d nuclear v/ar, the decision 
to deploy medium-range nuclear missiles i n v/estern Europe and, l e t me add, the 
constant danger of a nuclear holocaust v/hich could be caused by a technical f a i l u r e 
or by human error. 

Last v/eek v/e a l l heard a mroving statement by the head of the Soviet delegation 
on the t e r r i f y i n g consequences of a nuclear v/ar, including i t s ' so-called l i m i t e d 
version. As to the pretext advanced by the United States and i t s a l l i e s to j u s t i f y 
t h e i r drive for m i l i t a r y superiority, i t has been time and again, proved, both here 
i n the Committee and elsev/here, as completely f a l s e . In the International Herald 
Tribune of 4 - 5 July, Mr. Stephen Cohen, Professor of l o l l t i c s at Princeton 
University, and a member of the American Committee on East-Viest Accord, joined his 
voice to that of many others c r i t i c i z i n g the present p o l i c y course of the United States 
Administration and pinpointing the r e a l cause of tensions i n the v/orld today and the 
factual motives of V/ashington i n i t s rush f o r another headstart i n the arms race. 
"The c r i s i s " , v/rites S. Cohen, "existed v/ell before 1 9 7 9 , and the United States 
contributed s i g n i f i c a n t l y to i t by v i o l a t i o n s of e a r l i e r détente promises to Moscov/ — 
f o r example, promises of most-favovired-nation status i n trade and. credits, of 
r a t i f i c a t i o n of SALT-II, and of an evenlianded p o l i c y tov/ard China .." "That 
underlying cause", continues the author, " i n t u i t i v e l y understood but almost never 
stated — i s .the issue of p o l i t i c a l , not m i l i t a r y , p a r i t y , or v/hat may be ca l l e d 
the p a r i t y p r i n c i p l e . " And he goes on to say: "Enthralled by 64 years of a n t i -
Sovietism and by a long history of being the only superpov/er, many U.S. leaders 
and substantial segments of public opinion persist i n seeing the Soviet Union mainly 
as 'godless', ' t e r r o r i s t i c ' and an ' e v i l force' v/ithout any legitimate p o l i t i c a l 
status or-entitlement i n the v/orld... But i t i s t h i s unv/illingness to concede 
p o l i t i c a l p a r i t y that repeatedly causes U.S. diplomacy to succvimb to m i l i t a r i s t i c 
p o l i c i e s , as acceptance of the necessity of m i l i t a r y p a r i t y succumbs to the chimera 
of superiority, and episodes of détente succumb to cold v/ar." 

This i s v/here the American shoe pinches. 

Under the present dangerous circumstances the most important task i s to prevent 
the outbrealc of a nuclear v/ar, to curb the arms race i n general and the nuclear arms 
race i n p a r t i c u l a r . These l o f t y aims c a l l f o r negotiations. In the nuclear age, i n 
the shadov/ of a nuclear holocaust v/hich could lead to the eliminatio.n of mankind and 
human c i v i l i z a t i o n , there i s no other method of solving the problems, hov/ever acute 
and complex they are. 
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In t h i s connection the Hungarian people. Government and parliament attach special 
importance to the appeal of the Supreme Soviet of the Soviet Union to the parliaments 
and peoples of the world. During the meeting of the Hungarian National Assembly on 
25 June the speaker of t h i s high body stated the follov/ing: "The Hungarian National 
Assembly declares i t s agreement v/ith and support to the Soviet peace'initiatives. I t 
i s convinced that by common efforts of the peoples and by effective actions of a l l 
peaceloving and reasonable forces i t , i s possible to avert the dangers threatening the 
peace and security of manlcind. As i t has done so f a r , the Hungarian People's Republic 
w i l l talce part i n the future in.these i n i t i a t i v e s and i s ready to contribute to t h e i r 
r e a l i z a t i o n " . 

The threefold maxims aimed at the prevention of a nuclear v/ar and curbing the 
nuclear arms race could be characterized the follov/ing v/ay: no more development of 
nuclear v/eapons; no more nuclear v/eapons tests, and no more deployment of nuclear 
v/eapons. My delegation shares the vievr..expressed by many delegations that tho 
Gommittee on Disarmament should start substantive negotiations on these v i t a l issues 
i f the Committee, or more precisely each member of the Coranrittee, r e a l l y adheres to 
the consensus reached during the f i r s t special session of the United Nations 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament, as contained i n the key paragraph 50 of 
i t s F i n a l Docxment. 

In connection vrith the general and complete prohibition of nuclear-v/eapon t e s t s , 
I see-no need to go into the d e t a i l s of hov/ important t h i s aclrLeveme.nt v/ould be f o r 
curbing the nuclear arms race, for strengthe.ning the ШЛ régime and for the 
improvement of the international p o l i t i c a l climate. The Hungarian delegation supports 
the establisliment of an ad hoc v/orking group vrith the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l nuclear-
vieapon States aimed at the elaboration and adoption of a CTDT also with the 
participation of a l l nuclear-v/eapon States. 

The comprehensive test-ban negotiations would be greatly and very favourably 
influenced by a one-year moratorium by a l l nuclear-v/eapon States. The Hungarian 
delegation, l i k e many others, considers as very im.porto.nt the resumption of the 
t r i l a t e r a l negotiations, vrhich vrere interrupited by the Western side i n November 1980. 

In connection with a СТБ, my delegation attaches great importance to the v/ork 
of the Ad Hoc Group of seismic experts i n the v/ork of v/hich" a Hungarian expert has 
act i v e l y participated. The results of the experts' work hê ve already provided 
considerable ground for the establislmient of an international seismic data exchange 
system v/ithin the framevrork of a treaty on a general and complete prohibition of 
nuclear-vreapon tests. 

Turning to agenda item 2, "Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear 
disarmament", the Hungarian delegation sha„res the view expressed by many delegations 
that negotiations on these issues are the best v.ray to curb the nuclear arnis race and 
to eliminate the danger of a nuclear vra<,r. I t was with t h i s l o f t y aim i n mind that 
the delegations of a group of s o c i a l i s t countries already i n 1979 submitted the 
well-knov/n-docment CD/4 v/hich contains proposals aimed at f a c i l i t a t i n g the e a r l i e s t 
^possible s t a r t i n g of negotiations on nuclear disarmament. T'o be quite franlc, the 
Committee has lost more than tv/o years: because of the opposition of some v/estern 
countries, the Committee has not been able to start substantive negotiations on t h i s 
v i t a l l y important issue. 
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How we are confronting the sa,me refusal of some western countries i n connection 
vrith the estahlishment of an ad. hoc vrorking group on item 2 on our ag;enda. The 
Hungarian delegation supports the, estahlishment of a,n ad hoc vrorking group on nuclear 
disarmament, hut', at the same time, i s ready to consider any other constructive ideas 
for m u l t i l a t e r a l "negotiations on t h i s item. In t h i s connection, m.y delegation looks 
for\:rard.vrith great interest to the proposals vrhich v r i l l he submitted today by 
Ambassador Herder, the distinguished representative of the German Democratic Republic 
and expresses the hope that these proposals may f a c i l i t a t e the ftirther vrork of our 
Committee on t h i s v i t a l l y im-portant issue. The p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l nuclear-vreapon 
States i n the process aimed at the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear 
disarmament continues to be a prerequisite of meaningful negotia-tions. 

In the f i e l d of the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament, 
special r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s are borne by the USSR and the United States. The Hungarian 
Government vrelcomed the signature of the SALT-II agreement, the r a t i f i c a t i o n of vrhich 
has been postponed i n d e f i n i t e l y by the United States. 

Hungary favours the resuxaption of the SALT negotiations, the sooner the better, 
and attaches great importance to the entry into force of the SALT-II agreement. 

As i s vrell knovrn, the Soviet Union called f o r an early res-umption of the SALT 
negotiations and for the continuation or the start of other tal k s on nuclear 
disarmament questions with the United States. But i t looks as i f some highly piaced. 
Administration o f f i c i a l s are s t i l l not i n a negotiating mood. Apart from the long 
delays vrhich have been caused by them regarding such t a l k s , they have adopted 
and steadfastly pursue, linlcage t a c t i c s . ' This dangerous approach actually b o i l s dovm 
to a capricious conditionî either the Soviet Union behaves lilce Washington vrants 
i t to or there v r i l l be no t a l k s . Such t a c t i c s , vrhich have been the subject of 
extensive and most unfavourable commentaries i n the vrorld press, are r i g h t l y causing 
great concern i n the international cdmmiHiity, p a r t i c u l a r l y novr that the global 
si t u a t i o n has been- deteriorating. I t i s precisely because of growing tensions that 
talk s on nuclear arms l i m i t a t i o n s should be resi-maed as soon as possible and not 
delayed imder a r t i f i c i a l p r e t e x t s . The s o c i a l i s t States, including the Soviet Union 
as vrell as non-aligned-co-untries, as i s clear from the statement by t h e i r Foreign 
I'linisters i n Nevr DelM e a r l i e r t h i s year, f i r m l y believe that increased tensions 
i n the vrorld today demand more urgently -fchan ever before a resvimption of a- constiructive 
dialogue betvreen the USSR and the United States on matters i n question. 

My delegation has already expressed i t s support f o r the establishment of tvro 
working groups on items 1 and 2 of our agenda. In connection vrith-the possible 
mandates of these working groups, useful ideas have been put forvrard by the Group 
of s o c i a l i s t co-untries and by the Group of 21, These proposals require serious 
consideration and appropriate decision. 

The Hungarian delegation attaches great importance to the prevention of the 
geographical spread of nuclear vreapons. I t vras the Hungarian delegation vrhich, on . 
behalf of l 6 delegations, submitted a draft resolution on t h i s issue to the 
United Nations General Assembly at i t s l a s t session. The draft resolution vras adopted 
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Ъу ал overv/helming majority. Resolution ЗЬ/^З^ С c a l l s for our Committee to 
proceed v/ithout delay to talks v/ith a..viev/ to elaborating an international agreement ' 
on the non-stationing of nuclear v/eapons on the t e r r i t o r y of States v/here there are no 
such v/eapons at present. Unfortunately the Gommittee has not yet responded to t h i s 
resolution i n an appropriate manner, despite the grov/ing importance and urgency of the 
matter. 

I v/ould now l i k e to turn to item 5 of the Committee's agenda, "Hev/ types of 
v/eapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons." 

As members of the Committee w i l l r e c a l l , i t v/as the delegation of the Soviet Union 
•vrhich Дп 1975 submitted a proposal and a draft international agreement to the 
United Hâtions General Assembly aimed at e f f e c t i v e l y prohibiting nevr types of v/eapons 
of mass destruction. The importance and urgency of t h i s q\iestion i s c l e a r l y reflected 
i n paragraph 77.of the P i n a l Document of the General Assembly's f i r s t special session 
on disarmament v/hich states; "In order to help prevent a qualitative arms race and so 
that s c i e n t i f i c and technological achievements may ultimately be used solely f o r • 
peaceful purposes, effective measures should be taken to avoid the danger and prevent 
the emergence of nev/ types of v/eapons of mass destruction based on new s c i e n t i f i c 
principles and achievements. E f f o r t s should be appropriately pursued aiming at the 
prohibition of such nev/ types and new systems of v/eapons of mass destruction." 

The Hungarian delegation continues to be convinced that the best organizational 
\10.у to deal v/ith these questions v/ould be.the establishment of an ad hoc group of 
qu a l i f i e d governmental experts, as proposed by the delegation of the Soviet Union 
early i n 1978, and a, comprehensive approach v/ould be the best method for preventing 
the emergence of nev/ vreapoiis of mass destruction, i n the form of a comprehensive 
agreement supplemented by individual agreements on p a r t i c u l a r types of nevr weapons 
of mass destruction. 

At i t s l a s t session the United Nations General Assemblj»- adopted resolution 35/l49> 
vrhich requests our Committee, "... i n the l i g h t of i t s e x i s t i n g p r i o r i t i e s , to 
continue negotiations, vrith the assistance of q u a l i f i e d governmental experts, with a 
vievr to preparing a draft comprehensive agreement on the prohibition of the development 
and manufacture of ne\r tjrpes of vreapons of mass destruction and new systems'of "such 
weapons, and to draft possible agreements on p a r t i c u l a r types of such wea-pons." 

Unfortunately the CD has been prevented from dealing i n an appropriate manner 
vrith these questions because of the reluctance of some countries. These delegations 
consider the problem of new vreapons of mass destruction either as non-existent or as not 
urgent, despite the press reports on the development of nevr v/eapons of mass destruction. 
In t h i s connection I vrould l i k e to mention only the question of neutron v/eapons. The 
r e v i v a l of the plans aimed at the production and deployment of neutron v/eapons i n 
v/estern Europe gives special importance and urgency to t h i s question. The draft treaty/ 
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in connection v/ith the prohibition of neutron weapons submitted by the Soviet Union 
and other socialist countries already i n 197Q under these circumstances must 
have more importance and actuality. 

• Led by the desire to promote the in-depth consideration 6f issues related to 
the question of the prohibition of nev/ types of weapons of mass destruction, and 
taking into account the differing approaches to the organizational aspects as well 
as to the basic approach to the substance of the question, the^Hungarian'delegation 
proposed, i n document CD/174, the holding: of informal meetings of the С ommittee on the 
prohibition of new weapons of mass destruction, v/ith the participation of expeirts. 

The Committee on Disarmament at i t s 1 5 5 r d meeting, on 50 June, adopted a decision 
vfhich says: "The Committee decides to hold informal meetings, under item 5, Î ew types 
of v/eapons of mass destruction and nev/ systems of such weapons ... The number of 
these informal meetings and their dates v/ill be announced by the Chairman after 
consultations v/ith members". Since then, the Cliairman of the Committee has 
announced that the tv/o informal meetings on this subject v/ill be held on 27 and 
31 July, 

On behalf of the Hungarian delegation I v/ould lilce to express our thanks to . 
delegations for supporting this modest Hungarian i n i t i a t i v e and also to express 
the hope that many delegations v/ill be assisted by experts when the Committee 
deals v/ith this important question i n the framev/ork of informal consultations. These 
informal meetings offer a special opportunity for every delegation to address i t s e l f 
i n connection v/ith questions related to the prohibition of new weapons of mass 
destruction. • " 

The Hungarian delegation i s convinced that the Committee's informal meetings 
on this matter w i l l be a step for\i/ard i n the discharge of the responsibilities 
assigned to i t i n connection with the, prohibition of the development and manufacture 
of new types of weapons of mass destruction and nev/ systems of such v/eappns. 

.The CHÁIBMAH; I thank the distinguished representative of Hungary for his 
statement and for the kind v/ords- he addressed to the Chair. 
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Mr. HERDER (German Democratic Republic); îir. Chairman, our plenary meetings 
this week are devoted to a highly topical, question — t'he.-prohibition of the 
development and production of new .types of weapons of mass destruction and new •• 
systems of such weapons. Since 1975 when the USSR advanced t h i s proposal, i t has 
been supported by my country. In doing so we have recognized the importance of 
such a step for halting the arms race. I t would, especially, curb the 
qualitative arms race which not only i s l i k e l y to destabilize the international 
m i l i t a r y balance but also threatens to undermine negotiations on arms l i m i t a t i o n 
and disarmament. 

It stands to reason that the' prohibition of e x i s t i n g weapons of mass 
destruction, i n particular nuclear weapons, should be given highest p r i o r i t y i n 
negotiations on arms l i m i t a t i o n end disarmament. This direction of our efforts 
should be e f f e c t i v e l y complemented by a preventive prohibition of weapons ef mass 
destruction which may be developed i n the future, either on the basis of s c i e n t i f i c 
and technological principles that are known today but have not yet been applied 
in d i v i d u a l l y or j o i n t l y to develop weapons of mass destruction, or on the basis of 
s c i e n t i f i c and technological principles that may be discovered i n the future, and 
which w i l l have properties similar to or more powerful than those of existing mass 
destruction weapons. 

This what I would c a l l double or p a r a l l e l approach was reflected i n the F i n a l 
Document of the f i r s t special session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament and i n the agenda of the Committee on Disarmament. Why i s i t then, 
we may ask, that a comprehensive preventive agreement i n t h i s f i e l d has up to now 
not been achieved? Everybody here around t h i s table knows the answer. I t i s 
too obvious that those who are not yet ready to prohibit and eliminate existing 
weapons of mass destruction are also not prepared to bar future developments i n 
m i l i t a r y research and development from the exploitation of x/hich they expect to 
obtain u n i l a t e r a l m i l i t a r y advantages. 

Instead of playing an active and constructive part i n elaborating appropriate 
instrглnents to close the road to the development of new v/eapons of mass 
destruction, some delegations here have chosen the opposite course. It has been 
argued that the subject of the Soviet proposal was unclear, and that a prohibition 
on t h i s subject would hamper the freedom of science and could not be adequately 
v e r i f i e d . • 

As to the scope of the prohibition, since 1976 a v/hole range of interesting 
ideas and proposals have been advanced i n the course of the deliberations held i n 
t h i s Committee. This concerns a general d e f i n i t i o n of new weapons of mass 
destruction, on the one hand, and concrete examples of such weapons, on the other. 
At the same time i t i s obvious that one cannot expect to have already today a 
100 per cent foolproof d e f i n i t i o n and an exhaustive l i s t of weapons v/hich should 
be the subject of preventive action. Demanding t h i s would mean postponing such 
a step endlessly and l e t t i n g the q u a l i t a t i v e arms race go on. Nobody today i s 
i n a position to foresee concrete future developments which may lead to the 
creation of new v/eapons. Very often even great s c i e n t i s t s have misinterpreted 
the pace and directions of the use of science and technology for m i l i t a r y purposes. 
The opinion of Ernest Rutherford concerning nuclear energy was already mentioned 
here some days ago. Let me quote some other examples. Thus, Dr. Vannevar Bush, 
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one of America's most .vfell-knovm s c i e n t i s t s during the Second V/orld War, maintained 
that the ICBM v/as a, technical i m p o s s i b i l i t y . Dxrring the 1950s some sc i e n t i s t s 
believed that manned' spaceflight sho'uld be abandoned because "the human system 
could not survive i t s ' r i g o u r s " . 

Thus the experience of mankind f u l l y speaks i n favour of a, comprehensive 
agreement. Already today such dangerous weapon concepts as p a r t i c l e beam v/eapons, 
infrasonic v/eapons, electromagnetic radiation weapons, ethnic weapons, etc., are 
entering the stage of f e a s i b i l i t y . I do not intend to elaborate on 'them. This 
should be done by appropriate experts. Let me only b r i e f l y touch upon the 
so-called p a r t i c l e beam weapons. P a r t i c l e beams are streams of highly energetic 
atomic•or subatomic sized p a r t i c l e s l i k e electrons, protons, hydrogen atoms or 
ions, which can burn, melt or fracture the target and generate secondary 
radiation. According to some American sources such weapons could be ready f o r 
m i l i t a r y use i n the' early to mid 1 9 9 0 s . They are expected to revolutionize 
vi/arfare.' It is- no secret that corresponding long-range m i l i t a r y programmes are 
under \iay i n the United States of America. Generally i t i s emphasized that 
particles beam weapons should be used for defensive purposes against such targets 
as s a t e l l i t e s and-missiles. Very often i t i s forgotten that they could have a 
mass destruction capability against b i o l o g i c a l targets as w e l l . Such a weapon 
could be space-based and operate l i k e a large-scale neutron bomb. In t h i s context 
a United States p f f i c i a l was quoted as saying, "This v/ould destroy a population 
without breaking a single brick." 

I t has sometimes been argued that an international agreement on the 
prohibition of new weapons of'mass destruction vjould hamper the freedom of s c i e n t i f i c -
research. V/e do not share t h i s perception. It i s not the aim of the proposal to 
block the peaceful uses of new s c i e n t i f i c findings. It i s t h e i r m i l i t a r y use 
that should be prohibited; i . e . States parties to an agreement on t h i s subject 
would establish and implement appropriate rules to f o r e s t a l l certain m i l i t a r y 
misuses of s c i e n t i f i c findings. I thinlc nobody today complains that the 
Convention r e l a t i n g to b i o l o g i c a l v/eapons hampers the peaceful uses of b i o l o g i c a l 
findings. 

In past debates the question of v e r i f i c a t i o n has also been brought up. It 
i s surely too early to dwell upon v e r i f i c a t i o n at t h i s stage. Detailed 
v e r i f i c a t i o n arrangements could be agreed upon after the scope of the prohibition 
i s established. But there w i l l be a broad, range of p o s s i b i l i t i e s f o r coping 
v/ith t h i s question. A v e r i f i c a t i o n system could use such means as in t e r n a l 
constitutional procedxires, analysis of. s c i e n t i f i c l i t e r a t u r e , national technical 
means of v e r i f i c a t i o n , international exchange of information and other 
international procedures. It is' widely recognized that an adequate combination 
of these means would make the detection of new v/eapon developments very l i k e l y , 
especially when they enter the test stage or the stage of production. 
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After a l l , the question of a p r a c t i c a l approach to the prohibition of new 
weapons of mass destruction should be given an answer. Here we see great merit 
i n setting up an ad hoc group of experts. • Such a group could consider possible 
areas of development of new weapons of mass destruction and elaborate a general 
d e f i n i t i o n of such weapons to be included i n an international instrument. Thus, 
an adequate s c i e n t i f i c approach to t h i s highly complex problem v/ould be assured. 
Its study by appropriate s c i e n t i f i c experts would allov; the CD to concentrate on 
i t s main task, i . e . the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear 
disarmament. 

Having said t h i s , I would l i k e to express the disappointment of my delegation 
that some delegations from the Western group are not yet prepared to j o i n a 
consensus on the establishment of such an expert group v/hich, for the time being, 
would only have the modest aim of exploring the areas mentioned. This i s 
especially regrettable because only one or two years ago even some V/estern 
delegations favoured an expert examination of the question of new weapons of mass 
destruction. V/e do not know what has changed thei r position so f a s t . But how 
else than by.-means of constructive negotiations can the question of new weapons of 
mass destruction be explored and solved? 

As for the format of a possible international instrument i n th i s f i e l d , we 
prefer a comprehensive agreement prohibiting once and for a l l the development and 
production of nev/ weapons and systems of mass destruction. Such an agreement 
could contain a l i s t of individual types of new mass destruction weapons, v/hich 
could subsequently be amended follov/ing s c i e n t i f i c development. At the same 
time Vie are prepared to conclude special agreements on individual types of new 
weapons of mass destruction, as i s the case with r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. Thus, 
there could be a general framework treaty and more detailed agreements concluded , 
subsequently. As a useful precedent v/e regard the Convention on Prohibitions or 
Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional Weapons- atid i t s protocols. 

Let me once again appeal especially to those delegations coming from highly 
i n d u s t r i a l i z e d countries to send t h e i r experts to the forthcoming informal 
meetings and to play a constructive role i n solving the problems connected v/ith 
the prohibition of new v/eapons of mass destruction. At the same time we should 
not lose sight of the fact that t h i s question should also be addressed in. an 
appropriate manner within the framework of the comprehensive programme of 
disarmament since i t i s an indispensable part of a coinjtrehensive approach to 
arms l i m i t a t i o n and disarmament. 

The German Democratic Republic regards an international agreement on the 
prohibition of radiological weapons as a useful means to stop the development of 
one new weapon of mass destruction. Furthermore, such an agreement would be a 
valuable contribution to the forthcoming .second special session of the 
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General Assembly devoted to disarmament. Therefore the M_Hoc Working'Groups-
should expedite i t s work i n order to f i n i s h the draft treaty and thereby-allow 
the .Committee to concentrate on i t s main items. During the f i r s t part:-Of .-tîi-is 
session the Ad Hoc Working Group made some headvray under the eff i c i e n t ' leadership' 
of i t s chairman. Ambassador Komives of Hungary. We highly appreciate the--''' 
consolidated text submitted by him i n A p r i l . In our opinion i t constitutes-
the basis for elaborating.the f i n a l draft treaty. 

With regard to items 1 and 2 of the Committee's agenda I would l i k e tosay-
the following. ¥sy delegation has follovred very attentively the consideration 
by the Committee of these main items during the spring session and the f i r s t 
part of the simmer session. In the same way, -I am sure, as many other 
delegations here, we саще to the conclusion that, the Committee must not allow 
i t s e l f to be paralysed i n i t s proceeding to the crucial'questions of i t s 
mandate. It should exhaust ..aJl i t s p o s s i b i l i t i e s to make at least some-headway 
before the second special session. 

With regard to a comprehensive test-ban, there are two main problems 
involved. F i r s t l y , v/e favour the e a r l i e s t possible resumption of the t r i l a t e r a l 
talks with the aim of completing the task the three negotiators set before 
themselves four years ago. Secondly, we v/ould l i k e to see a more active 
involvement of the CD i n the solution of problems connected with a complete 
and general prohibition of nuclear-vreapon tests. 

The views of the .German Democratic Republic as well as of other s o c i a l i s t . 
countries on t h i s issue have been repeatedly stated. - As we imderstand i t , ' 
the Group of 2 1 maintains the same approach.- I would l i k e to dravi your 
attention to document CFÛ///P.36 which i n . p a r t i c u l a r says; "The Committee on 
Disarmament should undertake without further delay m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations 
on a Nuclear Test Ban Treaty. Such a treaty should aim at the general and 
complete cessation of the testing of nuclear v/eapons by a l l States i n a l l 
environments for a l l time to come". The t r i p a r t i t e negotiators have determined 
t h e i r attitudes to t h i s proposal. Out of them, only the Soviet union has 
expressed i t s readiness to participate .in the consideration of the issue 
concerning a treaty on the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon 
tests by a l l States i n a l l environments for a l l time•to.come. We would l i k e 
to put a question to the two nuclear-weapon States outside the t r i l a t e r a l 
negotiations. As we understand, i t , they seem to be ready to j o i n a consensus-
on the establishment of an ad hoc working group. It i s not clear to us, 
however, i f they are ready to take part i n elaborating a treaty on the complete 
and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests and to assume appropriate 
obligations. We ask for a response to our questions. Their reply w i l l 
largely determine the destiny of further efforts made-by the Committee as 
regards the issue of the prohibition of nuclear-weapon-tests. ¥sy delegation 
sees especially two advantages i n a m u l t i l a t e r a l approach to a CTB i n the 
framework of an ad hoc working group. F i r s t l y , a l l nuclear-weapon States could 
explain t h e i r concrete approach to such a step which they subscribed to at the 
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f i r s t special session on disarmament. And what i s more, they could contribute 
i n a p r a c t i c a l way to i t s achievement. .Secondly, through the involvement of 
non-nuclear-weapon States a t r u l y m u l t i l a t e r a l CTBT could be considered. The 
proposals tabled by the Group of 21 i n document CD/181 we regard as a useful 
basis f o r the elaboration of a mandate for an ad hoc working group on a CTB. 

At our last informal meeting on Tuesday, 2 July, I proposed to submit today 
a proposal of the delegation of the German Dem.ocratic Republic on further actions 
concerning item 2 of the Committee's' agendáV In l i n e with t h i s I vrould ask you, 
Mr. Chairman, to distribute as a formal CD docijment the paper ray delegation has 
just tabled. In this working- paper we have t r i e d to give an assessment of the 
consideration of item 2 during the f i r s t part of our 1981 session. ¥e deem the 
informal meetings held i n March and A p r i l to have played a useful r o l e . But no 
pr a c t i c a l conclusion leading to the commencement of actual negotiations v/as 
reached. Just at t h i s point the CD should proceed with further actions the aim 
of v/hich should be the preparation of substantive negotiations. Therefore my 
delegation proposes that you, Mr. Chairman, i n i t i a t e consultations, i n particular 
with the delegations of the f i v e nuclear-weapon States, i n d i v i d u a l l y or together, 
to c l a r i f y t h e i r approach to the p r a c t i c a l preparation of substantive negotiations. 
In particular those nuclear-weapon States v/hich have u n t i l nov/ opposed the 
creation of an ad hoc working group could come out with t h e i r alternatives. It 
i s our hope that the informal character of such consultations would be very much 
conducive to building up further momentum concerning the commencement of 
negotiations on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. 
After these consultations you, Wr. Chairman, could report your conclusions to 
the Committee to allow a formal decision on i t s further proceeding. If you 
come to the conclusion that there i s s u f f i c i e n t common groimd to go ahead, v/e 
could f i n d the appropriate forum i n which to solve questions connected v/ith 
the start of concrete negotiations. Such questions have been raised by 
delegations i n different documents. 

In the view of my delegation the following substantive and organizational 
questions•should, i n t e r a l i a , be addressed i n a structural manner and within the 
framework of the preparation of negotiations on item 2s 

Vihat could be the concrete approach to the implementation of the- stages 
of nuclear disarmament envisaged i n paragraph 50 of the F i n a l Document of 
the f i r s t special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament? 

What p a r a l l e l steps are necessary to strengthen the international 
p o l i t i c a l and legal guarantees of States? 

What could be the role of the Gommittee on Disarmament? • 

What should be the relationship to other negotiations dealing v^ith questions 
of the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament? 

As to the form of such deliberations — ad hoc working group, contact group, 
structured informal meetings, etc. — my delegation i s very f l e x i b l e . 

I f , on the other hand, you, lie. Chairman, come to the conclusion that there 
i s no p o s s i b i l i t y of proceeding i n t h i s way we should confess our i n a b i l i t y to 
cope with our main item and state t h i s as well as the reasons for i t i n our report 
to the General Assembly at i t s second special session on disarmament. 
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Iir. DE SOïïZA E SILVA ( B r a z i l ) : Ilr. Chaiman, i n my capacity as co-ordinator 
of the Group of 21 I have the honour to read out a statement, hut before dorng so 
I shoiild l i k e to offer a word of praise to the Secretariat and p a r t i c u l a r l y to 
i t s documentation service f o r Ihe expediency with which this doc-ument (CD/192) 
was processed. 

STATE:¡LUT OP TiE GhOuT OF 21 

(item 1 ; Nuclear test can) 

"The Group of 21 deeply regrets that i t s proposal on the estahlishment 
of an ad hoc working grovip of the ComiEiittee on Disarraajnent on i t e n 1 of, 'the 
agenda, f i r s t formulated s p e c i f i c a l l y i n docunent CD/72, dated 4 I-Iarch 1980, 
and reiterated most recently i n document CD / I S I , dated 24 A p r i l 1981, has not 
yet been the subject of a decision, despite the urgency of the issue and the 
consistent interest and eff o r t of the Group. 

"The Crouip of 21 firmly believes that the general aspects of the question 
of the Nuclear Test Ban, as well as technical issu,es related thereto, have 
• been exhaustively and thoroughly discussed and studied. The resu3.ts of ouch 
discussions and studies, together with the many General Assembly resolutions 
dealing with the matter, clearly indicate that the commencement of m u l t i l a t e r a l 
negotiations i n the Committee on Disarmament on this priori-ty i t e n are long 
overdue. The Connittee on Disa-mament, the sole m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating 
body on questions of disarmament, i s the appropriate forum f o r such 
negotiations. 

"Accordingly, the Group of 21 requests that the proposal contained i n 
document CD/181, which includes the establishment of an ad hoc working group 
on item 1 of the a-genda and the fomulation of i t s mandate, be taken up by 
the Committee at i t s next o f f i c i a l neeting f o r a decision. 

" I f , contrary to what could re;-3onably be e:cpected, i t were not possible 
to reach a positive decision, the Group believec that i t . wp-uld be necessary 
to exarnine what further steps shoiiLd be taken by the Committee to ensure that 
i t s Rules of Procedi-i.rc are not uecd i n such a x;ay as to prevent the Committee 
from taking procedural decisions enabling i t to conduct negotiations on the 
items included on i t s annual a.genda.. 

"Tlie Group of 21 expects further that the parties to the t r i l a t e r a l 
negotiations should give caref-ul consideration and provide, j o i n t l y or 
i n d i v i d u a l l y , an adequate response to the questions cubnit-ted i n 
document CD/181 which raise some issues of deep concern and legitimate 
interest to the world comnunity." 
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Ilr. ADENIJI (Nigeria): lîr. Chairman, i t i s a matter of s a t i s f a c t i o n to see 
you presiding over the work of the Comjnittee i n this month of July when a 
substantial part of our work f o r the 19O] session w i l l be C o n e , Y o x x r well-known 
competence and diplom.atic s k i l l , coupled \;ith the u n t i r i n g efforts of your 
delegation and your countiy i n the cause of peace a,nd disarmament, w i l l no doubt 
assist the Committee and advance i t s work, lij delegation pledges i t s f u l l e s t 
co-operation \jith you i n the discharge of your onerous task. Your distinguished 
predecessor, Ambassador Komives of I h m g a r y , deserves our gratitude and appreciation 
fo r the veiy a,ble manner i n which he steered the work of the Committee to a 
successful take-off i n the month of June. l-Iay I also welcome to the Committee the 
distinguished Ambassadors, Ambassador Carasales of Argentina, Ambassador J a l a l i of 
Iran, Ambassador Jayakod.dy of S r i Lanka and Ambassador Rodriguez Navarro of 
Venezuela. 

Before I speak on the subject of new types of weapons of mass destruction 
and new systems of such weapons and i n p a r t i c u l a r radiological weapons allow me 
to address a few words to tho two most central and p r i o r i t y questions before this 
Committee, namely, a nuclear test ban, a.nd the cessation of the nuclear arms race 
and nuclear disarmament. The intensity of the consiâ.eration of these two items 
underscores the importance of these questions not only as indicated i n the relevant 
resolutions of the General Assembly, but also ac a direct response to the legitimate 
concerns of the international commxmity over the increasing nuclear arms race 
and the daily threat of a пис1ег.г war. No one i n this Comjnittee can deny the 
importance and the urgency atta.ched to these questions, and the need to i n i t i a t e 
substantive m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations as indicated i n the F i n a l Document of the 
f i r s t special session of the General Assembly on disarmament. 

Nuclear weapons pose the greatest danger to mankind, and to international peace 
and security. However, despite the concern of the international community against the 
i r r a t i o n a l i t y of the race f o r the development and deployment of sophisticated 
nuclear weapons, despite the statements made i n this Committee, the arms race 
continues unabated, % countiy, a non-aJigned and developing country, firmly believes 
that the arms race, particule,rly i n i t s niiclear aspects, runs counter to efforts to 
achieve further relaxation of international tension, to establish international 
relations based on peaceful coexistence, and to develop broad international 
co-operation and understanding on the basis of the new international economic order. 

I t i s a matter of regret and d i s s a t i s f a c t i o n therefore that the Committee 
on Disarmament, the single m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating body, has not been able to 
i n i t i a t e substantive negotiations on these two very important items. The reasons, 
of course, are well-known. Two of the f i v e nuclear-weapon States s i t t i n g i n this 
Committee have not been able to j o i n the consensus which almost exists within the 
Committee for the establisliment of the relevant working groups. I t i s very 
f r u s t r a t i n g that those nuclear-weapon States should continue to hold back the work 
of the Committee owing to what I believe are th e i r narrow security perceptions. 
This development i s certainly not a good omen for negotiations within the Committee, 
yet i t i s expected that the Committee on Disarmament should make a positive 
contribution to the achievement of general and complete disarmament through the 
early conclusion of agreements on the urgent disarmament nieasures l i s t e d i n 
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paragraph 50 of the P i n a l Document, as well ao t h e conclusion of a treatjr on th.e.:_ 
cessation of nciilear-weapon testing hy a l l States. Tne responsihilib/ of the CD 
f o r making progross on the accomplishment of these tasks becomes more pressing 
as -we enter the Second Disaitiament Decade and ajpproach the second special session 
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament scheduled for 198 2. 

liy delegation i-emadns convinced chat working groups provide the m.ost effective . 
mechanism f o r negotiations i n this Committee. -This i s why we would l i k e to r e c a l l 
and f u l l y endorse the proposals of the Group of 21 contained i n documents CD/ISO , 
and 181, and support the c a l l that t h i s Committee should examine those proposals 
i n d e t a i l and ta,ke concrete decisions on them. ¥e have f o r som.e time held 
informal meetings on these two subjects. I f further informal meetings are to be 
productive, then the discussions shovild be arranged to address s p e c i f i c issues 
r e l a t i n g to the general subjects under agenda items 1 and 2. In view of the time 
factor and the fundamental importance of item 1, i n p 0 . r t i c u l a r 5 i t i s my b e l i e f that 
some p r i o r i t y consideration should be given to that item. Ambassador de Sovxza e S i l v a 
t h i s morning read a statement on the.t item on behalf of the Group of 21; needless 
to say, ъуу delegation f u l l y associa,tes i t s e l f with tha.t statement. The three 
nuclear-weapon States which vjere engaged i n separate negotiations — we no longer 
presume tha.t those negotiations are i n progress — should respond, either c o l l e c t i v e l y 
OX" i n d i v i d u a l l y , to the pertinent questions that were raised i n document CD/I8I 
so that we may know why the cadi f o r an ea-rly conclusion of t h e i r negotiations 
and the submission of the treaty t o the CD has not been heeded up to date. I t i s 
pertinent a.lso i n t h i s connection t o r e c a l l the proposal made by the distingudshed 
representative of Pakistan that a structured discussion on the issues o f scope, 
v e r i f i c a t i o n and the f i n a l clauses o f a nuclear test ban treaty should be undertaken. 
This i s a constructive proposal and we hope that i t w i l l be considei-ed with a l l 
the seriousness i t deserves by the Committee. 

As regards the cessation of the nuclear ams race and nuclear disamament, 
my delegation continues t o f i n d umaccepta.ble the delay i n the гтогк caused by the. 
reasoning that nuclea^r weapons act as a deterrent t o war and that we should 
therefore learn to l i v e with a Gontinu.ous increase i n these weapons. The reverse, 
vje believe, i s the case, as the a.CGumula'i;ion of such weapons, and indeed the 
competitiveness o f the ams build - u p j i s by i t s e l f a source o f insecurity to the 
major militai^'- 'Povera and t o t h e world at large. The doctrines o f d.etei"rence, 
s tra.tegic bal3,nce and parity a.re a l l based on the narrow security interests o f the 
nuclear-weapon States which f a i l to take into consid.eration the v i t a l security 
interests of a l l States. I t i s a fact that the more nuclear-weapon Powers there 
are, the greater i s the probability o f a nuclear war t h e consequences o f which w i l l 
affect belligerents and non-belligerents a l i k e . And by the same token the greater 
the quality and quantity o f nucleai,r weajjons, the greater the r i s k of nuclear war, 
either by deliberate calculation or by accident. 

Here again my delegation f u l l y endorses the proposals wliic]i have b o o n ma..de b y 
the Group of 21 regarddng the mandate of the proposed working group on i t e n 2 of 
our agenda. The elaboration and i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of substantive issues i n paragraph 50 
of the Pinal Document would provide an appropriate basis f o r multilateral.negotiations. 
The basic factors which have been accepted by a l l as prerequisites f o r effective 
nuclear disamament negotiation include the undiminished security of a l l States at 
progressively lower levels of e x i s t i n g arsenals of t h e nuclear-weapon States; 
adequate measures of v e r i f i c a t i o n ; negotiations i n stages¡, and t h e special 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y devolving on t h e two nuclear-weapon States with t h e largest arsenals. 
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These basic factors have been accepted and re f l e c t e d i n the consensus document that 
emanated from the f i r s t special session on disarmament and therefore sboizld not 
raise any d i f f i c - u l t y . №.ile we agree \гхх]л the multila^teral negotiation of nuclear 
disarmament measures i n str^r^-es, emphasis '.jould no doubt have to be placed on the 
cessation of the qualitative•and quantitative improvement i n the arsenals of the 
nuclear-weapon States. Othervjise, s c i e n t i f i c and technological adva,nces could 
render disarmament negotiations i n e f f e c t i v e , i f not irr e l e v a n t , a s vie have seen i n the 
past. 

In an address to the inaugiiral meeting of the t h i r d United Nations Pellovjship 
Programme on Disarmament, I observed that certain Governments perpetuate the myth 
that the more heavily armed a countiy i s the greater i s i t s security. I use the 
•word myth because the -p-^'poriitinninmy view ignores the competitiveness which 
increa,sed armaments i n the possession of one super-Power provoke i n the other 
super-Power.' I t ignores the competitiveness which increased armaments i n the 
possession of one a l l i a n c e provoke i n the other a l l i a n c e . I t ignores the competitivenes£ 
which increased armaments i n the possession of one regional Power oi" even one country 
i n a region provokes i n another regional Power or i n another counti^r within the same 
region. Such competition gathers i t s ovm momentum; i t becomes, as we now see, a way 
of l i f e , and yet we know that this competition, whatever else i t may do, certainly 
does not assu-re the security of any of the States concerned although the qiiestion of 
security i s the ostensible reason which i s used to j u s t i f y t h i s mad race. 

Ац̂ '-опе who l i s t e n e d to the fsvcts about the effects of a nuclear war so eloquentljr 
given by Ambassador Issraelyan of the USSR at the 154th plenarj^ meeting, on 
Thursday, 2 July 1931j would not only i n s i s t that the Committee get down to concrete 
negotiations on nuclear disarmament but would also, i n the words of another veiy 
distinguished international c i v i l servent, the Commonwealth Secretary-General, 
Mr. Ramphal, wonder at "the false r a t i o n a l i t y which has overtaken reason", i n which 
"theories of i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z e d deterrence, of strategic and t a c t i c a l nuclear weapons, 
of global war and theatre war, a l l underpinned by the doctrine of mutual assured 
destiniction — vc-.-y appropriately termed Ч'Ш)' — are axxed and promoted with cool 
detachment to enlarge the o v e r k i l l capacity which already e x i s t s " . 

Indeed, i f the present trend i n research and development continues, i t mas' 
become impossible to control and verify any agreement which may subsequently be 
reached. 

The present si t u a t i o n i n the Committee on Disarraament, which i s nothing short 
of a stalemate, h3.s to be broken very soon as i t i s affecting the morale even of 
those of us who s i t i n the Committee, not to talk of the great disappointment of 
those who come- to observe our work. How long can we continue to invoke the complexity 
of disarmament issues when even the- marginal observer of our woi-k knows that we 
just do not seem to be trj^ing. 

Allow me now to offer soaie ^brief comm.ents on the item on our agenda for this 
week. In the statement I made to the plenar;^ on 14 A p r i l 1981» I intUcated that the 
early conclusion of a radiological weapons convention woi£Ld give further impetus to' 
other disarmament negotiations; and woiild be a positive contribution by the CD 
to an appropriate atmosphere for the second special session of the General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament. I also indicated my delegation's preference f o r a broad 
and comprehensive text that wotild contain e x p l i c i t provisions on nuclear disarmament 
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and the peaceful uses of radioactive matericils f o r the econociic and social 
developnent of a l l countries but p a r t i c u l a r l y the developing countries, lij 
delegation-is happy to noté that the Ad Чос Working Group, under the leadership 
of Amhassador'Koiuives, continuos to tiry .o reconcile views and proposals made by 
various delegations on the substantive issues of scope and d e f i n i t i o n . 

Mention should bo nado of ti^e S-.;edis;i. proposal that the scope of a future 
convention should include the prohibition of ra d i o l o g i c a l warfare and the protection 
of nuclear f a c i l i t i e s from attacks., The proposal seems to my delegation the more 
relevarit i n the l i g h t of the recent unprecedented I s r a e l i attack on the Ir a q i nuclear 
f a c i l i t y . This act of 8i.ggression has received world-wide condemnation, including 
that of ray own Government. The j o i n t statem.ent of the Group of 21 contained 
i n document GD/I87 also f u l l y conveys the views of ray delegation. I shoiold also 
indicate that I f u l l y .agree with the concluding part of the statement made on 
2 July I 9 8 I by x\mbas s ador Herder of the German Democratic Republic, as follows: 

"... this act of State-directed terrorism should make those countries 
which closely collaborate with I s r a e l i n the nuclear f i e l d review t h e i r 
policy i n that respect and take a.ppropriate sanctions against the aggressor, 
Thei-eby, legitimate non-proliferation concerns can be met. Othervjise, we 
fear, such an aggressive régime as the 3,partheid clique i n Pretoria w i l l be 
encouraged tomorrow to attack nuclear f a c i l i t i e s i n African countries under 
the pretext of 'securing i t s survival'," 

Let me quickly add that i n urging the Comittee on Disarmament to conclude work 
on the radiological weapons convention, I do not wish to be misunderstood as overrating 
the importance of such г. convention. I t should be disposed- of, hov/ever, partly — and 
this i s quite significant — p a r t l y to make available the time ПСУ/ usad by the A__djloc 
Working Group on Radiologic?^ Weapons f o r what we believe to oe more important 
subjects. I believe that i f the Comm,ittee on Disarm.ament i s to contribute as much 
as i t i s p o t e n t i a l l y capable of doing to the second special session on disarmament, 
then i t w i l l have to conclude agreements not only of a' preventive nature, on 
non-existent weapons, but also of a positive disarm.ajiient nature on e:a.sting ггёаропз. 
Given the p o l i t i c a l w i l l of member i'tatec, especially those that have so f a r held 
back, I believe tha,t the Conmiittee on Disarmament may yet be able to avoid the 
inevitable c r i t i c i s m of i t s performance at the second special session on 
disariBabient. 

The С11А1Ж№; I thank the distinguished representative of Nigeria f o r bis 
statement and f o r the kind words he addressed to the Chair, Before I give the 
f l o o r to the next spea-kei-, I would l i k e to consult delegations on the .question of 
time f o r including a l l the f i v e remaining speakei-s on oui" l i s t f o r t h i s morning. 
In view of the fact that this afternoon the Ad Hoc V/orking Group on a 
Comprehensive Programme of Discirmanent has alrea,dy been scheduled, I would l i k e to-
13ut before the Committee the following alternatives: we could either continue 
tomorrow afternoon at a plenai^r meeting and schedule the informal m.eeting f o r the 
remaining tine, or we could suggest that the remaining speakers, at the end of t h i s 
morning's session defer th e i r otatem.ents u n t i l next Tuesday, when the regular 
plenary meeting i s scheduled. 
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Mr. ISSRiOHLYM (UirLon of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) (translated from Russian); 
I understand your well-founded concern, Mr. Chairman, as f i v e spealcers have yet to take 
the f l o o r . I should l i k e to propose the following — that the representative of Mongolia, 
and, i f thei-e i s s t i l l time, the follovring speaker, the representative of Czechoslovalcia, 
should be allowed to malce t h e i r statements.. The Soviet delegation, for i t s part, i n 
accordance vdth the policy of unilaterad steps and rautuaJ. example' vrhich the Soviet 'union, 
as you knovr, follovrs i n disarmaiTient-questions also, requests that i t s name should be 
moved to the l i s t of spealcers for Tuesday morning, and i t c a l l s on other delegations i n 
a simila/r position to follow our example. 

№?. FEIN (Netherlands); Mr. Chairman, i n l i n e vrith the Netherlands' policy of 
reciprocating any u n i l a t e r a l step, vre v r i l l agree vrith the proposal of the distinguished 
representative of the Soviet Urlon. 

The СШИШШ'!; I f there i s time for the representatives of Mongolia and 
Czechoslovalcia to malce their statements, there vrould s t i l l be one other delegation 
which i s on the l i s t of spealcers for today. May I talce i t that the distinguished 
representative of Romania, has no objection to the procedure agreed to by his tvro 
colleagues, namely, to spealc on Tu.esd,ay? Thanlc you very much. Ambassador Malita. I t 
i s therefore decided. 

Mr.' ERDEI'-ffilLEG (Mongolia) (translated from Russian): Mr. Chairman, we are glad 
to welcome you, the distinguished representative of India — a, covmtx-y vrith vrhtch tho 
Mongolian People's Republic i s linlced by bonds of long-standing friendship and close 
co-operation — as tho Chaiman of the Committee on Disamanent for the month of July. 
Tlie Mongolian delegation expresses the hope that under your guidance the \ютк. of the 
Gommittee on Disa.mament v r i l l move forvrard. tovrards the achievement of the desired 
results. 

I should l i k e to note vrith p a r t i c u l a r 3atis.faxtion the important contribution made 
towards the Comraittee's a c t i v i t i e s by y.our predecessor, tho esteemed Anbassaclor of 
Hungary, Comrade I. Komives. His energetic and a.ctive efforts were largely responsible 
for the successful solution of a nomber of organizational problems i n the month of Jime. 

Allovr ne to extend a sincere vrelcome to our nevr colleagues i n the Committee, the 
representatives of Sri Lsnica, Iran, iirgentina and Venezuela., end to wish them every 
success i n the i r im.portant mission. 

The Mongolian delegation, l i k e nany others, attaches paramount importance to the 
sta,rting of real negotiations i n the Committee on Disamament on the question of 
ending the productio.n of a l l types of nuclear- weapons and gradually reducing t h e i r 
stockpiles u n t i l they ha-ve been completely destroyed. Tliat does not mean that vre 
underestimate the importance of negotiations on questions r e l a t i n g to new types of 
vreapons of na.ss destruction and new systems of such weapons, and especially 
radiological v/oapons, on the discussion of vrhich the Co^nmittoe has embarked this week. 

In this statement I should therefore l i k e to concentrate once more on the question 
of nuclear dlsainam-ent. 
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Cornnittee aembcrs exe well aware that a group of s o c i a l i s t countries took the 
initia-aÍA':e-.of ..proposing that negotiations . should be sta.rted on ending the production 
of nuclear-weapons and destroying then. Tlat proposal vras presented formally i n 
document CD/4 of 1 February 1979> vrhich contains concrete suggesticns by the sponsors 
regarding the subject of negotiation's, the stages and t i n i n g of negotiations and 
prcpai-ations for then. 'l-Jith respect to timing, the sponsors proposed that, the 
preparatory consultations should be started at once, vrith a view to beginning the 
negotial'ions on the substance of the probion that very усах — i n 1979' 

In the sane proposal, the s o c i a l i s t countries onco more reaffirned and emphasized 
•their steadfast viev; that agreaaent on this important problem can bo reached o-nly 
provided there i s s t r i c t observance of tho p-rinciple of -the i n v i o l a M l i t y of, the. : 
pa?u-ties' security. Tne sponsors of the proposal also- stressed that -the elaboration 
and implementation of measures i n tho f i e l d of nuclear clsamaJ'-iont should be buttressed 
by the p a r a l l e l strengthening of p o l i t i c a l and international l e g a l g-aarantees of the 
security of States. They especially emphasized thalc app:ccpri-ate negotiations should 
be cond-ucted vrith the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l nucloa,r-weapon States vrithout exception, 
as vrell as. of a cortal"n n-unber of non-nucloa,r weapon States, and that the Comittee 
on ELsarmament therefore' offered a suitable for-uija for preparing and cond^ucting 
negotia-tions on nuclear dlsa.rmanent. 

V/e a.re r e g r e t f u l l y obliged to note that 'the Connittee on Disa,rmament i s novr 
engaged i n i t s t h i r d session since the vrell-knovm proposal by -the group of s o c i a l i s t 
countries vras placed before i t , but s t i l l no _prog'ross has been made on t h i s natter. 

To bo f a i r , i t should, also be noted thai during -this period, f i r s t at the informal 
cons-ultations and la/tor a,t both i n f o m a l arid f o m a l m^eetings of the Committee, there 
has boen a useful exchange of vievrs i n the course of which -the sponsors of d.ocument CD/4 
ha.ve ¿aven detailed explaiations of t h e i r position of p r i n c i p l e on the matter and have 
repl i e d to questions of interest to individual nenbers of the Comittee. 

Moro recently, the Group of 21 has subnittod proposals for the establishment of 
ad hoc vrorking groups for the consideration of items i arid 2 of the agenda — proposals 
vrhich have been s'upported by the dclcgations of s o c i a l i s t cotmtries. As you know, 
these proposals have not vri-th objections on the paj--t of certain nuclea.r~v.reapon States. 

As you knovr, too, the delcgallons of s o c i a l i s t countries Ьал̂ е also mad.e a number 
of other concrete proposals, i n d u c i n g a proposal for the esta-blishi-jient of а» 
working group to consider the important and urgent problen of the non-sta-tionlng of 
nucleax vreapons on the t e r r i t o r y of Stales vrhero thoro â rc none at present, and a 
proposal for the establisliment of a r^oup of exports to consider tho question of the 
prohibiticrn of new types and systcrus of weapons of mass destruction. Tlicso are only 
tvro of the various suggestions and proposals put forv/ard by the group of s o c i a l i s t 
countries i n the Connittee on Disamanent. 

However, for roa.sons v/e a l l know, negotiations on the substance of the question 
of ending the production of nuclear v/eapons and destroying thon have not yet boigian i n 
t h i s forun. V/c ha.ve never denied tho positive dcvolopmunts i n the a c t i v i t i e s of the 
Gonnittoo on Disam.ament. On the contrary, wo have alv/ays noted and v/e again emphasize 
the im]?o-rtance of maintaining i ; i the future the businoss-likc trend that has appeared 
i n -the Committee's v/ork. 
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Unfortunately, the construotive s p i r i t showi i n the Coivmittee has come up against 
opposition fron certain delegations which have attempted to poison the husiness-like 
atnosphere of the negotiations and to in t r c l u c e into the Connittee's work questions 
which hear no re l a t i o n to i t s a c t i v i t i e s , as happened, for exaiaple, during the spring 
part of i t s 1980 session. In saying t h i s we do not wish i n any Wci.y to dramatise the 
occurrence of undesirable situations of t h i s kind i n the Committee. Now as before, 
we are for a business-like and constructive approa^ch to the substance of the problems 
before us and for the nanifesta,tion of p o l i t i c a l w i l l a n d deternination i n seeking 
ways of achieving genuine resudts i n the d i f f i c u l t t3.sk of solving urgent problens 
i n the sphere of the l i m i t a t i o n of the anus га.се a n d disamajnent. 

In t h i s connection, I should l i k e to draw attention to docunent CD/182 contadning 
a statenent of a group of s o c i a l i s t countries, including Mongolia, on the results cf 
the f i r s t part of the I98I session of t h e Committee on Disaa-manent. I do not thinl-c 
that i t i s necessarsr-- for me to dwell i n d e t a i l on the contents of thad doGur.ient. I t 
states cl e a r l y and unequivocally i t s sponsors' positions on a l l the main items on the 
Coî-maittee's agenda, as well as on other urgent problem.s. 

I should l i k e to supplement the ahove by saying that Mongolia's supreme 
l e g i s l a t i v e body, the Great People's lümral, ad.dressed a message sone days ago to the 
parliaments and peoples of a l l countries of Asia a n d the P a c i f i c Ocean. The message 
contains an appeal for miited efforts i n the struggle to avort the threa.t of war, 
to establish a durable peace and to develop nutually advanta-geous co-operation among 
States. I t r e a f f i m s Mongolia's f i m support for tho proposal to convert the region 
of .south-east Asia and the Indian Ocean into a zone of peace and co-operadion and for 
the proposal f o r the establishjaent of a nuclear-weapon-free sone i n the P a c i f i c and 
the elaboration of confidence-building measures i n the Far East. 

The message emphasizes that Mongolia, for i t s part, has proposed the conclusion of 
a convention on mutual non-aggression a n d the non-use of force i n relations among States 
of Asia, a n d the P a c i f i c Ocean a n d the convening f o r that purpose of a conference of 
the countries of tl';se regions, t o which ad", permanent nonbero of the Security Council 
could be i n v i t e d . 

As you knovi , this proposal by Mongolia was formulated i n the forei^T- policy 
programme eironcicited i n 'the decisions of t h e eighteenth congress of the Mongolian 
People's Revolutionary Pa,rty which was held recen'tly. 

Reaffirning the Mongolian People's devo'tion to the l o f t y ideals of peace, detente 
and dj-sarnat'ient, o u r Party Congress procladmed i n i t s decisions 'Chad the Mongolian 
People's Republic, i n close co-operadion w i t h the Soviet Union and other s o c i a l i s t 
countri e s, would: 

"Actively and consistently pursue the policy of consolidading détente an¿L 
improving the intema^tional s i t u a t i o n ; 

Promote i n every way 'the inplenenta,tion of the poa.ce i n i t i a d i v e s ad^vanced by 
the XXVI Congress of t h e Comn-onist Party of the Soviet Union as a follow-up 
to the Peace Prograimae; 
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Support tho efforts of peace-lovinj Btatoo to curb the гхпо race'and adopt 
effective nes^sures i n the f i e l d of n i l i t a r y detente and ¿isarmainent; 

Contribute u i t h i n the fratiev/ork of the United Nations and other international 
organizations to efforts aii-ied o,t fincUng constructive solutions to tho 
pressing prcblsns of today; 

Contribute i n evci-̂ '" way to sti-engthening peace and security i n Asia through 
.joint efforts of Asian States; 

Work for a further expansion of the p o l i t i c a d dialogue and equaJ. co-operation 
i n va.rious f i e l d s vrith the countries of Asia.." 

(Document CD/I89) 

In giving a. detailed description of the foreign pol i c y l i n e adopted by the 
MonQ'oiian People's Republic I an prompted by the fact that many of the proposaJ.s and 
i n i t i a t i v e s i n the f i e l d of cUsa-maiiient putf jrvrard by the Soviet Union and other 
s o c i a l i s t countries have s. cUrect cornection v/ith the vrork of the Connittee on Disamanent. 

In h i s report to the eigbteenth congress of the Mongolian People's Revolutionary 
Party, the General Secretary' of the Central Conj-iittee of the ÎÎPRP, President of the 
Presidium of the Great People's Khural of the Mongolian People's Republic, 
Comrade Yu Tsedenbal said: " i n inportant part i n the implementation of the foreign 
policy of the Mongolian People's Republic i s pla.yed by our a c t i v i t i e s i n the 
United Nations, tho Coniiiittee on Disa/mament and other international organisations. 
In those organizations, our coiontrcy, together v/ith the Soviet Union and. other States 
of the s o c i a l i s t conmunity, i s actively working for a positive solution to the key 
problems of our time, including problens connected v/ith the deepening of détonte, 
the strengthening of universal peace and. security, the h a l t i n g of the arms га.се and 
tho ad.option of effective mea^sures i n the sphere of disamam.ent". 

As an Asian State, the Mongolian People's Republic, together v/ith other peace-loving 
countries, i s deeply concerned at the serious aggrava,tion of the situ a t i o n i n the vast 
Asian continent, the gtcovrth of centres of tension and. c o n f l i c t as a r e s u l t of the 
stopping-up of att-gmpts by im p e r i a l i s t and hegemonist forças to revive m i l i t a r i s m and 
knock together a new milita.ry and p o l i t i c a l a l l i a n c e , arid to expand "strategic 
partnership" through deliveries of United Sta.tes offensive vreapons. 

During the period since the Second. World War there hâ ve been more wars and. 
co n f l i c t s i n Asia, than i n any other regicn of tho world. 

The tragedies cf Hiroshima and Nagasaki are s t i l l fresh i n the memories of the 
peoples of t]iat great continent. The horrors of the Korean v/ar, v.-hen bacteriological 
means of destruction v.rore used, have not been forgotten. The wovmds are not yet f u l l y 
healed that v/ere i n f l i c t e d upon heroic V i c t Nara by repeated ioxei-ryi aggression, i n the 
course of which extensive use v/as made of cheiTiical weapons, napalm and other pernicious 
means of destroying the peace.ful population and the environriient. 

The c r i s i s i n the Near East i s being exacerbated every day. i n attempt has been 
made to test the r e l i a b i l i t y of "rapid deployjaent forces" i n the area of the Persian Gulf, 
v.dth results tha.t arc knov.n to a l l . 
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In that connection I should l i k e to mention the recent sava,ge bom^bing r a i d carried 
out by the Isre.eli a i r force against a nuclear research centre i n Iraq, which has been 
vndely condemned i n many countries through-ut tho world, including Mongolia. Tliis 
act of.international- terrorism and tyranny, elevated by Israel to the status of State 
policy, has been resolutely condemned i n the Committee on DLsarmaraent and other forvims 
as a flagrant v i o l a t i o n of the norms of intcrnationad la.w. 

As for the p o l i c i e s and actions of those who i n j e c t tensions into the international 
ateiosphere and nurture m i l i t a r y ideas of va.rious kinds concerning the p o s s i b i l i t y of 
waging "limited nuclear warfa.re", they represent a direct chadlenge to the v i t a l 
interests of the peoples of Asia and .the v.hole world. 

Tens of hund.reds of m i l l i o n s of реотЛе today, and not i n the countries of Asia 
adone, are i n acute need of better food andi. housing and of a solution to the pressing 
problaas of development. 

That i s why i t i s essential to f i n d a speedy solution to the most burning problem 
of our time, that of nuclear disarmament. 

In tho Mongolian People's Republic, whose x/orking people are at present solemnly 
ccmmaiorating the glorious s i x t i e t h an.niversary of tho establishment of people's power, 
exceptional importance i s attached to the cause of the relaxation of international 
tensions, the achievement of p r a c t i c a l measures towards the h a l t i n g of the arms race 
and disarmament, and the preservation of peace and security i n Asia and throughout the 
world. 

I t i s precisely for t h i s reason tha.t the Mongolian Parliament unanimously 
supported the recent appeal of the Supremo Soviet of tho USSR to the Parliaments and 
peoples of the world, saying that the appeal represents a pa^ssionate c a l l for energetic 
and immediate action to curb the nuclear weapons race and to solve outstanding 
international problems by the only sensible method, that of negotiations. 

In conclusion, I shouldL l i k e to maleo some obseri'-e.tions on the question of the 
general and complete prohibition of nuclea.r-\/capon tests. 

Tlie Mongolian People's Republic has from the f i r s t advocated the comprehensive 
•solution of this urgent problem, and i s s t i l l d.oing so, convinced that only such-an 
approach can help to l i r a i t the p o s s i b i l i t y of Vao further q u a l i t a t i v e refinement of 
nuclear weapons. 

I t was, after adl, the f a i l u r e to dead -vdth t h i s problem comprehensively that 
made possible tho emergence of a new generation of weapons of ma.ss destruction, nam.ely, 
nuclear vreapons. A serious d^anger l i e s i n the existence of forces vrhich, talcing 
advantage of the a.bsence of a comprehensive solution of t h i s problam, a.re seeking to 
achieve the further improvement of this vreapon of mass destruction i n order to secure 
a u n i l a t e r a l superiority. 

Hence the urgent need for the e a r l i e s t possible elaboration and implementation, 
vrith the'i^a^rticipation of аЛ.1 nuclear-vreapon Povrers vrithout exception, of an 
international agreement prohibiting a l l nuclear-vreapon tests.. Such an agreement vrould 
make i t possible to taJco p r a c t i c a l •mca.sures to prevent the further improvement of 
these vreapons of mass destruction. 



CD/PV.136 
33 

(гЬг. ErderabileA'i Mongolia) 

The Mongolian delegation i s of the view that a situation must not he allowed to 
recur i n which one or two nuclea,r-v7eapon Powers or a number of so-called near-nuclear 
States w i l l agadn stand a.sido from an intcvinational a.grcement on the generad, and 
complete prohibition of nuclear-vreapon tests. That i s why, togcthex* with other 
delegations of s o c i a l i s t countries, we firmly advocate tha.t a l l nuclea.r-wea.pon States • 
mthout exception should become pa'-tics to any fumirc agreement. Tliis means that a 
compx-eliensive prohibition of nuclea.i"-weapon tests i s possible only with the 
p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a.ll States possessing nuclear weapons. 

At the Committee's meeting this morning, imba,ssa.dor G. Herder, the distinguLshed 
representative of tho German Democratic Republic, has submitted a working document 
conta.ining a business-like proposal for brealcing the deadlock i n tho consideration of 
the question of tho cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarnaBisnt, 

The Mongolian delegation, whose position i s very close to that of the Group of 21 
cuid which supports the ideas advanced i n documents CD/180 and CD/181, considers tha.t 
i n the present situation of a lack of consensus on the question of the establishment 
of an ad hoc working group, the Coriir-ittee should use a l l available p o s s i b i l i t i e s i n 
order to ensure the preparation of negotia.tions on nuclear disarmament. 

The Mongolian delegation, together with other sociadist co"untries, f u l l y supports 
the proposal of the delega.tio-n of the GexTaan Democratic Republic tha.t the Chairman 
should hold consultations involving tho representatives of the f i v e nuclear-weapon 
States to determine tho future forms and methods of the staort of negotiations and to 
vrork out what s p e c i f i c questions s h a l l form tho subject of discussion a.t such negotiations. 

We should nov/ l i k e to hear something from tho other participants i n the future 
negotiations, and i n p a r t i c u l a r the representa.tives of the other four nuclear-weapon 
States, including tho tv/o nuclear-weapon Sta.te3 not p a r t i c i i J a t i n g i n tho t r i p a r t i t e 
negotiations. Wo v/onder whether t h i s time they v / i l l show any v/illingness. l i I t again 
proves impossible to achieve a consensus, the majority of the Committee v / i l l once more 
be perfectly a\/are 3f tho essential reasono which are preventing t h i s m u l t i l a t e r a l 
negotiating body from em.barking on a. concreto examination of the most urgent priox-ity 
issue of h a l t i n g the nuclear v/eapons race and nuoloar d_isa,rDiament. 

The CHi'JRICJi; I thanlc the distinguished reprosentative of Mongolia for h i s 
sta.teaent and for the kind words he a.dd.i-cssed to tho Chati:. I am gla.d to announce 
that, i n view of the lateness of t h e hour, the distinguished representative of 
Czechoslovakia ha.s also kindly a.greed to defer his statement to next Tuesday's 
plonajry meeting. We deeply appreciate h i s gesture. 

Шу I now knovr i f any other delegations would l i k e to talce the floor-? I f there 
arc none, I vrould l i k e to dra.v/ the Comuittee's attention to the informal paper 
circulated by the secretaiúat containing a timetable f o r m.eeting3 to be held by the : 
Corûmittee on Disa.xmament and i t s subsidiary bodies during the v/eek of 13 to 17 July. 1981. 
Distinguished delegates v / i l l r e c a l l that, a.t our infonnal meeting on 3 July, 
I suggested a timeta.blo f o r informal meetings during the month of July, v/hich v/as 
3.ccopted by the Committee. In a.ccordance v/ith that rccommencla.tion, informa.l meetings 
to be held on. 13- and. 17 July w i l l bo devoted to the consideration of questions 
r e l a t i n g to the organiza.tion of vrork vrhich aro mentioned i n the sta.tement of tho 
Chatrman at the 129th plenary meeting, a.t the timo of .the adoption of the Programme of 
Work for the second part cf the session. I f there i s no objection, I v / i l l consider 
that tho Committee a.ccopts this timeta.blo on the understanding that i t i s i n d i c a t i v e 
and that vre can make adjustments as v.ro proceed. 
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№. Í\KRIM (Paicistan) s № . Chairraan, I have, of course, no objection to the 
prograrane of vrork v/hich you have outlined for the meetings of the Committee and the 
v/orking groups for next vroek. Hov/ever, I do have a question v/hich I v/ould l i k e 
to pose a.t t h i s point. This concerns, f i r s t l y , the manner i n which you propose to 
proceed v/ith regard to the further constdero,tion o f items 1 and 2. I believe that 
the Group of 21 ha.s just ma,de a, proposal with regard t o the formal consideration of 
document CD/181 and wo have also received a proposal from the German Democratic Republic 
regarding item 2. I think we would a l l be happy to know how you v/ould l i k e to proceed 
on that matter. Secondly, 1 would be grateful t o be infomed of your intentions 
regarding tho further consideration of the proposal made by ny delegation regarding 
the I s r a e l i atta.clc on the Iraqi nuclear f a c i l i t i e s . 

№ . ISSRiiZLY/kH (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) (translated fron Russian); 
№ . Chaiman, the Soviet delegation, the dolegation of the Hethorlands, the delegation 
of Ronania, and the delegation of Czechoslovakia have obligingly renounced delivering 
the i r addresses. We proceeded on the assmption that you v/ere closing the neeting, 
and therefore i f you intend to continue the discussion I request the f l o o r i n order 
to read out my statement; i t i s true that i t i s 15 pa.ges long, but I shaJl be obliged 
to do t h i s . I request that you inr-iediatoly close the meeting, and that a l l 
organizational matters, including those raised by tho representative of Paicistan, 
should be discussed tomorrov/ at tho infomad meeting. I a.slc you to decide t o 
close the meeting inraediately o r t o give tho f l o o r to the next speaker for our v/ork 
to continue. 

The CHiiIRI>IAN; I thanlc the distinguished reprosentativc of the USSR and v/ould l i k e 
to assure him that the intention i s not to continue our deliberati.ons but to decide 
upon some of the proceduraJ. aspects which I haiVC raised. I vrould l i k e also to t e l l 
the distin{ruishcd representative o f Paicistan t h a t t h e x^oints he has ratsed axe f u l l y 
engaging the attention of the Chair and t h a t decisions on t h i s v / i l l be announced 
shortly. 

I f there are no further conr.ionts, I v/ould now l i k e to talce i t that the programme 
of work, as I have outlined i t , i s accepted. I have seven speakers for our next 
plenary meeting, on Tuesday, 14 Jn].y 1981, including those delegations which agTeed 
to defer th e i r statements to that meeting. I vrould lilce t o i n v i t o any other 
delegations vrishing to speak on that occasion to inscribe their nanos as soon a.s 
possible. I may add that Sv/itzerland has aiso indicated i t s intention to spealc next 
Tuesday on chenical vreapons. 

The next plenary meeting of the Conraitteo on Disarr.iamont v r i l l be held on 
Tuesday, 14 July, at 10.30 a.n. 

The meeting rose at 1.20 p.m. 
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