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The CHATRIWL: In the lisme of Ged Whe licoe Compeaosionntce, The lioct lierciful, I
teclere cpen thie one nundred ond filivy-Taves leneiy meebing ol the Commiotee on
Disermament.

Iir. ALSOOI (Ttaly) (trensleced from Irench): lix. Chairmen, ny delepgntion wishes
Sirst 2L 211 fe extand to rou ite vem conproiuleiions on rowr csswpiion of the office
you are tc [ill cuxing the nwonth ~2 Yebruery, end .o cssure you of iis full

co=nners bion during thic poriod vhich is oy sorticuler importancc for the organisetion
of <he Comaicuee's cotivibtic:.

[
. ~
L

~

Av whie soue Ui I wvish to eosocieve npuell vith ell vhe édalesntions vhich have
A i ccgodor Sani for che competent monner .in whick he
i : b

ciete itsell vith +he worm cxpressions of
esteen vhich heve been cddressed to iambascador Fein. I have had the privilere of

vitressing hig aclivity during only o very brief period, but it has nevertheless been
long enough for me io eppreciate the contribution thet he has made "to tlie Cormittee.

Tinally, ry delesation visches to osso
sc

[ o o)

The ectablished practice of »nrefoacing statements in che generel debate in the
Committce on Dicamoment vizh commentis on the international noliticol zituation
reflects en cucreness of the facl thet ony effort in the very sencitive field of
Cigcrwement ic elfected by the quslity of the rcletions betucen Ltates and by ihe
clirate of confidence, or lacl: of conficence, zncng then.

We therefere consicer it quiie logsitimete to reler herc to the deep disquietl
ccuced by the —ecent ovenss in Polend. This is yet anoiher source of tension in
addition to other crisis pcoints, pnriicularly thav crected by the continuing foreign
militcry occupation of Afzlianistien. COur intention is noi to disiract ithe Committee's
cttention from the genuine problemc of disarmonent, bub cn the contrary to situcte the
letter in their proper conbext. IWoi con ve cccept the arpument thet events of this
kind ere purely the intermal-offoirs of o Stcie. The principles vhose violation my
Government has Ccplored ond continues to deplore —- respect for human rights,
observence cf the right of 211 peoplegs to determine their internal and extiernal
political sietus without foreign intorference ond Ireely pursue their political,
economic, socirl and cullwrel developnent -- these principles are the heritoge of the
entire intermationcl cormmunity. In the poxziicular cose of Turope, the IFinal Act of
Helginki, vhich solemnly bindc the 35 cigme btory countiies, indissolubly links the
effective respecct for those rights with security and the development of nermel friendly
relations. The lladrid Conference vhich is io resume its work in a fev days' time will
allou ny Government the opportunity of once agein deploring the repressive measures
adopted in Poland ond of repenting its c2ll fcr the revocation of such measures.

Lven though evenis such as those I heve mentioned are bound to hove an adverse
cffect upon efforis towerds disormoment, those efforts must nevertheless be pursued
unrenittingly and witliout hesitetion.

In this conncction I should like to point cut thet the opening of the
1932 session of the Committce on Diccrmament is merked by two elements of potentisl
progress: the resumption of negotiations relating to nuclecr disarmanment between the
United States of Americe and the Soviet Union, end the epnwoach cf the second
cpecial session of the United Mations General Jissembly devotved to disarmament.

The opening last Iloverber of bilaterel negotiations on medium-renge nuclear
forces within the fremeworl of the siretegic oims control process betueen the
tvo Povers possessing the lorgest arsenals, is of great importance. Although the
international political climcte hee deleriorated, these negotictions are continuing.
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(Mr. Alessi, Italy)

The Italian Government fully shares the United States! approach in embarking
on these negotiations, an approach vhich vas elaborated in the course of intensive
consul tations ar.'ng the members of the A lantic Alliunce.

The conclugsion of « treaty limiting the number of medium-range nuclear
missiles to the lovest possible level, cnd preferably the "zero level', is an
optimum objective, which is entirely in kcepning uith the nature of the negotiations
and the aspirations of the peoples of Europe, especially the younger generations,
vhich have forcefully expressed, vherever they have been free to do so, their deep
concern.

The negotiations on medium-range nuclear forces should initiate a process
vhich can be extended to other categcries of ueapons and to other measures, uith
the over-all muintenance of a balance of forces and reciprocal security. We hope
that bilaterc) ncgotiations on the reduction of strategic arms uill soon begin and
lead to substantial reductions in strategic nuclear arsenals.

The seccond speciul sescion of the Generul Ascembly devoted to disarmoment
will certainly represent a major occasion for taking stock of the achievements of
the disarmanent effort. The four years of activity of the Committee on Disarmament
uill represent a significant part of that balance sheet.

At the start of ihis session, uve should ask ourselves hou and to vhat extent
our Committec can contribute to the success of the second special session. At the
organizational level, our first concern should be to re-establish without delay
all the working groups which functioned last year. The cuestion of the mandate
of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemic:l Weapons can be settled separately, vithout
delaying a decision on the principle of the re-cstablichment of the Group itself.

Our joint reflecction upon the organization and methods of vork of the Committee
and the search for consensus on the improvements to be made should also be purcued.
I should like to take note in this conne tion of the interesting suggestionc made
by the distinguiched repreccntative of tie Netherlands, ambassador Fein, in his
statenent last Tuesday. as for the substance of the items to be placed on our
agenda, the Cormittee should above «ll pursue the consideration of the nuclear
guestions, and give them the priority they decerve.

Vhile recognizing the real difficulties standing in the way of the conclusion
of & verifiable treatiy completely bonning nuclcar tests, I would not uish to miss
this opportunity of reaffirming the importance vhich my Govermment attaches to
that objective. It is an element of vhat must be ¢ broader approach; but
nevertheless a purticularly significant element which the international community
has for many years sinpgled out, and to vhich it rightly attributecs the highest
degree of urgency. We remain convinced that the Committee and the Group of seismic
experts can provide a practicul counterpart to the efforts made by the States
parties to the trilateral negotiations. Ve are prepared to support any solution
at the orpenizationul level vhich iz likely to advance our work, including the
setting up ol u vorking grcun.

Ve believe thot the vork of the Group of seismic experts is of very great
practical importunce. Thot is vhy, in our plenary statement on 10 August 1961, wve
referred to the desirability of broudening the Group's mandate to ematle it to
digcuss the substance of the cuestion of the identification of seismic events.
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{1, Alessi, Italy)

Another priority suvject on vhich our Committec chould malkes a decicive
contribution ir that of chemiczl verponc. The Committee ouvght to be in 2 position
to provide, c1 the time of the cecond spocial seccien, nrocf that ite negoticting
capucity is cquel to the tunk eubrusted to iv. %o that end, ve nust emberk on a
inev stage in our nexotiations andé bepin the drofiine of a conventicon on the basic
of the elenents worked cut 1.ct year.

At ibs thirty-sizth cension the Gener.l Acsembly rencwed, by a significant
mjority, the moads e coaforred upon the Secrelary-Geneial to corry out on
impartial invectigution, vili the acgiitince of cualified medical anC technical
euperts, concern:ny the ailesed ase of chenical veupons in Jifferent parts of the
vorld. At a time vhen respect for certain international agresments and the
pervinent rulec of custori 1y international lau is called into cuestion, it seens
to us more urgent than evei to comnlete the cysten of measures prohibiting an
entire cutegory of particularly odious veapons of mass destruction uvith a treaty
on the completc und ceffective prohibition of chemicul wecapons and on the
destruction of stocks of cuch veanons, vhich vould eliminate once und for all cny
danger of their use.

All the delegations uvhich have spoken so far have expressed their conviction
that a revicion of the Voikains Group's manGate is justified. A formulation must
be found on vhich « congensug ig poscible. The fincl report of the Working Group
for the 1981 scrcoion contains, in the sect.on entitled "Recommendations and
conclusions', vseful cumgestions for solvins this probler.

The comprehensive nrograrme of dizarmament, vhich will be one of the key
elenents of the forthcoming specizl session, nust also be given un important place
in our wvork.

Italy, as one of {the cponsors of General Asuenbly recolution 2602 E, adopted
in 1969, which liec at the busic of todcy'cs nesgntiations, hopes that the second
special session vill maxl: the coumletion of the vork begun wmore than 12 yecrs ago.
Juring the nonth of January the Vexking Group, vhich haz the benefit of the
expericnced and Gistinguished guidence of Ambagssodor Garcia Robles, beman
discursions vhich have proted extrencly uscful, if someviw.t unhulanced ouing to
the very stinting purticipation of one group of delegations. The stateuent made
by the distinguiched represent.tiive of Czechoslovakiu on 2 Fevruary last serves in
part to fill this gaps: wve ore auvaiting the furthewr development of the ideac he
put forvard, particularly oo concerns the questions of the nature of the
Comprehencive Prosrarme, the divizion ¢nd duration of the phaces, the troneition
fron one phaue to the next, the muchinery for the revieu of the irmlementation of
the programme, and so forth.

Allou me to say that ny delemsation, vhile remaining open to solutions vhich
m.y be found by common azgreement, continues to prefer a comprechensive programie
davided into three puaseu. Lach of the phases would include various measures on
the baszis of o functionel ceriterion. The first phase would thus include the
measurec congsidered necesscary to halt the arms race, with the muintenance of
security levels undiminithed. 5Yhe third and fince] phace would consist of the
measures for the commlete eliminetion of arms und crmed forces; while the middle
nhage uvould comprise the measvres necessary to link the point of departure to the
point of arrival, thot is to say, measurcs providing for the grodual, bolanced
reduction of the differon. iynos o»f amm: and armed forcec. A4 nore detailed
breakdoun of this ctructivre -- into sub-pheses, for ex.mmle —— could be corried
out by revieu conferences or other revieu machinery set up to monitor and promote
the implementation of the couwpreliensive prograime.
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lir. alessi, Italy)

Other importunt cuectionc traditionzally uppear on the Committee's ngenda and
1ill doubtless continue to appewur thereon. liy delegation intencs to use the tinme
set aside cpecifically for the consideration of these items to give iig viecus on
them. Houever, I should likec to take this opnortunity to exprzsz the hope that this
year o cuitable plice vill be given in the azenda and programme of vork of the
Committee for a nev itews concerning further measures to be alopted to prevent an arns
race in outer shace.

One of the gpecial featurcs of the discuscions at the thirty-sixth session ol
the United Hations General Ascembly vas, ‘in fact, Jhe interesmt shovn in the »nroblens
of arns control and CGicarmument in ovter gpace. The rony cpeeches node on this
subject highlishted the conviction thut the international community chould urgently
take further efforts to »revent ¢n amis race in this neu sphere of mon'g ocitivaty.

This interest led¢ to the adoption of tuo resolutiong vhich, for the {irst time,
indicute the General Acgenbly's desire that the Committee on disarmanment chould deal
uith this cuestion, vhich is vholly in keeping vith paragraph OO of the Finul
Hocument.

Resolution 36,97 C; of which Italy vas a gcponsor, in ite purcagraph 7 requests
the Commititee on Disarmament "to consicder, as from the beginning of its secscion in
1982, the question of nzergoliating effecliive and verificble agreenents cined at
preventing an simc roce in outer cmace”. It vould be perfectly wwpropriate to
envisage un initicl exchange of vieus, in plenary, during thic nurt of the session.

After such a gsurvey or prelininary considerabtion of this very comple: and
sensitive icocue, ve chull be in a better position to cdecide on the nost suilable
procedurcs for teking concrete cteps to follov up the discuccions in the
Generul Assembly. The rapid develonment of shnace technology in recent years ruises
clear and precice throstss: sone annlications are no longer in the domain of
scientific hymothesis but have already begun to be included in nilitory arsenals.
These nust be identified, and effortz must be made to remedy thic situation throush
the spcedy negotiation of concrete, verifiable und effective necsures.

That, in our vieu, is the meaning of the requesgt mode by the General Assenbly
to the Cormiitee, the multilatercl negotiating body in muiters of disarmsment, and
the role vhich it could »lay in this field.

It vould be vain to think it poscible to resolve at once and effectively all
the problens involved in the prevention of an amms ruce in shace by means of zone
Teuv articles of a treaty of a general character. Juch wn aporoach would nerely
delay our efforts and drav us cucy from cur objective.

In this connection resolution 35,97 C, to vhich I hove already referred,
sugrests the nath to be folloued: in its paragreph 4 the Comnititec on Uiscrmoment
is requected "to consider as o matter of priorily the quesiion of negotiating an
effective and verifiable agrcement tc mrohibit unti-sotellite oystems, cco an
immortont step tovards the fullilment of the objeci.ves set outb in parapreph J above',

It is generally aclmouwledred thut the most threctening development; and the one
that cullc for the most immeciale action, is the develomuent of anti-zatellite
veapons cystems. If this developuent vere to remuin uncontrolled, the busis for an
arms race in outer gouace vould alroudy exi:v. Yhis prosnect should spur us to mmke
a determined effort to avert, before it is too 1l-te, the recl and iumedicie risks
vhich exist in this field.
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The CHAIRMAN: I thank the distinguished representative of Italy for his
statement and for the kind words he addressed to the Chair.

Mr. WEGENER (Federal Republic of Germany): Mr. Chairman, my delegation joins
others in congratulating you upon your accession to the Chair. Our first formal and
informal meetings have already permitted us to appreciate the courtesy and fairness
with which you preside over our work. My delegation is looking forward to working
under your guidance. We are confident that we will all benefit from the earnest
and rnioble objectives which you bring to your high office. My delegation also
recalls with gratitude the exceptional contribution which our previous Chairman,
Ambassador Anwar Sani, made to our work,

From the vast array cf topics that are of immediate relevance to this session
of the Committee on Disarmament, I should like to select only three for this
initial statement. I intend to touch briefly upon the political environment in
which we commence our work, on some aspects of the chemical weapons problem, and
finally on the comprechensive programme of disarmament.

This Committee is convening at the nalf-way mark between the
thirty-sixth session of the General Assembly and its second special session devoted to
disarmament. It is wise at this juncture to assess both the tasks ahead, in view
of the forthcoming special session, and our past record in the bilateral and
multilateral fields. I nezed not be specific. Looking through the Final Document
of the first special session devoted to disarmament, we must all acknowledge that
only fragments of the Progremms of Action sot out in that document have been
achieved. Naturally, there arc praiseworthy achievements, like the United Nations
Convention on particularly inhumare weapons, and many otner concrete steps and
elements. But the remaining challenges are formidable; the lack in our achievement
is all too manifest. In this situation it is useless to attribute blame and
level accusations., 1Indeed, it is now more 1mportant to look at the statc of
attainment of our work, unsatisfactory a2s it may be, and to plan ahead in a
sober fashion, assessing the possibilities of what can be done in the few remaining
months. Work in the Committee on Disarmament must be concentrated on essential
items, and procedural de»ates must be cut to the bare minimum. We must all make
an oxtraordinary effort not to comec to the second special session on disarmament
empty-handed, but we must remain realistic in terms of attainable goals.

Realism is also thc key word for thc sccond special session itself. Lofty
objectives must be measured against reality; rcview and appraisal of achievements
in the past per‘od must lcad to carcful planning for the next few ycars.
Reasonablec prospccts for concrete results within this period will have to take
precedencc over the promulgetion of over-ambitious idcas.

While the Committeec on Disarmament is an autonomous international forum,
the thirty-sixth scssion of the General Assembly has, of coursc, an important
bearing upon the work of this session. Apzart from other rclevant results the
General Assembly, in one important new field, namely, measures to prevent an
arms race in outcer space, has given this Committee 2 new and significant
assignment which my delegation is looking forward to debating at an early point
as a follow-up to resolution 36/97 C, of which my country was a sponsor.
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(Mr. Wegcner, Federal Republic of Germany)

Turning now to the larger political environment in which we have to work,
my delegation joins others in expressing grave preoccupation with the intcrnational
security situation. We all agree that the chances for substantial progress
towards arms control and disarmament depend, essentially, on confidence among
States and a consistent policy of restraint and moderation in the pursuit of
external interests.

Yet we cannot but state that there is a further substantial deterioration
in East-West relations, and the climatc of confidence has been seriously affected.

Soviet military occupation of Afghanistan continues unabated in defiance of
the condemnation by an overwhelming majority of the international community, as
repeatedly c¢videnced in resolutions of the General Assembly of the United Nations.

There are no indications of a change in the attitude of the Soviet Union,
which is responsible for this violation of the principle of self-determination
and non-use of force in international relations.

On the contrary, there are signs that militaty repression in Afghanistan
is on the increase, causing the suffering of an untold number of victims, especially
among the rural population. My delegation has taken note with the utmost concern
of reports concerning the use of chemical agents.

Another more recent event has shaken the basis of mutual confidencc and the
prospects for pcaceful co-operation.

Obviously, I refer to the imposition of martial law in Poland. Its consequences
and repercussions signify a clear breach of the Final Act of Helsinki. What has
happened in Poland is not just an internal affair. On the contrary, the violation
of the 1975 Helsinki document, of fundamental human rights and of the international
legislation of the ILO make the tragedy of the Polish people a matter of legitimate
concern for the entire international community.

The responsibility for this breach of international commitments and for the
decision to reverse the process of renewal and reform in Poland lies with the
Polish military authorities, but no less with the Soviet Union.

What has happened in Poland is more than just a turbulence in political
atmospheric conditions: it reveals a general unwillingncess to respect the
principles of human rights, as enshrined in the United Nations Charter and the
Final Act of Helsinki, and to accept peaceful cvolution.

Contrary to assurances given by the Polish military régime, there have
been no signs of improvemcnt. A long shadow falls on the prospects for the
arms control process. Inevitably, the security climate in Eurobe is directly
affected. It is imperative that the climatc of confidence be restored. Confidence
is a prime prerequisite for our very task as negotiators in the Committee on
Disarmament.
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(Mr. Wegencr, Federal Republic of Germany)

My Government, in full agreement with the Final Act of Helsinki, has repeatedly
urged the Polish leaders to 1lift martizl law in order to re-establish the Polish
people's civil-rights, te rclease those who are arrested and to resume a genuine
dialogue with the Catholic Church and legitimatc representatives' of the 1ndependent
trade union in Poland. We also requcst that Poland.be cnabled to solve its
problems autonomously and without external interference

If these overriding requirements are mect, mutual confidence will revive and
the prospects for progress in terms of concrete results in disarmament and arnms
control will be substantially enhanced.

Grave as thc events in Poland are, they arc not the only threats to thz
international security climate. The military balance in Europc still gives rise
to undiminished concern.

The Federal Republic of Germany therefore welcomes the fact that the
negotiastions here in Geneva betwcen the United States of America and the
Soviet Union on intermediate-range nuclear forces have been resumed after the
Christmas recess. We are convinced that a positive outcome of these negotiations
will contribute to greater international stability and progress in other arms-
control endeavours. We fully support the far-recaching American proposal =~-
thoroughly prepared within the Western Alliance ~-- aiming at a zero level outcone
for all land-based intermediate nuclear missiles on both sides.

A treaty which honours this unique offecr would climinatc the weapons category
of greatest concern. We feel that such an outcome would be the most promising
and tangible way of strengthening international peace and security. We welcome
the commitment on both sides to sparce no cffort to reach agrecement. In the same
spirit, my Government attaches 2 high value to continucd negotiations in this
Committec.

Turning to the second part of my intervention, I should like to highlight
once more the importance vhich my declogation attaches to the question of chemical
weapons. In my country, a comprehensive chemical weapons prohibition is a
matter of concern not only to the Government but to all political parties
represented in the German Bundestag. On 3 Dccember 1981, the Federal Parliament
unanimously adopted a resolution urging the immediate conclusion of a chemical
weapons convention to operate under effective international control.

Looking at the achievements of the Committce during its 1981 session -~ and
that means at the report of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons =~ we
can pride ourselves on having produced, under the cfficient leadership of
Ambassador Lidgard of Sweden, a considerable degrce of specificity in what comes
very near to being treaty language. However, progress is so far lass apparent
in the field of verification. But verification is the centrepiece on which the
ultimate success of our negotiations depends and on which, thereforc, we should
focus particular attention during this ycar's debnte. .
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(Mr. Wozener, Federal Republic of Germany)

Experience of agreements lacking a proper verification mechanism, such as
the Geneva Protocol and tine Biological UWeapons Convention, stresses the need for
a comprechensive solution to this question.

My delcgation has on many occasions sct out its views on the cssentials of an
effective international verification system. Let me just recapitulate:

Verification must follow a resular, pro-cstablished pirocedure so as to be non-
discriminatory and take place in a businesslikc and co-opcrative atmosphere;

It must providc for impartial ‘investigations into events which require
clarification; and

It must protact legitimate cconomic interests.

In order to advance work in this direction, my delegation will, during this session,
introduce a working paper which will set out in greaterr detail the mechanisms and
procadures which arc, in our view, necessary for an effective verification of

a chemi¢al weapons convention. Tnis working paper will, inter alia, specifically
deal with the problems of binary weapons. In particular, we intend to propose a
way whereby -- contrary to certain allegations that the non-production of binary
weapons is not verifiable -- verification can also be extended to and include
binary weapons.

The vital contribution of the comprehensive programme of disarmament to the
success of the second special scssion of the Gencral Assembly devoted to
disarmament need not be underscored. From the documents it appears evident that
the Committee on Disarmament must come to terms with the CPD issue, and that at
least a negotiable text, with or without a limited number of alternative options
on specific problems, must bc ready for the larger New York audiencc by the time
this Committee winds up its spring session. The matter is urgent, and the
credibility of this Committee is at stake.

The CPD Working Group which awct through most of January has donc good work ahd,
while no firm results are in sight on most issues, it has deepened the insight and
understanding of all delegations concernced. My delegation is grateful to the
participants and to the Working Group's Chairman, Ambassador Garcia Robles of
Mexico. The work accomplished in January allows us to identify the areas where
consensus is well within reach, and, conversely, those areas where major
controversies loom which we must jointly settle in the ne xt few wceks.

From the viewpoint of one of the sponsors of document CD/205, the only complete
draft programme before the Committee at this time, my delegation is under the
impressgion that the following three issues of principle have arisen and need
creative negotiating in a spirit of compromise:

1. Nature of the CPD

It is obvious that the CPD will need a modc of adoption and promulgation

commensu.’ate with its overriding significance for the success of the
second special session on disarmament. It must, at the same time, correspond to
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its basic purposc as a politically relcvant framework for a comprehznsive
negotiating process. It is, however, equally obvious that an instrument of this
kind is unsuitable for a normal process of international ratification. Even the
advocates of a "legally oindins" CPD have so far been unab’e to show how this
pinding effect could technically be achieved., Our search for an adequate

solution in the spirit of compromise should thercfore zo in the direction of
endowing the CPD, when adopted by the Goneral Asscmoly at its seconu special session,
with a special degreec of solemnity in order to raise political coumitment. iy
delegation is rcady to help in the search for such modalities in a positive and
constructive way. You will rccall that the sponsors of document CD/205 have
proposed the inclusion of a paragraph in the resolution to which the CPD would be
annexed, "calling upon all States to declare that they will respect the objectives,
principles and priorities sct out in the prozramme and express their firm will and
determination to implement the programme through the negotiation of specific and
verifiable arms control and disarmament agrecments.®

2. Desiznation of disarwament mcasures

One major difference between the catalogue of measuras proposed in CD/205
and the corresponding catalogue proposed by the Group of 21 in CD/223 is the degree
of specificity. There is also a basic difference in approach. In most instances,
when docunent CD/223 describes a particular negotiation measure, the tenor of the
description alrecady implies the desired outcome of these very negotiations. It
does not limit itself to indicating the main thrust of negotiations, but anticipates
detailed results, thereby prejudging the future decisions of Governments and
negotiators, I submit that this is a dangerous course, since no delegation is in
a position at this time to predict the outcome of future negotiations and since
nobody can reasonably and responsibly declare himself bound in great detail over
what may easily be a time-span covering 20 years or morza. In most cases this
approach also runs counter to the agreed "Elcments" of the CPD as adopted by
the United Nations Disarmament Commission. This document makes it clear that
the CPD should only constitute a framework for substantive negotiations, but
should not substitute itself for results that require a concrete negotiation
process.

iy delegation is under the urgent impression that this approach begs the
question and will not be conducive to consensus on any list of disarmament
measures. It is perfectly legitimatz for cach delegation and regional group
to attach specific objectives and hopes to a given negotiation item; but it
would be futile to press such individual views on all potential partners to
a negotiation right from the beginning. Realistically, a consensus on the
list of measures will be achieved only if all delegations agree to couch their
particular predilections in shorter and more neutral language, taking a cue
from the "Elements" of the CPD as adopted by the Disarmament Commission.
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3. Calendar of events

While both the western and the non-aligned groups of countries appear to
structurz the CPD in terms of several rphascs, therc is a marked tendency on the
part of the authors of CD/223% to provide for a tightly planned negotiation calendar
with detailed prescriptions as to what should be negotiated and achieved in later
stages, quite independently from the outcome of preceding negotiation phases.

In the Working Group, the co-sponsors of CD/205 have pointcd out in detail why
this sequence of scveral phases nas littlc potential for becoming operational.
This criticism should not be construed 2s 2 flat refusal to accept a rational
structure of the CPD process over time. The contrary is truc. No doubt, there’
must be a dynamic time function build into the CPD. But in the vicw of ny
delegation, this structural clement must bhe found rather in the periodicity cf
review nectings than in the magic and automatism of a calendar which futurc events
could render uscless and futile. Fyv delegation is open as to the number and
rhythm of such reviews.

Review mectings with their accompanying public attention and dynamic impact
will certainly do more to maintain the momentum of the multilateral and bilateral
negotiating process, cach time, than a mechanical calendar of negotiating
agssignments wnich, il overtalien by reality, would embarrass its fornmcr authors,
Let me thereforc submit that the calendar issuc, one of the most important points
of controversy in the neogotiations on a CPD, needs a frech and unbiascd approach,
a new injection of realism, to yicld useful results. HMaybe the time has come to
go back to our common point of departure, that is, to start ancw from the agreced
text of the Elcments, and to cxamine how they can beost scrve to work out satisfactory
solutions.

Let me pass on to, and conclude with, a more gencral remark on the CPD. 1In
our vicw, the comprechcnsive programme can develop an impact on multilateral and
bilateral disarmament only if thc international community can truly rally bchind
it. Negotiations can gct under wzy and yicld results only if the framework in
which they are to be imbedded nects the security interests of zll conccrned.

There must be a constant incencive to abide by the programme and to rcalize

its potential fully on a step-by-step basis. This incentive function will be

lost if participants comc to consider it as unrealistie. Ia the ¢nd, the worth

of the CPD will L measurcd not by th. degrce of noble intentions embodicd in it,
but by thc rcal momentum it cremrtes and by the ncgotiations which it facilitates
and fosters. On the human level, I could well sympathizc with thosce who, suffering
from the frustrations of an cxcruciatingly slow movement in world disarmament
affairs, want to go on rccord with an ideal CPD, showing thc elevated nature of
their own foelings cnd projections. Thnt, »las, would not hclp us to get on

with the arms control issucs on hand. The key word is crcdibility. Only a CPD
which kceps attainable gorls and schedules in mind can mect this test. For my
Government, arms control and diszrmamcnt rank high on the priority sealce. It

will cndecavour to makc its contribution to thce CPD in this very spirit, and bcyond
that, unceasingly work for p.acc and sccurity.
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The CHAIMAN: I thank the distinguished reprcsentative of the Tederal Republic
of Germany for his statement and for the kind words he eddynssed to the Chair.

lir. ORAVA (Jopan): Ir. Chairman, on behalf of the Japanese delegation I wish
to express my verm congratulationc to you es our new Chairmen for {the month of
Februery. I vish to express also my ecuzlly verm corpliments to Ambassador Seni
vho hoe served us so effectively 2nd conscientiously cince the month of August last
year. iy I elso extend a very ccréiel wvelcome to sur new colleogues around this’
1eble.

iy I present my sincere condolencez to the Italien delegeticn ond through
then t~ the family of the late Ambassader Cordero di liontezemolo. I shell miss the
Ambessador all the more becruse we hove been neighbours in chis Commitiee and I heve
had the pleasure of citting next to him on many occasions during the past tuo years.

In shying goodbye to our esteemed cclleeguc, Arnbassedor Iein, I cannot but
express my delegation's respects to him, and our deep appreciaiion of the outstanding
contribution he has made to the work of this Ccmmittece during his four years in
Geneva .

Only & fev monihs lie aheal of us before the second special session of the
United Nations Genexal Assembly devoted to disarmement vill be convened in Hew York.
And s ve begin our work in the first part of the 1902 session of the Committee
on Discrmament, I connot help stressing the role and the respongcibility of ihis

Committee in contributing to the succecs of that special session.

Under ocur Constituiion, vhich is dedicotel to the ceuse of psace and the
three non-nuclear principles —- not posszescing nuclear veapons, not producing them
and not permitting their introduction into Jepan —- the fundamentel policy of Japan
has been to avoid becoming & militarily significant Stete and to devote its national
energy and resources touards world peace and prosperity. ‘le have been consisiently
adhering to this policy for the post 36 years, since the end of the var —— supported
by the strong aspiration towerds world peace and stability that has been nurturcd
cmong the Jepancse peorle over those yeers.

The Japanese people ave convinced that arns control and discimoment cen play
and zhould plsy a substanticrl role in building ond achieving peace ond stability
in this world. In this sense, arms control and disarmoment arc motters of genuine
nation~l concern. Inéeed, Japan considers thet sxmsc conirol and disarmament
should be matters of world-=viuce conceim, and the notion is wnited in preying thet
this is the cose,

Houcver, vhen ve look around ourselves, we find thot, quite contrary to our
aspirations, the vorlé in vhich ve live, the aciturl international situction, is
deteriorating year by year. Vhat is heppening in folond is seriously affecting the
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international situation as a vhole, and Japan hopes that the disturbing state of
affairs in thatl c:untyy can be normnlized as soon as pogsible. Japan also has
strong apprehensions that the current course of events there will even further
destroy what remains of mutunl iiust smong nations -- the very foundation for
disarmament negotictions.

On tihe other hond, the monumentel accumulation of nuclesr veapons and the
interminable arms rece continuc unabated. This agonizing trend, coupled with
the aggraveting intermational politicel situation, is of grave concern to the
peoples of the wvorld ond ve simply cammot stand nside, doing nothing. This is
vhy the forthcoming special session of the Geneial Assembly is commanding such
strong interest and expectations among tlhie Japanese people 2nd indeed the peoples
of other countries as well, The Japanese nation is determined to spare no
efforts in order to lead the second special session on disarmament to a
successful conclusion.

In his opening address on 25 January 1932 at the current regular session
of the INational Diet, lrime Ilinister Suzuki himself indicated his intention to
attend the specirl cession and stated the folloving:

"There is no hope for humon hoppinecs if Dast ond Vest continue to
vie with each other in accumulating armaments. We musi face reality and
recornize that it is the bolance of pover thet sustains peace and stability;
ve must vork to meintoin that balance, At the seme time we must continue
our efforts to hold this balance 2t as lov & level as poscible.

'The issuc of disarmament and arms control is one vhich the whole
wvorld should work for together, and true peace will be unattainable unless
e direct the surplus rcsources generated by disarmoment to co-operation
vith the developing countries ond the development of the vorld economy.

'The second specinl session of the Genercl Assembly devoted to
disarmoment this June will be o timely opportunity for the further
strengthening of such intermational efforts.-

This keen interest in the second speciol session is by no means limited to
the Japanese Government. A non-partisan group of members of the Diet, over
200 strong, which formed the Tarliamentery .ssociation for the Promotion of
Intermationnl Disarmement in Maey last ycer, is actively prepering for the
special session. A large number of Japancse non-—governmmental orpganizations are
busily cngaged in o wide range of activitiesc in preparation for the special session,
ond are planning to send 2 large group of their reprcsentatives to Nev York to
observe and to address the special session, os was the case in 1973 vhen the
first special session vas held.

The Committece on Disarmcament hes to respond to the expectations of our
people.  But the time al our disposal is limited. In order to e able to contribute
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to meking the forthcoming cpecial session & Lruly meeningful exercise, our
Committee must m~ke good uce of the 11 o 12 veceks we hove »t our disposcl and
try to achieve maximum success under the circumsicnces.

In the first plece, the Coumittee should linit its discussion of procedurel
mrtters to the minimum and cmbarl: 2n substantive matters al the earliest possible
dote.

Vith rezerd to subsidiary bodies, the Ad iloc Vorking Crovp on e Comprehensive
Programme of Disarmement should noturally recume its verk iimediately.

The CPD Working Group hos alrealy been meeting cince early Jenuary uwnder the
distinguished chzirmanship of Ambacsndor Gercie Dobles, 2nd thesc extre meetings
have provecd to be very useful. The slaboration of » CTD iz of course on extremely
complicated and difficult tasly, and vith regard to both the various messures to
be incorporated in it ond the esteblishment of so-called 'iztages' or ''pheses', my
delegr tion feels that it would be viser to cvoid too ambitious an approach and
to try to draft a programmz that would be fezsible and workrble. It goes without
saying that vork in this Vorking Group chould be pursued as a matter of priority,
considering the fact that the adoption of a CPD is cne of the principal objectives
of the specicl session.

The Ad Iloc Vorking Greup on Chemicel Weepons ues able to meke substontial
progress last year under ihe energetic leadeiship of Ambassedor Lideard, and this
is an additional rercon for my delegotion to continue to urge that its mandate
be revised ito enzble it to mrke cven further procress this Jear. Hovever, the
drafting of a new mandate should by no meons be alloved to become on obstacle to
the continuation of the substantive vorl of the Vorlking Group; therefore, vhile
ve discuss the text of such o nev mendete, the 'Jorling Group should cn a temporary
basic recommence its worls vnder the previous randate.

Turning to uhe Ad Hoc Vorking Group on Radiological Veapons, the problems
at issue werc boiled dovm to o considereble exteni under the conscientious
chairmenchip of Ambasscdor Idmives of Iungary. This Vorking Group should avail
itself of the opprosching gpecial cessicn of the Genersl Assembly to generate
o momentum to wind up its work wilh despetch. It was proposed last year that a
prohibition of etiacls against civilian nuclear focilities should be incorporated
into the text of the iadiologiccl werpons convention: <this problem i1s cof great
interest to my country. The reslictic appiocech bo solving our difficulties
would be to devise some other formula —— a saperote insgtrument of some kind —-
to deal exclusively vith this mattex. I{ it conld be thus disentangled from
the radiological weapons convention, the drafting of the latter could theorctically
be speeded up. Once that convention is out cf the way we wvould be free to
devote preater attention and efforts to the more urgent matters, such 2s nuclear
disarmament.

As to the Ad Hoc Vorking Group on Security Acsurances, my delegation fcels
that a much greater degree of understending vas achicved lest year on the various
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concents involved, thanks to the painstaking efforts of lir. Ciarrapico of Italy,
and ve think thi: Working Group should be 2lloved to conlinue its vork under the
mandete it had last yeor.

In 2ddition to these four vorking groups, the Japanese delegetion wishes
to call once agein for the establishment of a new vorking group on a comprehensive
test ban, in order that we mny work effectively for the realization of = CTB. I
very sincerely hope that a consensus mcy be reached in the Cormittee on this matter.
I am vell avare that the setting up of a working group is not the only way of
addressing any specific item in our Committee. Hovever, the achievement of a
comprehensive test ban is of paramount importance; and it is & concrete and
tangible proposal. Thet is vhy my delegation is of the viev that the question of
o CTD should be dealt with systematically and with concentrotion — 2nd the most
effective vay of doing so would be, in ouy viev, in a special vorking group
established for that purpose.

In accordance uith the resolutions adopted by the United Hations
General Assembly last year, this year the Committee on Discarmament is also to
consider further measures to prevent an arms race in outer space. lly Government
has a deep intecrest in thic cuestion and my delegation hopes to be able to make
a positive contribution to our discussions on this iten.

Before concluding, I wish to velcome the recent opening of negotiations
betireen the Soviet Union and the United Steles of Lmerice on the limitation of
intermedis te-range nuclear forces. Those tuo Stotes have begun these important
talks in gpite of thec deterioration in the international situstion in recent years,
and they are 21l the more to be commended. Although the nepotiations are
perforce taking place outside the Committee on Disarmament, they are being held
in this same city of Genevo. Their progress can have salutory effects on
multilaterel nepgotiations in our Committece —-- at leest this delegntion certainly
hopes so. And so ve express the hope thcbt the delegotions »f the Soviet Union
and the United States vill be gracious enough to infoim this Committee from time
to time, and as they see fit, of the progress they are making in their bilateral
negotiations. Ily delegetion rlso looks forwvard with great anticipation to the
early commencement of the other set of bilroteral nepotiations —- those on the
reduction of strategic nuclerr veapons -- which vill be of such vital importance
to us all. ’

In concluding, I wish to repeal our earnest hope that the Commitiece on
Disarmament will approach its vorl: during this session with a full recognition
of its great responsibility vis-ii-vis the approaching second special session of
the General Assembly devoted tc discrmament. 1y delegation is determined to
make its utmost contribution to that effect.
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The CEATRMAN: I ‘thank the distinguished representative c¢f Japan for his
statement and for the kind words he addressed tc the Chair.

Mr, STRUCKA (Czechoslovakia) (translated from Russian): Mr, Chairman, the
Czechoslovak delegation has come to the spring session »f the Committee on
Disarmament with clear instructicns from its Gevermment to engage in business-
like and coustructive negetiations in this important and, as yet, the cnly
international forum fcr the conduct of rmltilateral negotiations on glohal
disarmament questions.

At its thirty-sixth sessicn,; the United Haticns General Assembly adopted
nearly a score of resolutions entrusting specific responsibvilities to the
Committee on Disarmament. It may be said without overstatement that the
Committee is faced with a colossal task if it is honourably to discharge all
its duties,

In these circumstances, every effcrt must be made to set about substantive
work without delay and to organize the entire activity of the Committee in such
a way that literzlly every minute is spent usefully, The delegation of
Czechoslovakia notes with great satisfaction thal it is precisely in this way
that you, Mr, Chairmarn, intend to crganize our wcrk, In your efforts to
achieve positive results in the Committee's activities, as 1 already had the
opportunity of saying in my earlier address, the delegatiocn of Czechoslovakia
will give you its full support.

We wish to support you not merely with words., At the first plenary
meeting of the Cormittee, the Czechoslovak delegation presented the agreed
position of the group cof socialist States on the question cf the contents of
the comprehensive programme of disarmament, I should like tc remind you that
in confermity with paragraph 2 cof General issembly rescluticr 38,92 F,; the
Committee on Disarmament should ceomplete, during the first part of its session
in 1982, the elaoration of a comprehensive programme of disarmament and submit
the programme in time for consideration and adoptioun by the General Assembly at
its seccnd special session devoted to disarmament, which is to open in only
122 days' time, This is our concrete contribution to the performance of one
of the many tasks facing the Committee. The delegations cf the sccialist
countries are prepared tc take a similarly constructive approach to the discussion
of the other agenda items, This is fully in keeping with General Assembly
resolution 36,92 D, adopted on the initiative of Czechoslcvakia, which, in its
second operative paragraph, 'calls upon member States to be guided in 21l
disarmament negotiations by the generally recognized principles of irntermational
law and to submit and comstructively tc¢ consider, with full respensibility and
in the spirit of co-operation, propesals and initiatives aimed at promoting
speedy progress in disarmament negotiationms and facilitating the achievement of
mitually acceptable concrete disarmament measures", I should like to believe
that other delegatinns, too, intend together with us to seek sclutiomns for the
problems before us and to present concrete results to the Uniteé Natioms
General Assembly at its second special session devoted to disarmament.,



CD/PV.151
21

(1ir. Strucka, Czechoslovakia)

We deeply regret the fact that the delegation of some countries are sceking
to divert the Committee's attention from the conduct of censtructive and fruitiul
negotiations and to entangle us in steriie political confrontations., Attempts
to interfere in the internal affairs of other countries in this ferum are out
of place, and call for unmitigated censure. The delegations which have decided
to follow that path should realize that they thereby jeopardize the Committee's
performance of the tasks facing it, for which they must bear the full
responsibility. As the General Secretary of the Central Committee of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Unicn and President of the Presidium of the
Supreme Scviet of the USSR, L,I. Brezhnev, said yesterday when receiving
representatives of the consultative council of the socialist internaticnal for
disarmament "..,. diplomacy calls not for entengling situations tut for
disentangling them. The Gordian knot of conflict situaticns and controversial
issues in the world today cannot be cut with any sword. The sole path to thati
end is the path of patient and constructive negotiations, negctiations ensuring
the genmuine reduction and elimination of weapons".

Allow me to recall one more provision of General Assembly resolution 36/92 T
to which I referred earlier, in which the General Assembly calls on States
", .. not to hinder possible progress in negotiations on disarmament by the
discussion of unrelated issues".

Despite the fact that the statements of a number of delegations on Tucsday
and today, particularly that of the representative of the Federal Republic of
Germany, contained attempts to disrupt the normal course of the Committee's work,
it is nevertheless to be hoped that this the only multilateral negotiating bedy
in the field of disarmament will embark without unduc delay on the business~like
discussion of the itcems on its agenda, We do not doubt that this is the wish
of the overwhelming majority of delegations in the Committee,

The CHAIRMAN: As is usually done at cach plenary mceting held on Thursdays,
I have requested the secretariat to circulate an informal paper containing a
time-table for meetings to be held during the coming weck, In addition tc the
two weekly meetings of the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Comprchensive Programmc of
Disarmament on Monday and Thursday afternoons, it is suggested that two informal
meetings of the Committee be held to continue consideration of the questions
listed in the informal paper. Those meetings would be hcld on Wednesday
afternoon and Friday morning. If there are no objections, I will consider that
the Committece agreces with the time-table,.

It was so decided.

The CHAIRMAN: If there are no othcr comments, I intend to adjourn this
plenary meeting.

The next plenary meeting of the Committcc on Disarmament will be held on’
Tuesday, 9 February, at 10.30 a.m. As agrecd by the Committece, an informal
meeting will be held tomorrow, Friday, at 10,30 a.m,

The meeting stands adjourncd.

The mecting rose at 12,10 p.oi.




