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The CHAIRMAN: In The Name of God The Most Compassionate, The Most Merciful,
I declare open tine one hundred and fifty.-fourth plenary aeetinzg of the Committee on
Disarmament. I have on my list of speakers for today the representatives of
Pakistan, Cuba and Kenya. The representative of .ne United States of America will
speak at the end of the meeting in exercise of his rignt of reply.

In that connection, I would like to clarify for the record one aspect of the
procedural question raised yesterday. At its one hundred and fifty-second plenary
meeting on Tuesday, 9 February, the Committee decided that, in view of the meeting
of the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Comprehensive Frogramme of Disarmament and the
long list of speakers for the plenary meeting on Thursday, 11 Fabruary, two different
plenary meetings wculd be held, one on Thursday, 11 February, and the other on
Friday, 12 TFebruary. At the beginning of yesterday‘'s plenary, I recalled that
decision. I was therefore correct in giving the floor at the end of that first
meeting for rights of reply.

The situation was different from that of the previous week, when the plenary
meeting that started in the morning continued in the afternoon of the same day.
The morning meeting was suspended and the afternoon meeting was a resumption of the
earlier meeting. That is why I gave the floor at the end of that meeting for rights
of reply.

Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from Russian):
Mr. Chairman, with regard to your clarification, the Sovict delegation would
request that in future lists of speakers should not cover two meetings at once. .-
The list of 10 specakers given yesterday wag intended to cover two meetings, something
never before done in the practice of the Committee. Lists of speakers-cover one
meeting and not two. The fact that this list of 10 speakers was meant for two
meetings also led to the misunderstanding which you have now cleared up. 1 would
request that thc secretariat's attention should be drawn to this. -

Mr. AHBMAD (Pakistan): Mr. Chairman, may I begin by saying that the delegation
of Pakistan was grieved to learn of the passing away of our colleague,
Ambassador Montezemolo. I would request the distinguished represcntative of Italy
to accept our heartfelt condolences and to convey them to the bereaved family.

May I take this opportunity to place on record our tribute to one of our most
distinguished colleagucs, Ambassador Fein of the Netherlands, and to wish him the
best in his new and important responsibilitics at the Hague. I would also like to
extend a warm welcome to representatives who have joined us for the first time in
the Committce this year. My delegation looks forward to co-operating closely with
all of them.

We sincerely appreciate the very important and effective role played by
Ambassador Anwar Sani of Indonesia when he guided the work of the Committee on
Disarmament during the closing month of its last session and the opening phase of
the current session. It was a difficult task which Ambassador Sani carried out with
great skill.
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As we open the fourth annual session of this Committec, it is most gratifying
for the Pakistan delegation to see in the chair a distinguished representative of
the Islamic Republic of Irar. The pcopl.s of cur tuo countrics share a common
faith, culture and history. Tney sharc the aspiration to order their national life
in accordance with the precepts of Islam. I am confident tnat our two countrics
will continuc to cow-operatc in 2st2blishing a climave of durable peace and sccurity
in the larger region of South West Asia on thc basis of strict respeet for the
principles of the United dations Charter, ospocially those concerning the sovereigntv
and territorial inte~rity of States.

Tt is sclf-uvidont that the international comaunitv hac a vical stake in
achicving a political solution o the trapiz coalliczt .o Algnonistan oo the basis
of the immediate withdrawal of foreisn forces from that county. This would cnable
the Afghan people to diterming their own dostiny and fora of dovecrnaent and tiwus
create the conditions ncecessary for thie wore than 5 million Afihan refusces in
Pakistan and Iran to rcturn to thcir homeland in safety and honour. Pakistan
remains comiitted to the cvolution of sucn a political solution for which efforces
are being made currently under the acsis of tne Scerotary--Goncral of the
United Nations.

The peonle and CGov.ornmont of Paizistan sincorcely desir: to live in lasting peacce
and friendship with all ncighbouring countrics. Tine importance of the curront
consideration of an agrccaant betweon Pakistan and India for an exchange of mutual
guarantecces of non-aggression and non-usc of foree is sclf-cvidoent.

Pakistan is deeply concerned about the clinatc of confrontation and acrimony
which characterizes relations boetween the two supcrpowers at the present time. It
is axiomatic that internzational tensions can be removed only if States scrupulously
follow thc principles of the United Nations Chartor. An endcavour to achicve rapid
and appreciabl: procoross in halting and roeversing the aras race, especially tho
nuclcar arms racc, must also be mad: since the aras roce itsclf contributes to
building up intcemational tension.

Paxistan thoeroefoire welcoacs the initiation of the Geneva talks on mediunm-range
nuclzar weapons and hopus thact both nugotiating partics will aalke overy offort to
cnsure that an carly agroeacat is reacined, represeantiang a oal and significant step
towards nuclear disarmanont. Siwilarly, Pakistan aopes that the United States and
the Sovict Union will soon agrec to the commencencnt of negotintions on strategic
nuclear ucapons with the obvjoctive of achicving ronl and weaningful reductions in
tneir strategic arscnals.

The importance of these two scts of inter-linked nesotiations for the success
of tho entire process of disarmauint is s:lf-ocvident; c¢qually clear is the primary
responsibility of the two partics for the initiation of the process of genuine
disarmament. At the same time, we would do well not to uindercstimate the political
opportunity presentoed by tae forthcouing sccond siecial scssion of the United Nations

CGeneral Assembly devoted o disarmament. Dogpite the currcnt inhospitable politieal
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climate, this session can give an impetus to setting in motion the disarmanment
process. Nor should we underestimate the iuportant part which the Committee on
Disarmament can play in ensuring that the opportunicy of the second special session
is not missed. My delegation tnerefore agrees with those speakers who have
sugzested that our work during the next 12 weeks must be aimed principally at
ensuring that the Comaittee makes an optimun contribution to the success of the
special session.

The conclusion of a nuclear test ban treaty would undoubtedly contribute
immensely to the success of the second special session. But hopes of this
happening have dimmed. It should be possible at the very least for the Committee to
establish a working group on the CT3 at the current session and to makza some progress
towards the treaty which can be reportad to tie special session. There is, of
course, a direct link between nuclear disarmament and a test ban treaty. But it was
our impression that the test ban was an immediate rather than long-range objective
of all Governments of nuclear and non-nuclear States. We would do well to ponder,
at this stage, the risks which any further delay in concluding a test ban treaty
would entail. It would also be relevant to recall once again the link between
measures to halt the vertical as well as the horizontal proliferation of nuclear
yv'eapons.

Another issue on which tais Committee has baen asked to conclude an agreement
for submission to the second special session is negative security assurances. My
dclegation was most gratificd at the oveorwholming support for Pakistan's resolution
on this subject at thz thirty-sixth session of the Geaceral Assembly. In accordance
with the recommendation mad2 in that General Asscmbly resolution, ay delegation
is preparced to undertake further intensive efforts to scarch for a conmon approach
or a common formula “includinz in particular thosc considercd during the session
of the Comaittec on Disarmament held in 1981%. May [ recall that these include
principally the onc proposcd by the Wecherlands and the three formulations
informally suggested by my delegation. The discussions last year, however, have
made it amply clcar that an agreemont would become possible only if the nuclear-
weapon States reconsider their diverzont positions and respond in a more forthright
and credible way to the security concerns of the non-nuclear--wcapon States. The
General Assembly has appealod, "especially to the nucloar-weapon States, to
demonstrate the political will nucessary to reach agrecment on a coammon approach and,
in particular, on a coumon formula which could be included in an international
instrument of a logally binding character'. I can do no better than to reitorate
this appecal. As Ambassador Fein put at, "the ball is in the court of the nuclear-
weapon States”. lc look forward to a serious and considerced responsc from thcaua,
not mecrely a reiteration of positions which arc conceived only in the context of
their narrow sclf--intcerest and auclear doctrines.

My delezation would welconc the re-astablishment of the Ad Hoe Working Group
on Chemical Weapons. Ye hope that it will be given a new mandatz which will enable
it to commence the concrete task of acmotiating the toxt of a chemical weapons
convention. This goal has become all the more urgent in the lignt of persistent
reports about the usc of chemical weapons in soae parts of the uworld and other
reports rcgarding decisions taken to augment and wodernize chemical woapons stockpiles.
Further delay or ambiguity regarding the conclusion of 2 cheaical weapons convention
could well zrode tine coxisting international conscensus on the subjoct and add the
spectre of gonceral chemical warfarce to the nuclear shadow which already hangs over
mankind.
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My delegation is prepared to work diligently to conclude a convention
nrohibiting radiological wcapons in tiwe for the second specirl session. Howevir,
we remain fully coavinced by the Swedish nrgument that -the -~nly feasible mcans of
using radioactivity for hoslilc Lirposes, 1t presant, is through tne destruction
of or damagc to nuclecar facilities. This issuc must be addresszd squarely in the
radiological wecpons convention. The Committee should not snend its limited
time and resources on preparing a treaty which nas no scignificance for the prescent
or the foresceabl: futurc.

It has been said that the comprehensive proaramne of disarmaacnt would
constitute the "centre-picvec” of tne sicond specicl session.  Th2 viorking Geroup on
this itcw has conducted considerahle and important work under the avle and 2xnericncaed
stowardship of Ambassador Gorcia Dobles. 4as yeot, hoviever, we do not se2 the light
at tne end of the tunnci.

The wain positions involved in the ncgotiations 30 far arc basically defined
in documnent CD/223, subrritted by tie Group of 21, documcnt CD/20%, presented by somo
ilest Euronean couatries, and tho agrecd position of the socialist States cxpresscad
on their bchalf by tho representative of Czochoslovalia on 2 Fobeuary. Whilce ia
the process of cvoluating the socialist praescatation, my delegetion notos with
satisfaction thoir own asscssment chiat “the provmosals suovnitied by the Group of 21
largely coincide with the agreod position of tue socinlist countieices ...".
Unfortunately, therc is rathor a consideraple divergonce in concept and substance
between the position of tiie Groun of 21 and that of the West CDuropcan delezations.

I would like to tnke this opnortunity to claborat. somewhat on the rationale
underlying the position of the Group of 21 and to answer some of the criticism
which we have hcard directed to docuuaent CD/223.

The "measures to be includad in the comprchensive srogramme of disarwamcit
constitute the most substantive part of the programmc. Parasraph 10y of the Final
Document states that "the Committece on Disarmament will undertake the elaboration
of a comprenensive programac of disarunmeat cncompassing all woasures thought vo ve
advisable in order to ensure taat the goal of general and complete disarmamcnt
under effective international control becomes o rezlity ...¥.  The moasures
proposced in document CD/223 rofleet this ngrezoment. They encompass measurces
firstly, to halt the arins race, sccondly, to rcducce the luvel of armaments and,
ultimately, to achieve the final goal of generzl and coilpicte disocruament. In
contrast, document CD/205 provides only for measuires in the first stage which,
according to its sponsors, would bc restricted to ongoinz ncgotictions. As for
the rest, it provides a2 list of issucs on whicn subsecquent negotiations would be
undertaken, but without any indizction of thoiv saictaallv. contenc or scquence. In
our view, a programme would Do lass than comprchensive if it di¢ not cncompass all
thce measures necessary to achiceve general and complete disamaanent.

It has been s2id in ceriticism of document CD/223 that the measures providec
therein are too detailed and specific. I would like to draw attention to paragranh §
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of the I'inal Document, which states that "for disarmament ... to become a reality,
it was essential to agree on a serics of specific disarmament measurces”. In many
parts, document CD/223 recpeats and only slizhtly claborates upon the provisions
already agreed upon in the Final Document. This is particularly so with regard

to the measures in stage 1. Perhaps thc only substantive addition contained in
this section of document CD/223 is the claboration of paragraph 50 of the Final
Document relating to the process of nuclear disarmament by defining the objectives
of various negotiations. It is our understanding that disarmament negotiations

are always held with a view to a predeterminced and moi'e or less dcifinite objective.
As the distinguished representative of India stated last Tucsday, if we are to leave
everything to be determined by the negotiating partics thomselves, there is perhaps
no need for a CPD. Thosc who favour the identification of measures in more cryptic
form basc themselves, inter alia, on the proposition that the CPD is to constitute
a "framework" for negotiations. However, a framcwork for negotiations should not
be confuscd with an outline of negotiations, which is what is suggested in

document CD/205. We are prepared to ¥take the cuce" from the clements of the CPD
proposed by the Disarmament Commission, as recommended by the represcentative of

the Federal Republic of Germany, but we cannot restrict ourselves to these ‘ielements"
since the Committee has been asked preciscly to "elaborate" the progremme. In any
casc, most of the '"elements" arc a summary of provisions morc elaborately reflected
in the Final Document.

As regards the qucestion of stages or phases of thc CPD, paragraph 9 of the
Final Documcnt states that the "programme, nassing through all the nocessary stages,
should lead to general and complete disarmamcent". o felt this was quite evident.
Therce is also no difficulty in identifying the measurcs with which thce programme
should begin and thosc with which it should e¢nd. UWhat it is necessary to determine
is a logical scquence for the intermediate stage or stages.

I nust confess that we were rather surprised to sec that the sponsors of
document CD/205 did not dcem it possible to provide for anything in their programme
except measures in the first stage. The paper in fact does not cven contemplate
any measures in the final stage which are implied by the very objective of the
CPD, i.e. to achieve general and complete disarmament, and it cnumerates the
intermediate mecasurcs only in outline with no indication of sequcnce. On the other
hand, the specific measurcs, contained in docuwcnt CD/223 in four stages, reflect
agreed disarmament priorities and a rational sequence from beginning to end. WHe do
not claim, however, that this is not susceptible to improvement or to a categorization
which may be somewhat differcnt.

Much has been made of the impracticability of introducing "time-frauwes' for the
implementation of the CPD and its various stages. By definition, a programme
implies a planned scquence of actions to be undertaken over a period of time. For
example, the Programmc of Action contained in the Final Document of the first
special session does contain a time-frame. Paragraph 44 says that that Programme
"enumerates the specific measurcs of disarmament which should be implemented over
the next few years ...". Of coursc, these "next few years" have passed and not much
has becn done to implement these measures; but this does not mean that "time-frame"
indicated in paragraph 44 was "impractical" or "unrcalistic". ' Rather, it signifies
the failure of certain States to live up to their solcmn commitments under the
Final Document.
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Since the mensurcs in Lne Tirst stage of the CPD will, by and large, include
the unimplemented measures of the Prograrime of Action coataiaed in the Final
Document, there is already an indicatioun ol the time-frame in waich these are to
be implementea, i.c. the nait few years. e caa apgue whether this means three,
five or seven years. liorcover, with regard oven to sone of the mcasurcs in the
second stage, a “time-frame”™ has also been indicated. The Declaration of the 1980s
as the Sccond Disarmament Decade cnumceratoes tnosc mezsures wnich should be achicved
by the end of tho ducade. Extrapolating from thoes. alrcady acceptad Vtime-frames!
and bearing in mind the wore ambitiouvs periods cnvisazed in the 1962 deaft treatics
of thc United States and the Soviet Unioa on goencrz2l and complote disarmament, the
Group of 21 has suggested the accomplishment of the CFD in four stazes over the
coursc of two decades.

The Group of 21 is, of coursce, not so unrealistic as to bLelicve in the "magic
and automatism of tho calendar® in the dis~rmamcnt Ticld, just as ue arc not
convinced about the "magic of the warketplace' in the cconomic sphere. Criticism
of the Group for proposing "rigid" or “inflexzible' timce-frames is, I hope, the
result of a misunderstanding rathor than a deliborote nisinterpretation of our
position. The timoc-framcos we have sugiested for thne CPD and cach of its stages arc,
as we have stated repceatedly, 'indiecativeV, i.c. they comnotce wnot we regard as the
desirable period for the implomentation of certain mcasurces. It mey turn out that
thesc measures arc not achicved during the indicative period duc to various rceasons,
for example, the abseonce of mutual trust and confidoence among the States concerned.
But this does not mean that the indiecative time-framc for their achicvemont was
unrcalistic" or undcsirable. On the contrary, the oxistence of a time~frame would
act as an impetus for necgotiations, reproescnting as it would the agreed axpectation
of the internationzl comaunity.

Morecover, therc is nothing to prevent the rcalistic rondjustment of the tinc-
frame for any subsequent stage in the programuce in light of the progress nade in
its implcmentation. This could wcll constitute an important task of tiho mechanisa
vhich is to bc established to revieu the implementation of the programme. My
delogation is therefore happy to note that the distinguished reproesentative of the
Federal Republic of Gernany has acecpted the necd for a "dynamic tine function
[to bc] built into' the CPD" and cnvisages 2 rolc for the roview mechanism in this
process.  Poraaps there is room for compromisc on this point.

Another contentious issuc is the naturc od the CPD or, morc specifically,
the kind of obligations or commitments it would create for Statos. The Pakistan
delegation has repentedly cxnressed the vieu that the CPD should croate legally
binding obligations. Wc basc our proposition on the conception whicn nas been
attached to the CPD cvor since it uzs proposcd in tine wake of the stalcmate over the
draft trcaties for gencral and complctc disarmancnt proposcd by the Soviet Union
and thc United States. This undurstanding off the CPD, as something that would crcate
obligzations for Statecs, has been repeatedly confirm2d by the roesolutions of tho
General Assenbly and, in particular, in the Final Docuwment of the first speeicl
session. For exanple, paragranh 109 of the Final Documont statoes:  "Negotiations
(and I stress the word ‘nczotiations') on gencral and complcte disarmamoent shall
be conducted concurrently wien negotiations on partial mecasurcs. Vith this purpose
in mind, the Committoe on Disarmament vill undertake the claboration of a
comprchensive programmz of disarmament ...". Negotiations, cspecially ncgotiations
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in this Committee, arc, without exception, directed towards achieving agreemonts
which would legolly commit States. The distinguished represcentative of the

Federal Republic of Germany has said thac "oven the advocates of a legelly

binding CPD have. so far bcen unable to show how this binding effect could be
technically achieved™. The normal procedurc uould be for the Conmittec on
Disarmament to negotiatc and adopt the CPD, just as the CCD ncgotiataed such
instruments as the non-proliferation treaty, after which it would be approved by
the Gencral Assembly, cither by consensus or a majority vote, and commended to
States for signature and ratification in accordance with thzir national procedures.

My delegation is prepared to give full consideration to other views on this
point. However, we would sceriously question the valuc and nécessity of a document
which does not create concrete and binding obligations for States to implement the
comprchensive programme. Merc ‘'solemnity' in thce adoption of the CPD cannot create
confidence among States that interlinked rosponsibilitics will bc discharged by
otihner States. And without such a clear commitment, the CPD is likely to meet a
fate similar to previous solemn declarations and programmes adopted in the
United Nations. To pretend otherwise is to deceive cach other and perhaps to
dceceive ourselves and our peoples.

It is, of coursc, quite ovident that the CPD will be implementad "only if the
international community can truly rally bchind it" and if it reflects "the security
intercsts of all concerned”. Howcver, it must be realized that the international
community is composed today mainly of the non-aligned and developing countries,
which represent two-thirds of humanity. Their security interests have been
ignored, not for decades, but for centuries. If the process of disarmament conceived
in a CPD is to be "realistic", it must respond to their sccurity interests, now and
in the future. It must providce the assurance of balance and sccurity not only to
those who are maintaining this through the deployment of significant levels of
armaments; but also to that large uajority of States which is relatively unarmed
and militarily vulnerable. Sooner or later, a new and morc cquitable balance of
power will evolve, not so much between E-st and Uest, but L>twecen North and South
Disarmament, obviously, should bz the proferred path to the achicvement of such a
balance. But if it becomes evident that militarily powerful States are not
prepared to give up their military advantage, whether to prescerve balance with each
othor or to exercise domination ovor weaker States, it is likely that the arms
race will become truly global in character and immensely wmore dangerous in its
threat to the survival of mankind. Unfortunately, history sccms set upon this course;
the challenge before us is to reverse it. This is the "reality" we must confront.

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the distinguishad representotive of Pakistan for his
statement and for the kind reference he made to my country. I, too, am confident
that the peoples of our two countiies will continue their close co-operation in
accordance with the precepts of Islam.
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Mr. SOLA VILA (Cuba) (translated from Spanish): lir. Chairman, as this is the
first time my delegation is speaizing at a plenary mecting of the Committee, allow
me to extend to you our most sincere congratulations on seeing you,

Ambassador Ilahallati, the representative of revolutionary, non-alisned Iran, preside
over the work of the Committee on Disarmament during the month of February. e are
sure that, under your guidance, the worl: of the Cormittee will follow a sound course
and, needless to say, you mey rely at all times on the co-overation of the Cuban
delegation.

Allovw me likevise to congratulate your predecessor as Chairmen, Ambassador Lani
of Indonesia, on the very vise manner in which he guided the Cormittee vhen concluding
its work for 1981. ’

I should also like to add my voice to the words of condolence extended to the
delegation of Italy on the death of rmbassador liontezcmolo.

Finally, allow me to welcome on behalf of my cdeleration the new representetives
of fiustraliz, Bulgaria, Burma, Czechoslovakiz, the l'ederal Republic of Germany,
Italy, Nigeria andé the United States of America, from whom we hope the Committee's
work will benefit.

The Cuban delcsation is omnosed to the raising in this multiloteral negotiating
forum in the field of disarmament, unique of its liind, of political matters which are
unrelated to the substance of its work and, far from being helpful, slow down the
process of negctiation and tend to divert the Committee from its true functions.

It should be stressec, in wmarticular, that some of the sneakers wvhom we have
recently heard, supnosedly analysing the internctional situation and its nossible

effects on the Committee's worly, are the very ores vho remain shamefully silent in
the face of the massacre of tens of thousands of nconle in Central America.

. In K1 Salvador, in particular, the genocidal Junta vhich has usurped pover from
the legitimate interests of thet heroic neconle hes murdered more than 32,000 peonle
since January 1980 vith wnmqualificd sunport from ‘lashington. It is no accident that,
according to press reports, for cvery nine Jalvadorien soldiers, there is one
United Gtotes officer in L1 Selvacdor.

Some of the speal-ers wiio have claimed to evaluete the international situation
are thosc vwho remain silent before the provocative an? agzressive eittitude of the
United States in the Caribbean Lea and vhe sunnort the stazing of threetening and
intimidatory military manoeuvres in that aree, as well as the continuing and illegal
acts of wmilitary, osoliticel and < onomic hostilityr end agoression carried out by the

3,

United States Government acainst the JStates of the rexion.

These same spealiers are the ones who, in cne wvay or another, supnort the
occupation of llamibia and the outraces committod by South Africa in southern Lfrica
and vho once arain remain silent in the face of the ennexction of territories in the
11iddle Sast and the agnression anoinst ihe DPalestinian people by the zionict régime.

It must be aclmovledged that the meetings of the Committee on biscrmement vhich
we are now hol’ inz are taking place in o stcacdily vorsening international atmosphere
vhose roots must be sousht in the continuing arns race and the steacdy grouth of
military budzgets,
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The internaticnal ccmmunity nas seen hov some 3teotes are striving ieo continue
the armaments spiral; hov they introduce new tymes an< syscoms of weapons of sll
lkinds in their arscnals, despite the growinzg repuciation of nublic opinion; hov
they develon and expand nev uilitary concepts and doctrines, such as those of
"limited nuclear war', vhich, in the long run, serve only to increase the danger of
a nuclear holocaust; cnd hou they »urcue policies aimed at avoiding co-oneration
emong 3tates and at fomenting confroniation and intrigue.

the disarmement nemsociations earce of enormous importance
? >

re no effort to avert the danger of nuclear war and cnsurce
¢ irternational sccurivy.

In thesc circunsiance
and this is vhy we must s»
stable and lasting neace an

S
a2

In this context, my delegation attoches greet importence to the negotiations
aimed at brincing about nuclear disarmament. The wriority of this itom was not only
recornized in paragraph 45 of the Pinal Document of the first snecial session of the
United Nations General isscombly ¢evoted to disarmanent, but the necessity ond ursency
of averting the danger of nuclear var and achicviag nuclear disarmament appear as
constanv throuchout the Final Document.

Decause of their undeniable impact on the progress of the arms race and the
dangers of nuclear weapons for the survival of marlkiind, the priority itcms in the
Coumittee's programme of worl: itsclf continue to be the nuclear weanon test ban and
the cessation of the nuclear armns race and nuclear cdisarmament.

In this comnection, at the lest plenary meeting of the Committee, on 9 [February,
we heard o distinguished representative say that there is no arms race, that it is
the product of sonme Lkind of propaganda.

Is it possible that there arc ncople vho believe that progress can be made on
the road to peace with an attitu’c of that kind? How can there be such a step
backwerds in relation to the I'inal Yocument of the 1978 special session of the
General Assembly on disarmament? How can there be such shameless cdisregard for
everything that is stated in the Finel Document concerning tie need teo halt anc
reverse the arms race, particulerly the nuclear arms racc?

On a number of occasions, rcference has been made in this Cormittee to the necd
for political will on the part of all States participating in the Cormittee;
political will is, however, something that we cannot create here in this forum; it
is something that we must bring with us from our owm countries.

The priori*; which has alwcys been given to the items of nuclear disarmament
and the nuclear test ben must be made clear by the Committee at the very start of
its worl. ’

lhen considering the establishment of the Committee's svbsidiary bodies for its
spring session this vear, these prioritics must unéeniably be taken into account and
we therefore firmly support the establishment without delay of two working groups to
deal with matters relating to the nuclecar wcepon test ban and with nuclear
disarmement, respectively. Iicedless to say, sll States vhich nossess nuclear
weapons must participate in those vorlzing groups, in viev of the responsibility they
bear:; and we hope that they vill acdont the attitude whiich their status as
nuclear-weapon States requires.
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Perhaps it is necessary to point out once again that the establishment.of
working groups as subsidiary bodies of the Committee has been recognl"ed as one of
the most effective means of carrying on work within this forum.

In this comnection, my delesation supports the irmecdiate establishment of the
working groups which vill continue advancing on the road already opened up in
previous years to apgreement on the prohibition of chemical weapons, the prohlbltlon
of radiological weapons and the granting of security ruarantees for -
non-nuclear-veapon States.

liy delegation welcomes the fact that the Committce has already decided, at the
very start of its 1962 session, that the Ad Iloc Vorl:ing Group on a Comprehensive
Programme of Disarmament will continue to worl: under the guidance of
Ambassador Garcia Robles. This provides an irmediate guarantee that this negotiating
body will succeed in presenting a draft programme for adoption at the second special
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament.

Iy delegation is also of the opinion that the Committee on NDisarmament is under
an obligation to seelr wvays of complying vith the requests by the United Nations
General Assembly that it should begin negotiations with a view to concluding a
convention on the prohibition of the production, stockpiling, deployment and use of
nuclear neutron weapons and with a view to drawing up a treaty prohibiting the
stationing of weapons of any kind in outer space.

M though at future mecetings we shell speal: in detail on the items before the
Committee, I should'like to mal:e a few brief comments on the procedure to be followed
for their consideration.

The need to prepare a convention prohibiting the development, production and
stockpiling of chemical weapons and providing for the destruction of existing stocks
of such weapons is becoming increasingly pressing in vieu of the escalation of the
chemical arms race, as is made clear by the recent decisions of the United States
Government to authorize the continuatlion of the manufacture of such weapons.

Last year, the relevant Vorling Group made considerable progress, - wvhich should
be continued this year so that such a covention may be adopted with the necessary
urgency.

The adoption of urgent measures to nrevent the development of chemical weapons,
including binary weapons, calls for the establishment of a working group with an
appropriate mandate that will enable it to enter into the substance of the
preparation of the convention in question.

My deleration hopes that, this year, a decision to this effect can be taken at
an early date.

\lith regard to the preparction of a treaty prohibiting radiological weapons,
there can be no justification whatsoever for any further delay.

In the relevant resolution of the General Asscmbly, the Committee on
Disarmament is called upon to continuc negotiations so that the text of the
agreement may be submitted to the General Assembly at its second special session
devoted to disarmament.
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The elaboration of a treaty prohibiting the development, production,
stockpiling and use of radiological weapo.is, particularly at the spring session of
the Committee on Disarmament for this year, would not only comply with the
General Assembly's request, but would also constitute a very positive element in
relation to this Committee's work.

With regard to the granting of security guarantees for non-nuclear weapon
States, my delegation considers that the Committee on Disarmament should not delay
its work by considering compromise proposals, which will not enable it successfully
to adopt an intermational instrument on this major question.

Declarations, identical in substance, by all nuclear-weapon States should not
be viewed as a goal that we must set ourselves, but, rather, as one possible interim
measure that may be taken pending the adoption of the above-mentioned instrument.

I now feel obliged to malte a few brief remarks on the preparation of the
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament.

Firstly, it has been amply aclmowledged in this Committee that, in view of the
forthcoming second special session of the Genersl Asscubly devoted to disarmament,
this is one of the special tasks that we have to carry out.

The adoption of the CPD at the special session would impart great momentum to
the disarmament negotiations and make it possible to channel them more securely
towards the goal of general and complete disarmament.

In my delegation's opinion, the comprechensive programme of disarmament consists
of a set of interrelated disarmament measures which must be implemented in a series
of phases over a specific period of time.

The implementation of the comprehencive prograrme of disarmament should not
only ensure the success of disarmament negotiations in all forums, but also make a
substantial contribution to the maintenance of an international climate of
understanding and co~-operation among States, in which the strengthening of
international .détente will be permanent and peace and security will be enjoyed by
all on an equal footing. In this respect, we place special emphasis on the
iumplementation of the Hew International Lconomic Order.

In its resolution 36/92 F, entitled "Renort of the Committee on_ Disarmament®,
vhich my delegation sponsored together with a large group of member countries of
the Committee, the United Nations General Assembly not only requested the Committee
on Disarmament to intensify its negotiations on priority questions, but also invited
members of the Committee involved in separate negotiations on priority questions of
disarmament to intensify their efforts to achieve a positive conclusion of those
necotiations.

It is in this context that my delcgation welcomes the start of the negotiations
between the Union of Coviet Socialist Republics and the United States of America on
the limitation of nuclear weapons in Zurope which began on 30 November last year.
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In keeping with the importance which my delegation attaches to the negotiations
taking place outside this framework and in view of the positive impact they will
have on the Committec’s negotiations, wc consider it both necessary and urgent to
resume the bilateral and oo Z:i.eal tellis whicen werce taking place on the control and
limitation of arms and have now been unjustifiably suspended.

The resumption of those ncgotiations would not only allow the international
community to see 2 glimicr of none for 2ll the disarmament negotiations, but would
also, we are convinced, heln a great deal to smooth the way for the Committee's
work and the achievement of the results oxpected of it.

In conclusion, I would merely like to say that my -delegation has placed all its
hopes on the success of the special scssion of the United Nations General Assembly
which is to be held in Junc nand July this year in New York and will be the
second session that important forum has devoted to disarmnment questions during
its 36 years of existencc.

This special session should represent a stcp forwnrd in relation to the session
held in 1978 and its results should scrve to foster the implementation of the
Final Document adopted at that scssion., Needless to say, our Committee bears no
small responsibility in thc zchievemeni of that objective and tnat is why our efforts
must commence forthwith.

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the distinguished representative of Cuba for his
statement and for the kind refercnce he made to my country.

Mr. MAINA (Kenya): Mr. Chairman, since I am taking the floor in the plenary
of the Committce for the first time during this session, T would like to offer my
congratulations to you for assuming the chairmanship of the Committee for this
month. We commend the way you have been guiding our deliberations and my delegation
will extend to you full supoort and co-operation.

May I also pay tribute to my distinguished friend, Ambassador Anwar Sani of
Indonesia, for the rcle he played as lcader of the Committce since August 1981.
My delegation missed the summer secssion of the Committee for rcasons beyond our
control, but the reports of the work don: show that we misscd an exciting session.

May T zlso offer sincere condolences to tie delcgation of Italy and, through
it, to the family of the lote Ambassador Vittorio Cordero di Montezemolo. He was
a valuable colleague in the Committee on Disarmament and those who had the
opportunity to work witn nim will miss his friendship and the contribution he made
to the work of this Committee.

We are meeting at a timc when the internationnl political and security situation
is precarious and full of tension. There is every indication that the cvents
shaping up in the world today could lead to serious consaquences unless these
developments are arrcsted and defused. We cannot sit” in this Committce and . say
nothing about these developments, - since they are dircetly related to our work. We
cannot see any justification for siience. Ue cannot believe that our work here can
produce any results when the principal parties delecare cverywhere, even in this
Committee, that they are promoting armaments, the very thing this Committee is
dedicated to climinating. )

It would have been very impressive and exciting to observe the way in which the
two superpowers manipulate and scek to shift the vlame between them for current
devclopments, if it were not so terribly tragic. My delogation accepts the



CD/PV.154
18

(Mr. Maina, Kenya)

proposition that this is not the proper forum for raising all the problems that have
contributed to the present tensions in the world. We also know that, if it were
necessary to do so now, each one of us in this Committee could allocate the blame to
different parties, as we see fit. But allocating blame is not the role or function
of this Committeec. '

Constrained by these considcrations, my delegation was wondering what to make
of the very important statement by the distinguished delecgation of the )
United States of America and the equally impressive response of the distinguished
representative of the Soviet Union earlier this weck. Leaving out the unhappy fact
that neither of them can claim a good, clean record in international relations cver
the last 30 years, wec felt that another message, more important in the work of this
Committee, was perhaps coming through both interventions. I refer to the dispute
over the balance of forces between the two camps. There was first a c¢lain that a
balance of forces was arrived at, but that it has now been upset; hence the need to
rcctify the situation by producing more armaments. Then camc a denial that there had
becen an upset. Figures vere produced to support the contention that the balance of
forces continues to exist. Neither the alleged balance nor the data used to assess
the balance is under international control or verification. Thesc two elements are
at at the heart of the work of this Committee and it is pertinent to ask whether
the climate and time are opportunc for this Committec to formulate an international
mechanism for verification, even if control comecs later. This would be a constructive
approach to the current dispute and tense calls everywhere to increase armaments and
preparec for war. If cmbarked upon, it could defuse the current situation and possibly
produce the first tangible confidence-building measure so basic to the work of
this Committee.

In singling out this one theme in the important statements by the two
delegations, we have not underrated the other zlements in those contributions to our
debate. We cannot, in any way, divert attention from the basic obligations of all
States under the Charter of the United Nations, to mention but one.

In this first statement, I would merely wish to add a few rcmarks to what many
delegations have already said regarding our work. This Comnittee has already been in
existence for three years now. It is a2 matter of disappointment that it will have
nothing to show in June in the way of a completed international treaty covering any
aspect of our work. Nothing we can say rciarding the difficulties of our work or
comparisons with the predecessors of the Committee on Disarmament will assuage the
disappointed hopes of the international community when the Committee on Disarmament
was created nearly four years ago. This does not in any way gainsay all the
dedicated work that the  Committee has done so far but it does underline the nced to
give top priority to the preparation of our report to the second special session of
the General Asscmbly devoted to disarmament. There is no need, at this late hour,
to expand the agenda or to spend too much time discussing procedures, not even the
lively issue of the creation of new working groups, before progress is made in the
work of'the cxisting groups. Our human resources, as a delegation, are quite
limited and I belicve other delegntions are in a similar situation. My delegation
therefore urges the Committce to consider this fact in determining priorities of
work and the timing of cach programme of activity.

May I conclude my remarks by stating that my delegation is full of optimism
and hope in the work of this Committee. We are not discouraged in any way by what
appears to us to be but passing dark clouds on the international scene. We bclieve
sooner or later that we shall have a brcakthrough in our scarch for the road to
disarmament. We think wc have no alternative but to keep going with a determination
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that never sags in our efforts. The clcients necessary for success appoear to us to
be all there. What appears to eludc our grasp, for now, is the skill to put them
all together.

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the distinguished representative of Kenya for his
statement and for the kind words he addressed to the Chair. I now call on the
representative of the Unitcd States of America to speak in exercise of his right
of reply.

Mr. FIELDS (United States of America): I wish to take note, at the outsct of my
remarks, Mr. Chairman, of your comment this morning concerning the continuation of
yesterdéy's meeting and of the explanation you gave concerning the ruling you made
yésterday.

It is not the practice of my delegation to delay the important work of this
Committee by frivolously exercising its right of reply. In fact, we have heretofore
deliberately avoided taking the floor in the interest of economizing the Committee's
valuable time. Thus,I will npot waste any more of our time today by dignifying the
baseless and ludicrous charges against my country just made by the Cuban representative
However, I am constrained to reply briefly to the vicious and unsubstantiated
accysation made yesterday by the representative of llongolia.

The distinguished rcpresentative of Mongolia called Mr. Rostow's speech “erude,
gross and slanderous™. This was an attack of a personal nature on an official of a
Member State who came as a guest to this Committee to present the views of the
United States of America. This attack violates every codc of decorum in the
collegial bodies, such as our Committee, with which I am familiar. It is demeaning,
not only to a guest of this Committee, but to the Committee itself. I noted, however,
that the representative of Mongolin did not and, indeed, could not refute any of the
substantive points made in Mr. Rostow's statement.

The representative of Mongolia cxpressed surprise that the delegation of the
United States, like many others in recent days, should mention the aggression in
Afghanistan and the loss of human rights in Poland in the context of the work of
this Committee. I frankly marvel at this statement, which implies that the
international community should ignore these threats to world peace. We certainly do
not ignore these shameful acts.

I would like briefly also to set the record straight on three other subjeccts.
First, I would remind the recpresentative of Mongolia -- and indeed the representative
of Cuba -~ that the United States has rcpeatedly and resolutely opposed the abhorrent
doctrinc of apartheid and that it condemns racism in any form. The United States has
never becn, and never will be, in sympathy with any form of racism. In fact, we
fought our bloodiest war -- our Civil War -- to rid our nation of Bhe scourge of
slavery and thereafter embodied in our Constitution a prohibition against this base
form of racism and took stcps in that Constitution to assure the equal rights of
every citizen. Secondly, I would point out that, even as we are talking in this room
today, the United States is actively engaged in consultations to bring peace to the
region of southern Africa and indepcndence to Namibia.

Finally, I would recall for the benefit of the representative of Mongolia that
the United States has condemned Israeli actions in the Golan Heights in all
appropriate fora.

I hope we will not bc diverted again from our important work in this Committee by
unfounded charges and insults to officials who come before this Committee to present
their Government's viecws.
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Mr, ERDEMBILEG (Mongolia): Ifr. Chairman, I do not wish to burden members of
the Committee with another long statement, but my delegation feels obliged %o
state its position zgain, as regards the siatement we have just heard from the
distinguished representative of the United States of America.

We listened to the United States representative's stctement, in which he once
again made a number of attacks on my country, with unfounded accusations. However,
if the substance of that statement is examined, it can be seen that the
United States representative was able to refute hardly any of the points put forward
in our statement yesterday. In fact, who will deny that the aggressive policy of
Israel, supported and encouraged by the United States of America, has for decades
now been one of the main sources of tension not only in the Middle East but
throughout the world. At its emergency special session held only a few days ago,
the United Nations General Assembly in adopting a decision condemning the aggressor,
i.e, Israel and its United States protectors, once again clearly demonstrated that
becayse of the continuing acts of international piracy committed by Israel, the
Middle Bast is one of the hottest spots on our planet.

Who will dispute that outrages have been committed for a number of years by the
South African racists who receive unlimited moral —- and not only moral —- support
from many vwestern States, and especially the United States of America? It seems
to us that a great deal could be said about this by our colleagues from the African
countries.,

The Mongolian delegation in its statement yesterday confined itself to
mentioning these two areas in which the situation has truly given cause for serious
concern. But it is not only in those two areas that the United States pursues its
activities aimed at crushing national liberation movements, disrupting internmational
co-operation and supporting reactionary dictatorial régimes. The delivery of
United States weapons to the Kuomintang clique in Taiwan, in keeping with the
"two Chinas" theory, is nothing more than an attempt to create yet another hotbed
of tension in the world. The Mongolian People's Republic, one of the peace-loving
States of Asia, is a neighbour of the People's Republic of China. We have considered
and we continue to consider that there is only one China — the People's Republic
of China. Recently the situation in the Far East region has been aggravated by the
fact that the United States of America, through delivering weapons to Taiwan, is
increasing tension in the area. In his statement today my colleague from Cuba,
Ambassador Sold Vila, has already revealed the role of the United States in
supporting terrorist anti-national régimes in Latin America, in particular that of
the Salvadorian junta, which is slaughtering the Salvadorian people in large numbers,
using American weapons and with the participation of so-called American advisers.
Thousands and thousands of Salvadorians have perished at the hands of the junta,
which is holding on to power only through the financial, military and political
assistance of the United States. In recent days angry and vigorous protests have
been heard throughout the world against the inhuman acts of terror being committed
in E1 Salvador by the Salvadorian junta with the support of the United States of
America. Lastly, it is not possible to ignore the continuing interference of the
United States in the intermal affairs of Asian countries, including Iran, and the
attempts to change the course of events in that country to the advantage of the
fnited States, In my opinion, all this is clearly related to the questions of the
non-use of force, the inadmissibility of expansion, non-interference in the internal
affairs of countries and international terrorism.
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We did not wish to deal with other questions which would divert the attention of
the Committee from its tasks, but we were obliged to do so, I repeat, because the
distinguished representative of the United States and several representatives of
other countries, ireferred to involve the Committee in a discussion of the causes of
international tension, in an attempt to create confusion. I wish to stress, in this
comnection, that the Mongolian delegation, like other delegations which are seeking
to make progress in the sphere of disarmament, firmly opposes the linking of these
questions with the disarmament negotiations and with the achievement of gemuine
results in them. We appeal to the delegations of the United States of America and
of other countries to allow the Committee to deal with the issues for the solution
of which it was in fact established.

Mr, SOLA VILA (Cuta) (translated from Spanish): lr. Chairman, José Martf said
that words were made to tell the truth, not to cover it up. The facts contradict
the words wused in the reply. Which member of the Security Council vetoed the
"Just sanctions called for against Israel and Souih Africa for their continuing
violations of the United Notions Charter? I apgain state that this Committee is not
a forum for polemics. We neither fear nor shrink from polemics, but, in our view,
there are other places in which to engage in them. Our Committee was set up to
negotiate. Out of respect for all its members, including the United States delegation,
that is all I have to say for now.

Mr. ISSRAEIYAN. (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from Russian) :
Mr, Chalrman, the Soviet delezation would like to refer to a matter which we consider
important, namely, the incident which occurred yesterday and which seriously upset
and disturbed us. I am referring ic the threatening shouts of a visitor at the
meeting., I could not understaned what he was shouting nor in fact could I make out
exactly in what language he was shouting, but he obviously perturbed the Committee's
work. In view of the conditions of terrorist violence in this part of the world, we
feel that consideration should be given to security measures and measures to ensure
normal conditions for the Cormittee's work. I do not knowwhether any supervision is
normally exercised in the United Nations ¢ver the behaviour »f visitors. In any
case, we would ask the secretariat to take the necessary steps to ensure that such
incidents do not recur, because not only do they disturb the normzl working of the
Committee but they could also in a general way represent a threat to any one of the
persons sitting around this table, Some of my colleagues said that the man appeared
to be not in perfect health, and perhaps he got here by accident. We do not think
this is the best place for sick people.

Mr, ERDEMBILEG (llongolia): Mr. Chairman, I would like to express the
Mongolian delegation's support of the comments just made by the distinguished
representative of the Soviet Union,

As you know, the Mongolian delegation is perhaps the smallest in the Committee
on Disarmament and we have to take part in many international conferences, including
the current session of the Commission on Human Rights. Heated debates take place
there in fact and whenever I enter the room, I see two, three and even more security
officers stationed there. Ivery time they check not only my identity badge but also
my personal identification papers. As a result, yesterday after that incident, I drew
the secretariat!s attention to this and requested that the visitors sitting in the
public gallery should be called to order.
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I fully support the comments made by the representative of the Soviet Union.
The Committee on Disarmament is, of course, an important international forum and
its members represent Govermments. I think that for the normal functioning of this
body, it is essential for appropriate security measures to be taken. I would like
to draw this to your attention, !Mr., Chairman, and to that of the secretariat.

Mr. JAIPAL (Personal Representative of the Secretary-General and Secretary of the
Committee on Disarmament): Yesterday, immediately after this unfortunate incident,
in fact while it was happening, I dispatched by deputy to go outside and, with the
help of the Security officer, to intercept the man and find out his identity.
His particulars have been obtained. He was evidently a tourist from France who had
come here with his wife and child. He apologized for the incident and was found
to be unarmed. However, we .have asked the Chief of Security to tighten up security
measures here —— because they were obviously not adequate yesterday — and I think
that is going to be done. If you 1like, we shall aslk the Security Unit to provide the
same sort of strict security check that is applied in the Commission on Human Rights,
I do not think that should be difficult, but, certainly, control over access to the
public gallery has to be siricter.

The CHAIRMAN: Today, the secretariat has circulated an informal paper
containing an indicative time-table for meetings to be held next week. Of course,
since much will depend on the results of our discussion of organizational matters, the
time-table is tentative and we may subsequently have toadjust it. If there is no
objection, I will consider that the Committee adopts the informal paper.

Mr, GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish): Mr. Chairman, I would
like to make one brief remark and a suggestion. For reasons beyond my control, I will
have to be away from Geneva on Thursday, 18 February, as of 2 p.m., so it will be
impossible for me to be here that day for the meeting of the Ad Hoc Working Group
on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, which, as you know and as indicated on
the list prepared by the secretariat, usually meets on Thursdays at 3 p.m. I would
like to know whether the infommal meeting of the Cormittee now scheduled for
Wednesday, 17 February, at 3 p.m. could be held on Thursday, 18 February, at 3 p.m.,
so that the Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament could meet on
Wednesday, 17 February, at 3 p.m., rather than on Thursday, 18 TFebtruary, at 3 p.m.

Mr, MAINA (Kenya): Ildr. Chairman, I took note of your remark that the programme
might be adjusted, but I am concerned about the items appearing for Wednesday and for
Friday. The items we are supposed to dispose of today after our plenary meeting ave
the establishment of subsidiary bodies and the participation of States non-members
of the Committee. About this, you are going to provide a new draft of what the
programme is going to be like and some of these items have been disposed of. I hope
that the remark that the programme is to be adjusted refers to this particular aspect;
otherwise, we would le prolonging decisions or putting off decisions on some very
simple items. :
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Mr, de SQOUZA e SILVA (Brezil): Ifr. Chairman, my delegation has no objection
to the proposed programme of worl, on the understanding that it is a tenative one,
because the inclusion here of one item of the draft agenda, namely, the nuclear
test ban, might inply that the agenda has Leen adonted, but this is not the case,
at least not for my delegation.

The CHAIRMAN: As I mentioned, the tine-table is tentative, so there is no
problem, If there is no objeciion to the proposed informal paper, we will adopt it.

It was so decided.

The CHATRMAN: As agreed by the Cormittee, I will convene an informal meeting
five minutes after the adjourmment of this plenary meeting. The next plenary meeting
of the Committee will be held on Tuesday, 16 February, at 10.30 a.m.

The meeting stands adjourned,

The meeting rose at 12,10 p.n.




