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The CHAIRMAN: In The Name of God The Most Compassionate, The Most Merciful, 
I declare open the one hundred and fifty-fourth plenary meeting of tne Committee on 
Disarmament. I have on my list of speakers for today the representatives of 
Pakistan, Cuba and Kenya. The representative of fne 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 Programme of Disarmament and the 
long list of speakers for the plenary meeting on Thursday, 11 February, two different 
plenary meetings would be held, one on Thursday, 11 February, and the other on 
Friday, 12 February. 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 Soviet delegation would 
request that in future lists of speakers should not cover two meetings at once-* - 
The list of 10 speakers 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. I would 
request that the secretariat’s attention should be drawn to this.

Mr. AHMAD (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 representative 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 colleagues, Ambassador Fein of the Netherlands, and to wish him the 
best in his new and important responsibilities at the Hague. I would also like to 
extend a warm welcome to representatives who have joined us for the first time in 
the Committee 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 Committee, it is most gratifying 
for the Pakistan delegation to see in the chair a distinguished representative of 
the Islamic Republic of Iran. The peoples of ou^ two countries share a common 
faith, culture and history. Tney snare the aspiration to order their national life 
in accordance with the precepts of Islam. I am confident tnat our two countries 
will continue to co-operate in establishing a climate of durable peace and security 
in the larger region of South West Asia on the basis of strict respect for the 
principles of the United Nations Charter, especially those concerning the sovereignty 
and territorial integrity of States.

It is self-evident that th_ international community has a vital stake in 
achieving a political solution to the tragic conflict Afghanistan on the basis 
of the immediate withdrawal of foreign forces .from that country. This would enable 
the Afghan people to determine their own destiny end for.; of Government and thus 
create the conditions necessary for the more than j million Afghan refugees in 
Pakistan and Iran to return to their homeland in safety and honour. Pakistan 
remains committed to the evolution of such a political solution for which efforts 
are being made currently under the aegis of the Secretary-General of the 
United Nations.

The peoole and Government of Pakistan sincerely desire to live in lasting peace 
and friendship with all neighbouring countries. The importance of the current 
consideration of an agreement between Pakistan and India for an exchange of mutual 
guarantees of non-aggression and non-use of force is self-evident.

Pakistan is deeply concerned about the climate of confrontation and acrimony 
wfiich characterizes relations between the two superpowers at the present time. It 
is axiomatic that international tensions can be removed only if States scrupulously 
follow the principles of the United Nations Charter. An endeavour to achieve rapid 
and appreciable progress in halting and reversing the arms race, especially the 
nuclear arms race, must also be made since the arms race itself contributes to 
building up international tension.

Pakistan therefore welcomes the initiation of the Geneva talks on medium-range
nuclear weapons and hopes that both negotiating parties will make every effort to 
ensure that an early agreement is reacned, representing a real and significant step 
towards nuclear disarmament. Similarly, Pakistan nopcs that the United States and 
the Soviet Union will soon agree to the commencement of negotiations on strategic 
nuclear weapons with the objective of achieving r^al and meaningful reductions in 
their strategic arsenals.

The importance of these two sets of inter-linked negotiations for the success 
of the entire process of disarmament is s -4-f-evident; equally clear is the primary 
responsibility of the two parties for the initiation of the process of genuine 
disarmament. At the same time, we would do well not to underestimate the political 
opportunity presented by the forthcoming second special session of the United Nations 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament.. Despite the current inhospitable political
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climate, this session can give an impetus to setting in motion the disarmament 
process. Nor should we underestimate the important part which the Committee on 
Disarmament can play in ensuring that the opportunity of the second special session 
is not missed. My delegation therefore agrees with those speakers who have 
suggested that our work during the next 12 weeks must be aimed principally at 
ensuring that the Committee makes an optimum 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 make some progress 
towards the treaty which can be reported to the 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. Wo 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 
weapons.

Another issue on which tais Committee has boon asked to conclude an agreement 
for submission to the second special session is negative security assurances. My 
delegation was most gratified at the overwhelming support for Pakistan’s resolution 
on this subject at the thirty-sixth session of the General Assembly. In accordance 
with the recommendation made in that General Assembly resolution, my delegation 
is prepared to undertake further intensive efforts to search for a common approach 
or a common formula "including in particular those considered during the session 
of the Committee on Disarmament held in 1981". May I recall that these include 
principally the one proposed by the Netherlands and the three formulations 
informally suggested by my delegation. The discussions last year, however, have 
made it amply clear that an agreement would become possible only if the nuclear- 
weapon States reconsider their divergent positions and respond in a more forthright 
and credible way to the security concerns of the non-nuclear-weapon States. The 
General Assembly has appealed, "especially to the nuclear-weapon States, to 
demonstrate the political will necessary to reach agreement on a common approach and, 
in particular, on a common formula which could be included in an international 
instrument of a legally binding character". I can do no better than to reiterate 
this appeal. As Ambassador Fein put it, "the ball is in the court of the nuclear- 
weapon States". Ue look forward to a serious and considered response from them, 
not merely a reiteration of positions which arc conceived only in the context of 
their narrow self-interest and nuclear doctrines.

My delegation would welcome the re-establishment of the Ad Hoc Working Group 
on Chemical Weapons. We hope that it will be given a new mandate which will enable 
it to commence the concrete task of negotiating the text of a chemical weapons 
convention. This goal has become all the more urgent in the light of persistent 
reports about the use of chemical weapons in some parts of the world and other 
reports regarding decisions taken to augment and modernize chemical weapons stockpiles. 
Further delay or ambiguity regarding the conclusion of a chemical weapons convention 
could well erode the existing international consensus on the subject and add the 
spectre of general chemical warfare to the nuclear shadow which already hangs over 
mankind.
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My delegation is prepared to work diligently to conclude a convention 
prohibiting radiological weapons in time for the second special session. However, 
we remain fully convinced by the Swedish argument that the ^nly feasible moans of 
using radioactivity for hostile purposes, it present, is through the destruction 
of or damage to nuclear facilities. This issue must be addressed squarely in the 
radiological weapons convention. The Committee should not spend its limited 
time ,and resources on preparing a treaty which nas no significance for the present 
or the foreseeable future.

It has been said that the comprehensive programme of disarmament would 
constitute the ''centr^-piec^" of tri<_ second special session. The working Group on 
this item has conducted considerable and important work under the able and experienced 
stewardship of Ambassador Garcia "obles. As yet, however, we do not seo the light 
at the end of the tunnel.

The main positions involved in the negotiations so far are basically defined 
in document CD/225, submitted by the Group of 21, ^ocumcn'c CD/2pb, presented by some 
'Jest European countries, and the agreed position of the socialist States expressed 
on their behalf by the representative of Czechoslovakia on 2 February. While in 
the process of evaluating the socialist presentation, my delegation notes with 
satisfaction their own assessment that :'th_ proposals submitted by th^ Group of 21 
largely coincide with the agreed position of the socialist countries ...". 
Unfortunately, there is rather a considerable divergence in concept and substance 
between the position of the Group of 21 and that of the West European delegations.

I would like to take this opportunity to elaborate somewhat on the rationale 
underlying the position of the Group of 21 and to answer some of the criticism 
which we have heard directed to document CD/22J.

The "measures'1 to be included in the comprehensive programme of disarmament 
constitute the most substantive part of the programme. Paragraph 10^ of the Final 
Document states that "the Committee on Disarmament will undertake the elaboration 
of a comprehensive programme of disarmament encompassing all measures thought co be 
advisable in order to ensure tnat tne goal of general and complete disarmament 
under effactive international control becomes a reality .The measures 
proposed in document CD/22J reflect this agreement. They encompass measures 
firstly, to halt the arms race, secondly, to reduce the level of armaments and, 
ultimately, to achieve the final goal of general and complete disarmament. In 
contrast, document CD/205 provides only for measures in the first stage which, 
according to its sponsors, would be restricted to ongoing negotiations. As for 
the rest, it provides a list of issues on whicn subsequent negotiations would be 
undertaken, but without any indication of th_ir juictanLLv- content or sequence. In 
our view, a programme would be less than comprehensive if it did not encompass all 
the measures necessary to achieve general and complete disarmament.

It has been said in criticism of document CD/22J that the measures provided 
therein are too detailed and specific. I would like to draw attention to paragraph 9
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of the Final Document, which states that "for disarmament ... to become a reality, 
it was essential to agree on a series of specific disarmament measures". In many 
parts, document CD/225 repeats and only slightly elaborates upon the provisions 
already agreed upon in the Final Document. This is particularly so with regard 
to the measures in stage 1. Perhaps the only substantive addition contained in 
this section of document CD/225 is the elaboration 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 predetermined and more or less definite objective. 
As the distinguished representative of India stated last Tuesday, if we are to leave 
everything to be determined by the negotiating parties themselves, there is perhaps 
no need for a CPD. Those who favour the identification of measures in more cryptic 
form base themselves, inter alia, on the proposition that the CPD is to constitute 
a "framework" for negotiations. However, a framework for negotiations should not 
be confused with an outline of negotiations, which is what is suggested in 
document CD/205. We are prepared to "take the cue" from the elements of the CPD 
proposed by the Disarmament Commission, as recommended by the representative of 
the Federal Republic of Germany, but we cannot restrict ourselves to these "elements" 
since the Committee has been asked precisely to "elaborate" the.programme. In any 
case, most of the "elements" are a summary of provisions more elaborately reflected 
in the Final Document.

As regards the question of stages or phases of the CPD, paragraph 9 of the 
Final Document states that the "programme, passing through all the necessary stages, 
should lead to general and complete disarmament". We felt this was quite evident. 
There is also no difficulty in identifying the measures with which the programme 
should begin and those with which it should end. What it is necessary to determine 
is a logical sequence for the intermediate stage or stages.

I must confess that we were rather surprised to see that the sponsors of 
document CD/205 did not deem it possible to provide for anything in their programme 
except measures in the first stage. The paper in fact does not even 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 enumerates the 
intermediate measures only in outline with no indication of sequence. On the other 
hand, the specific measures, contained in document CD/225 in four stages, reflect 
agreed disarmament priorities and a rational sequence from beginning to end. We do 
not claim, however, that this is not susceptible to improvement or to a categorization 
which may be somewhat different.

Much has been made of the impracticability of introducing "time-frames" for the 
implementation of the CPD and its various stages. Dy definition, a programme 
implies a planned sequence of actions to bo undertaken over a period of time. For 
example, the Programme 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 measures of disarmament which should be implemented over 
the next few years ...". Of course, these "next few years" have passed and not much 
has been done to implement these measures; but this does not mean that "time-frame" 
indicated in paragraph 44 was "impractical" or "unrealistic". 'Rather, it signifies 
the failure of certain States to live up to their solemn commitments under the 
Final Document.
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Since the measures in the first stage of the CPD will, by and large, include 
the uniaplementcd measures of the Programme of Action contained in the Final 
Document, there is already an indication Oi” the time-frame in which these are to 
be implemented, i.e. the neat few years. Ue can argue whether this moans three, 
five or seven years. Moreover, with regard even to some of the measures in the 
second stage, a “time-frame" has also been indicated. The Declaration of the 1980s 
as the Second Disarmament Decade enumerates those m_7;sures which should be achieved 
by the end of the decade. Extrapolating from thes^ already accepted "time-frames" 
and bearing in mind the more ambitious periods envisaged in the 1962 draft treaties 
of the United States and the Soviet Union on general and complete disarmament, the 
Group of 21 has suggested the accomplishment of the CPD in four stages over the 
course of two decades.

The Group of 21 is, of course, not so unrealistic as to believe in the "magic 
and automatism of the calendar"’ in the disarmament field, just as we are not 
convinced about ths "magic of the marketplace" in the economic sphere. Criticism 
of the Group for proposing "rigid" or ’inflexible" time-frames is, I hope, the 
result of a misunderstanding rather than a deliberate misinterpretation of our 
position. The time-frames we have suggested for the CPD and each of its stages are, 
as we have stated repeatedly, "indicative", i.e. they connote what we regard as the 
desirable period for the implementation of certain measures. It may turn out that 
these measures are not achieved during the indicative period due to various reasons, 
for example, the absence of mutual trust and confidence among the States concerned. 
But this does not mean that the indicative time-frame for their achievement was 
"unrealistic" or undesirable. On the contrary, the existence of a time-frame would 
act as an impetus for negotiations, representing as it would the agreed expectation 
of the international community.

Moreover, there is nothing to prevent the realistic readjustment of the time­
frame for any subsequent stage in the programme in light of the progress made in 
its implementation. This could well constitute an important task of the mechanism 
which is to bo established to review the implementation of the programme. My 
delegation is therefore happy to note that the distinguished representative of the 
Federal Republic of Germany has accepted the need for a "dynamic tine function 
[to be] built into-the CPD" and envisages a role for the review mechanism in this 
process. Perhaps there is room for compromise on this point.

Another contentious issue is the nature of the CPD or, more specifically, 
the kind of obligations or commitments it would create for States. The Pakistan 
delegation has repeatedly expressed the view that the CPD should create legally 
binding obligations. We base our proposition on the conception which has been 
attached to the CPD ever since it was proposed in the wake of the stalemate over the 
draft treaties for general and complete disarmament proposed by the Soviet Union 
and the United States. This understanding of the CPD, as something that would create 
obligations for States, has been repeatedly confirmed by the resolutions of the 
General Assembly and, in particular, in the Final Document of the first special 
session. For example, paragraph 109 of the Final Document states: "Negotiations 
(and I stress the word Negotiations') on general and complete disarmament shall 
be conducted concurrently with negotiations on partial measures. With this purpose 
in mind, the Committee on Disarmament will undertake the elaboration of a 
comprehensive programme of disarmament Negotiations, especially negotiations

file:///ic.s
file:///Iith
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in this Committee, are, without exception, directed towards achieving agreements 
which would legally commit States. The distinguished representative of* the 
Federal Republic of Germany has said thac "even the advocates of a legally 
binding CPD have, so far been unable to show how this binding effect could be 
technically achieved". The normal procedure would be for the Committee on 
Disarmament to negotiate and adopt the CPD, just as the CCD negotiated such 
instruments as the non-proliferation treaty, after which it would be approved by 
the General Assembly, either by consensus or a majority vote, and commended to 
States for signature and ratification in accordance with their national procedures.

My delegation is prepared to give full consideration to other views on this 
point. However, wo would seriously question the value and necessity of a document 
which does not create concrete and binding obligations for States to implement the 
comprehensive programme. Merc "solemnity" in the adoption of the CPD cannot create 
confidence among States that interlinked responsibilities will be discharged by 
other 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 each other and perhaps to 
deceive ourselves and our peoples.

It is, of course, quite evident that the CPD will be implemented "only if the 
international community can truly rally behind it" and if it reflects "the security 
interests of all concerned". However, 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 security interests, now and 
in the future. It must provide the assurance of balance and security not only to 
those who are maintaining this through the deployment of significant levels of 
armaments: but also to that large majority of States which is relatively unarmed 
and militarily vulnerable. Sooner or later, a net/ and more equitable balance of 
power will evolve, not so much between Ent and West, but between North and South 
Disarmament, obviously, should be the preferred path to the achievement of such a 
balance. But if it becomes evident that militarily powerful States are not 
prepared to give up their military advantage, whether to preserve balance with each 
other or to exercise domination over weaker States, it is likely that the arms 
race will become truly global in character and immensely more dangerous in its 
threat to the survival of mankind. Unfortunately, history seems set upon this course; 
the challenge before us is to reverse it. This is the "reality" we must confront.

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the distinguished representative 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 countries will continue their close co-operation in 
accordance with the precepts of Islam.
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Nr. SOLA VILA (Cuba) (translated from Spanish); lir. Chairman, as this is the 
first time my delegation is speaking at a plenary meeting of the Committee, allow 
me to extend to you our most sincere congratulations on seeing you, 
Ambassador ilahallati, the representative of revolutionary, non-aligned Iran, preside 
over the work of the Committee on .Disarmament during the month of February. Ue are 
sure that, under your guidance, the work of the Committee will follow a sound course 
and, needless to say, you may rely at all times on the co-operation of the Cuban 
delegation.

Allow me likewise to congratulate your predecessor as Chairman, Ambassador Lani 
of Indonesia, on the very wise manner in which he guided the Committee when 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 Ambassador Ilontezcmolo.

Finally, allow me to welcome on behalf of my delegation the new representatives 
of Australia, Bulgaria, Burma, Czechoslovakia, the Federal Republic of Germany, 
Italy, Nigeria and the United States of America, from whom wo hope the Committee's 
work will benefit.

The Cuban delegation is opposed to the raising in this multilateral negotiating 
forum in the field of disarmament, unique of its kind, of political matters which are 
unrelated to the substance of its work and, far from being helpful, slox; down the 
process of negotiation and tend to divert the Committee from its true functions.

It should be stressed, in particular, that some of the speakers whom we have 
recently heard, supposedly analysing the international situation and its possible 
effects on the Committee's work, are the very ones who remain shamefully silent in 
the face of the massacre of tens of thousands of people in Central America.

In El Salvador, in particular, the genocidal Junta which has usurped power from 
the legitimate interests of that heroic people has murdered more than 52,000 people 
since January 1980 with unqualified support from Washington. It is no accident that, 
according to press reports, for every nine Salvadorian soldiers, there is one 
United States officer in LI Salvador.

Some of the speakers who have claimed to evaluate the international situation 
are those who remain silent before the provocative an'1 aggressive attitude of the 
United States in the Caribbean Lea and ’who support the staging of threatening and 
intimidatory military manoeuvres in that area, as well as the continuing and illegal 
acts of military, political and '-■'■onomic hostility and aggression carried out by the 
United States Government against the States of the region.

Those same speakers are the ones who, in one way or another, support the 
occupation of Namibia and the outrages committed by South Africa in southern Africa 
and who once again remain silent in the face of the annexation of territories in' the 
Middle Gast and the aggression against the Palestinian people by the Zionist regime.

It must be acknowledged that the mootings of the Committee on Disarmament -which 
we are now holding are taking place in a steadily worsening international atmosphere 
whose roots must be sought in the continuing arms race and the steady growth of 
military budgets.
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The international community has seen how some States are striving to continue 
the armaments spiral; how they introduce new types and systems of weapons of all 
kinds in their arsenals, despite the growing repudiation of public opinion; how 
they develop and expand new military concepts and doctrines, such as those of 
"limited nuclear war", which, in the long run, serve only to increase the danger of 
a nuclear holocaust; and how they pursue policies aimed at avoiding co-operation 
among States and at fomenting confrontation and. intrigue.

In these circumstances, the disarmament negotiations arc of enormous importance 
and this is wl^y- we must spare no effort to avert the danger of nuclear war and ensure 
stable and la'sting peace and international security.

In this context, my delegation attaches great importance to the negotiations 
aimed at bringing about nuclear disarmament. The priority of this item was not only 
recognized in paragraph 45 of the Final Document of the first special session of the 
United Nations General assembly devoted to disarmament, but the necessity and urgency 
of averting the danger of nuclear war and achieving nuclear disarmament appear as 
constant throughout the Final Document.

Because of their undeniable impact on the progress of the arms race and the 
dangers of nuclear weapons for the survival of mankind, the priority items in the 
Committee's programme of work itself continue to bo the nuclear weapon test ban and 
the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament.

In this connection, at the last plenary meeting of the Committee, on 9 February, 
we heard a distinguished representative say that there is no arms race, that it is 
the product of some kind of propaganda.

Is it possible that there are people who believe that progress can be made on 
the road to peace with an attitude of that kind? How can there be such a step 
backwards in relation to the Final Document of the 1978 special session of the 
General Assembly on disarmament? How can there be such shameless disregard for 
everything that is stated in the Final Document concerning the need, to halt and. 
reverse the arms race, particularly the nuclear arms race?

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

The priority which has always been given to the items of nuclear disarmament 
and the nuclear test ban must be made clear by the Committee at the very start of 
its work. - .

l/hen considering the establishment of the Committee's subsidiary bodies for its 
spring session this year, these priorities must undeniably be taken into account and 
we therefore firmly support the establishment without delay of two working groups to 
deal with matters relating to the nuclear weapon tost ban and with nuclear 
disarmament, respectively. Needless to say, all Gtajtes which possess nuclear 
weapons must participate in those working groups, in view of the responsibility they 
bear; and we hope that they will adopt the attitude which their status as 
nuclear-weapon States requires.

file:///rciv'
file:///Ihen
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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 recognized as one of 
the most effective means of carrying on work within this forum.

In this connection, my delegation supports the imraodiate establishment of the 
working groups which will continue advancing on the road already opened up in 
previous years to agreement on the prohibition of chemical weapons, the prohibition 
of radiological weapons and the granting of security guarantees for ■ 
non-nuclear-weapon States.

liy delegation welcomes the fact that the Committee lias already decided, at the 
very start of its 1982 session, that the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Comprehensive 
Programme of Disarmament will continue to work under the guidance of 
Ambassador Garcia Robles. This provides an immediate 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.

lly delegation is also of the opinion that the Committee on Disarmament is under 
an obligation to seek trays of complying with 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.

Although at future meetings we shall speak in detail on the items before the 
Committee, I should'like to make 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 view of the escalation of the 
chemical arms race, as is made clear by the recent decisions of the United States 
Government to authorize the continuation of the manufacture of such weapons.

Last year, the relevant Working Group made considerable progress, which should 
be continued this year so that such a convention may be adopted with the necessary 
urgency.

The adoption of urgent measures to prevent 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.

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

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

In the relevant resolution of the General Assembly, the Committee on 
Disarmament is called upon to continue 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 weapons, 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 international 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 make a few brief remarks on the preparation of the 
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament.

Firstly, it has been amply acknowledged in this Committee that, in view of the 
forthcoming second special session of the General Assembly 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 comprehensive 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 comprehensive programme 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 -detente 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 
implementation of the New International Economic Order.

In its resolution 36/92 F, entitled "Report of the Committee on_Disarmament", 
which 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 
negotiations.

It is in this context that my delegation welcomes the start of the negotiations 
between the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States of America on 
the limitation of nuclear weapons in Europe which began on JO 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 Committee’s negotiations, wc consider it both necessary and urgent to 
resume the bilateral and v? calks whien were .taking place on the control and
limitation of arms and have now been unjustifiably suspended.

The resumption of those negotiations would not only allow the international 
community to see a glimmer of hope for all the disarmament negotiations, but would 
also, we are convinced, help a groat deal to smooth the way for the Committee’s 
work and the achievement ef the results expected of it.

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

This special session should represent a step forward in relation to the session 
held in 1978 and its results should serve to foster the implementation of the 
Final Document adopted at that session. Needless to say, our Committee bears no 
small responsibility in the achievement 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 reference he made to my country.

Mr. MAINA (Kenya): Mr. Chairman, since I am taking the floor in the plenary 
of the Committee for the first time during this session, T would like to offer ray 
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 support and co-operation.

May I also pay tribute to my distinguished friend, Ambassador Anwar Sani of 
Indonesia, for the role he played as leader of the Committee since August 1981. 
My delegation missed the summer session of the Committee for reasons beyond our 
control, but the reports of the work done show that we missed an exciting session.

May I also offer sincere condolences to the delegation of Italy and, through 
it, to the family of the late .Ambassador Vittorio Cordero di Montezemolo. He was 
a valuable colleague in the Committee on Disarmament and those who had the 
opportunity to work witn aim will miss his friendship and the contribution he made 
to the work of this Committee.

We are meeting at a time when the international political and security situation 
is precarious and full of tension. There is every indication that the events 
shaping up in the world today could lead to serious consequences unless these 
developments are arrested and defused. We cannot sit' in this Committee and,say 
nothing about these developments,■ since they are directly related to our work. We 
cannot see any justification for silence. We cannot believe that our work here can 
produce any results when the principal parties delcare everywhere, even in this 
Committee, that they are promoting'armaments, the very thing this Committee is 
dedicated to eliminating.

It would have been very impressive and exciting to observe the way in which the 
two superpowers manipulate and seek to shift the Plame between them for current 
developments, if it were not so terribly tragic. My delegation accepts the
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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 Committee.

Constrained by these considerations, my delegation was wondering what to make 
of the very important statement by the distinguished delegation of the 
United States of America and the equally impressive response of the distinguished 
representative of the Soviet Union earlier this week. Leaving out the unhappy fact 
that neither of them can claim a good, clean record in international relations over 
the last 50 years, wc 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 clair.i that a 
balance of forces was arrived at, but that it has now been upset; hence the need to 
rectify the situation by producing more armaments. Then came a denial that there had 
been an upset. Figures were 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. These 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 opportune for this Committee to formulate an international 
mechanism for verification, even if control comes later. This would be a constructive 
approach to the current dispute and tense calls everywhere to increase armaments and 
prepare for war. If embarked 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 elements 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 remarks to what many 
delegations have already said regarding our work. This Committee has already been in 
existence for three years now. It is a 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 regarding 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 docs underline the need to 
give top priority to the preparation of our report to the second special session of 
the General Assembly 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 existing groups. Our human resources, as a delegation, are quite 
limited and I believe other delegations are in a similar situation. My delegation 
therefore urges the Committee to consider this fact in determining priorities of 
work and the timing of each 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 believe 
sooner or later that we shall have a breakthrough in our search for the road to 
disarmament. We think wo have no alternative but to keep going with a determination
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that never sags ?.n our efforts. The elements necessary for success appear to us to 
be all there. What appears to elude 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 United 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 outset of my 
remarks,,-Mr. Chairman, of your comment this morning concerning the continuation of 
yesterday’s meeting and of the explanation you gave concerning the ruling you made 
yesterday.

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, wo have heretofore 
deliberately avoided taking the floor in the interest of economizing the Committee’s 
valuable time. Thus,I will not waste any more of our time today oy 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 
accusation made yesterday by the representative of Mongolia.

The distinguished representative of Mongolia called Mr. Rostow's speech "crude, 
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 code 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 Mongolia did not and, indeed, could not refute any of the 
substantive points made in Mr. Rostow’s statement.

The representative of Mongolia expressed 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 subjects. 
First, I would remind the representative of Mongolia — and indeed the representative 
of Cuba — that the United States has repeatedly and resolutely opposed the abhorrent 
doctrine of apartheid and that it condemns racism in any form. The United States has 
never been, 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 steps 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 independence 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 bo 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 views.
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Mr. ERDEMBILEG (Mongolia): Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to burden members of 
the Committee with another long statement, but my delegation feels obliged to 
state its position again, as regards the statement we have just heard from the 
distinguished representative ox the United States of America.

We listened to the United States representative's statement, 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 
because of the continuing acts of international piracy committed by Israel, the 
Middle East 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 western 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 international 
co-operation and supporting reactionary dictatorial regimes. 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 Soli Vila, has already revealed the role of the United States in 
supporting terrorist anti-national regimes 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 El 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 internal affairs of Asian countries, including Iran, and the 
attempts to change the course of events in that country to the advantage of the 
’nited States, In ny 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, preferred 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 
connection, 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 genuine 
results in them. We appeal to the delegations of the United States of Am a ri na~~ 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 (Cuba) (translated from Spanish): Mr. Chairman, Jose Marti said 
that words were made to tell the truth, not to cover it up. The facts contradict 
the words used in the reply. Which member of the Security Council vetoed the 
just sanctions called for against Israel and South Africa for their continuing 
violations of the United Nations Charter? I again 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. ISSRAELYAN- (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from Russian): 
Mr. Chairman, the Soviet delegation 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 to the threatening shouts of a visitor at the 
meeting. I could not understand what ho was shouting nor in fact could I make out 
exactly in what language he was shouting, but he obviously perturbed the Commi ttee'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 Committee’s work. I do not know whether any supervision is 
normally exercised in the United Nations ever the behaviour of 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 normal 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, ERDEMBTT.EG (Mongolia) : Mr. Chairman, I would like to eoqpress 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. Every 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 Governments. 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, Hr. 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 like, we shall ask 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 stricter.

The CRATBMANs 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 to adjust 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 J p.m, I would 
like to know whether the informal meeting of the Committee 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 February, at 3 p.m.

Mr. MA TWA (Kenya): Mr. 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 are 
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 be prolonging decisions or putting off decisions on some very 
simple items.
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Mr. de SOUZA e SILVA (Brazil): Hr. Chairman, titj delegation has no objection 
to the proposed programme of work, 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 imply that the agenda has been adopted, but this is not the case, 
at least not for my delegation.

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

It was so decided.

The CHAIRMAN: As agreed by the Committee, I will convene an informal meeting 
five minutes after the adjournment 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.m


