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The CHAIRMAN: In Thc Name of God The Most Corpassionate, The Most Merciful,
I decalre open the 155th plenary meeting cf the Committece on Disarmament. I have
on ry list of speakers for today: the representatives of the German Democratic Republic,
Poland, Venezuela, Algeria, Burma, Argentina and Sweden.

We night not be able to listen to 2ll statements in the norning and, therefore,
we will resume the plenary meeting this afternoon in order to conclude the list of
speakers. Inmediately afterwards, we will hold an informal meeting to continue our
consideration cf thosc organizational mctters which require decisions by the Committee.

I now give the floor to the:'first specaker on iy list, the reprcsentﬂtlve of the
German Denocratic Republic, Ambassadocr Herder.

Mr. HERDER (German Democratic Republic): Mr. Chairman, at the very beginning of
oy statenent, I would like to offer you riy congratulations on your assuuaption of the
chairmanship of the Committec on Disarmament during this nonth. I assurc you of the
full support and co-operation of ry declegation in carrying out the tasks for which
you arc responsible. May I alsc pey a tribute to Ambassador Anwar Sani of Indonesia
who so ably guided our work last August and actively contributed to the preparation
of the present session. Furthermore, I would like to extend ry sincere welcone to
the many new colleagues who have joinced us rccently. I wish to assure them that 1y
delcgation looks forward to mainteoining the same excellent relations it had with
their predccessors. I also wish to associate ryself with the deep condolences already
conveyed to the delegation of Italy by many other represcntatives on the death of our
distinguished collezgue, Ambassador Montezeriolo.

This ycar's scssion of the Coammittece on Disarmament is of particular significance.
It is called upon to live up to its responsibilitics at a time when the ams race has
reached tremendous dimensions. Only a few weeks separate us from the second special
session of the United Nations General Acsemblj devoted to disarmanment, to which the
Cormittec will have to report on” the results of its activities.

In ny statenent today I would like to touch mainly on two problems: the general
international situation and its immact on the Cormittec on Disarmament; and the CTB
and nuclear disarmanent.

The Committce on Disarmament is holding its 1982 session under very complicated
international conditions. Wever since the Sccond World War has peace been in as ouch
danger as now. Two najor approaches to world affairs arc becouning more and nore
evident, as shown at the first necctings of the Committee cn Disarmanont during this
spring scssion.

One approach strongly supported by the German Democratic Republic aims at the
naintenance of peace, at mutually advantagoous co-operation anong States, at the
cessation and reversal of the amng race ard 2t the prevention of a nuclear holocaust.
It favours the continuation of the policy of détentc by concretc stoeps in these
directions, All international problers chould be solved by awans of a constructive
dialoguc.
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One of the rccent coxpressions of this approach was the latest prozmosal of the
Soviet Union on a step-by-step reduction of uediun-range nuclear weapons in Europe.
The inmplenentation of this proposal would lead tc a reduction of two-thirds of these
weapons by both sides until 1990. + is our conviction that, given the political
will of the parties to negotiatc such an agrecnent on the basis of the principle of
equality and ecual security, the Geneva talks on the reduction of nuclcar weapons
in Burope can and should be brought to a successful conclusion.

Only a few days age, the Head of Stote of the German Deoaocratic Republic,
My, Erich Hcnocker, expressed a strong support for this proposal. He stated that,
despite the campaign of slander led by the "overarmers", the Soviet Union in full
agreenent with its allies to procced with the course aining at the solution of the
nost important question cf our tine —— the maintenance of peace. This approach
should also guide the work of ocur Committee when discharging its rcsponsible tasks.
My dclegation is strongly working for thet.

At the sane tine we cannot cleose our cyes tc the revitalization of another quite
different approach to international affairs. At the threshold cf the 13580s,
certain well-known circles hove strengthened their >fforts to replace détente by
confrontotion, arns linitaticn and disarmament by overarmenent cr, as they call it,
"additional armament". Indeed, thc cornerstone of this policy is an attcupt to
achieve nilitary superiority by means of gigantic armanent programmes. Onc cannot
but assunie that thesc forces are striving for the creation of a real pre-wer
situation, both in the material and in the prcpagandc f-elds. Wherever international
conferences or negetiations arc being held -~ in Genevc, Madrid, Vienna or elsowhere ~-
the eneniics of détente hove considerably aultipliced their activities. Part and
parcel of this policy is the campaigrn which has been started rocently on the other
side of the Atlantic Ocean zgeinst the Sovict Union and other socialist States and
which was also introduced into this Commaittee sone days cgo. The crrogant statenents
nade by the representatives of the United States and cther Western States and aimed
at telling a sovercign Stote how it should build its social order constitute grave
interference in the internal affoirs of Peland, ¢« friendly necighbour Stote of the
German Denocratic Republic.  lorcover, this campaign is o clear attenpt to nake the
Cormittec belicve thev Polandt!s internal problems have provoied an international
crisis.

In nore than one regard, thesc atterpisc ropresent o violotion of the
United Nations Charter ond the Final iAct of the Confeoronce on Sccurity and Co-operatien
in Buropc. Besides the principle of non-interference in internal affairs, such
basic guidelinecas for internationzl conduct as the nrinciples of soverecignty,
fulfilnlent in gocd faith of obligeotions under international law and co-cperation
ariong States were violated. Tnere should be no doubt: such an approach is not likely
to promote. reliability, calculability amd stebility in internctional relations. It is
more than ironic that such attenpts are undertaken by o State which not only supports
the apartheid régimc of South Africc and the annexationist policy of Isracl, but zlso
does not rule out, as announced by ~ uneaber of its Government, the possibility of
using nilitary force in the Caribbecn rogion and regards Central America as the
Yheart of its strategic concerns'. Unfortunately, those are not only nerc
declarations.



CD/PV.155

-

(lir. Herder, Geruon Democratic Republic)

Last ycar, the majority of the nenbers of the Committoo, with full justification
and on the basis of the Final Docunent of the first special scssion of the
General Assenbly devoted to disarmanent, rcojeeted the atteupts of some States to nake
the Comitteets activity a functicn cf the international situation, which, in the
opinion of theose States, was "not ripe" for disammoneont. This ycar again, we were
told by these who are responsible for the rceent aggrovaticon of the internctional
situation that there should be a2 link between disarrencnt and the so-called "restraint
of certain States in internaticnal affairs.

At lcast two basic fretors scea to underlic this dangercus "linkege concept'.
Firstly, it implics that only sociclist, non-zligned and cther Stetes cre intorcested
in disarmanent, but thot the United Stotes would do then o faveur by joining
disarmerient negoticticins. But are not the mecintenance of peace and the achievencnt
of disammanient the coimion objoctives of 21l Stetcs and peoples?  Sccondly, whercas
osther Stotes should conduct their foreigm nolicy in o woy conducive te the
United Stotes, the latter clecings unrestrained rights ond world stcbility to its own
tagte, similar te the "Pox Anericanc' of the cold war years.

In this conncction, one cannot out agrec with the well-known Anerican
politician, W, Averell Herrinmon, whe, in on article published in Neovenber 1981 in the
"International Herald Tribune! wrotes "In rloec of the 'real arms control! thet was
prontised o year age, we have only the promisc cf cndless talks on nuclcor armis in
Burope ond no telks ot 2ll on strotegic orms wuntil next yecxr™.  After recent cvents
hiore in Geneve we have t5 ask whother we will sce, coven thic yeor, the start of tho
negotiations in question,

It is quite odvious that such linkage nct only hanpers disammanernt negotictions,
but is also in clcar contradiction with the Pinal Docunent, paragranh 1 of which
states that: "The ending of the amms roce and the cchicvenernt of recl disarmaonent

ere tasks of primcry inportancs and urgency. To neet this hist-ric chnllenge is in
the political and cconnomic interests cof 1l the netions and peoples of the world eas
p peor
c

well as in the intercsts of ensuring their genuine sceourit;s and pecceful future".

Just onc weel ago, we woere given o lecture on the United Nations Charter,
international bchaviocur and "a realistiec appreciation of the rcle of cras liaitations'.
We were told a lot about o "new apnroach o

in nueclecar uwecpons ond so cn. Yot ther> was i clear camiitient fto such priority
itens on the internotioncl disammcnert agonde c©s the continuwation of the SALT process,
with the preservaticn of nll the positive ~ceamplishments 2lrcady made ~nd there was
no mention of 2 comprshensive test bon and © ~omplete prchibitics of chouaieal weopons.,
Moresver, therc have becon atteipts t- downgrode these vital issues.  But does this
appreach correspond te the letteor ond spirit of the Final Docwient of the first
special scssion; Is this thc right woy o contribute to the cloboration cf a
eonprehensive profromiac of disarmanent and to mrerare for the sccond special session?
What 'systei: of neace" is ¢ be constructed by such on cpproech?  Except for
rhetoric, nothing wes actually said ebout the role «f the Caumittee as the single
multilateral disarmanent negetiating bedy.  No concrete proposals were subnitted or
2ven nentioned.

T
ariis control", "significant reductions"
«Q

&r
ca
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In addition, an attempt has been made to transform the Commitiee into some kind
of court to condemn socielist society. It is not our intention to start here
lengthy discussions on the pros and cons of socizlist and capitalist societies. But
I assure those who were sc keen to raise this subject here that the pecple of =y
country are very proud of the achievements of ncre than 30 years of sccialist
developrent. It is a nmetter of fzet that, during this historically short time, the
Gernan Dentocratic Republic, a small socialist country with tut @ population cf
17 nillion, has developed into cne of the 10 lezading Powers in the world, with a
highly develcped industry, nodern farming and a high income growth rate. It is not
under socialisa that social programmes hove constantly been reduced to augment
nilitary btudgets. It is not under socialisi thet millions of workers are out of work
while a thin layer of pcoplec is making huge profits. Moreover, due to the policy of
the socialist countries, Europe is now experiencing the longest peace period in its
history. For years, the States perties to the Warsaw Treaty strove for and finally
achieved the convening of the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Burcpe.

This policy was reaffirmed at the end of last year at the Bucharest neeting of the
Ministers for Foreign aAffairs of the States parties to the Warsaw Treaty. The

States represented at this meeting declared that for them "there was, is and will be
no strategic doctrine except 2 defensive one. They do not intend to build a first-
strike nuclear capability. Such was not their intention in the past nor will it be
in the future. They do not seek military superiority and never will. They are in
favour of ensuring military parity at e lower level by implementing disarmarent
neasures, and for lessening and eliuinating militery confrontation in Burope.  The
States represented a2t the meeting are econvinced that ncbody stands tc gain in the
arns race. Should anyonc resolve to unlzash & nuclear war in the hope of winning it,
he would conjure ur a nuclear catastrcphe for menkind.and would inevitably be
destroyed in it kimself. i nuclear war connot be linited."  4s fer as the pecple of
the German Denncratic Republic arce concerned, this wos mentioned just one week ago by
the distinguished representative of the Tnited 3tates, so let mc assure hin that the
people of iy country @5 not feel 2t all threatened by the country which liberated us
fron foseist rule and lost 20 nillion pecple in the Second World War.  The reel
threat to the very survival of riy pcople cuanates frow the West.  Thousends of
nuclear weapons are alreedy denlcyed in osur Western ncighbourhood.  According to
NATO plans, still morc nuclear nissiles should be added in 1983 and thereafter.

We ore nevertheless ccnvinced that a pelicy which endangers peace and
internationzl co-opcration has no chance of succcss. The breoad pezace novenent
developing now in Eurcpe and in cther regicns of the world derionstrates that pecple
are beconiing increesingly eware of the dangers involved in the development-and
stationing cn their scil of new, sver more sophisticated systens of weapons cof nass
destruction. We in the Committee should not neoglect this movement.

In this regard; e2llow ne to guste the Chairman of the State Ccuncil of the
German Democratic Republic, Mr. Zrich Honccker, whe emphesized at the beginning of
this year: '"Reason and zcodwill must prevail to save menkind from a nuclear
catasirophe. The answer to questicns of war and psacc is toc irportant to be left
to those foress striving for militery supcriority and deflating the word 'disarmament’
to an enpty fin: phrase'.
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Let me now turn to the twe pricrity iteus on our agenda: the cessation of the
ruclear arns racc and nuclear disarnanent; and 2 comprchensive test ban.

Nuclear disaxuanent continuez to be wne of the priority items on the agenda
of the Commiittes -»n Disarmament. In vicw of the ucunting danasr ¢f a nuclear war,
‘ff ctive steps in this ficld ore nore urgent than ever if wo want to aveil thoe risk
f being pusned into a 'nuclear catastrophe L.t me recall in this connection the
unaninous view of the participonts in the first 1nternctionel ccngress of Yphysicians
for nuclear disarmeacnt” that the interests of the present znd 211 future generations
require the prevention cf nuclear wer.

The Declaration on the Praventicn of Nuclear Catastrovhe subalttcd by the

Soviet Union a2t thd thirty-sixth sessicn 2f the Uritcd Nations Gencral Asscmbly
tekes account of this urgent necessity of cur tise, It is an expression of a

consistent and continuous ccourse directed towards safeguarding peace.  The resclution
declares the first use of nuslear waapons the gravest crime against hunanity and
condemnns any doctrine envisaging the first usz of nuclear weapons and thereby
provoking the risk cf 2 nuclear war. If all nuclear-weapon Powers accepted the
idea of the Declaraticn, it would be on effcctive step towards averting the danger
of such a war. Moy I be permitted tc reczll whot wes said by L.I. Brezhnev,
General Sccretary of the Cormmunist Party >f the Scviet Unicn and Chairman cf the
Presidiun of the Supreme Soviet of the Soviet Union: "If there is no first nuclear
strike, theres will, of course, ve no sacond or third strike". It is only logiecal
that unaoninous support for this declaration would impart & strong iipetus to efforts
to achieve nuclear disarueient.

Unfortunately, this sczems n»t tc ve the case. We cannct hide ocur deep
concern about statenents trying tc accustom mankind to the idea of the possible use
of nuclear weapons. 4s on exanple, I would only like tc mention 2 stotement made
by the Directrr of the United States Aras Control and Disarmanent agency, E. Rostow,
in January this yecr. In this stztoment he said that "for us deterrence neans two
things: it ncans deterring nucleazr wor and it olsc ueans -- with reference teo our
suprene nationzl Intercsts —— reteining tioe possibility, if necessary, of using
nucleer weapons if cur supreme interests are tnrectened oy conventional attack.
This is a fact,"” MNr. Rostow stressed, "thet many pecnlc forzet souctines -- bcth
in the United States ond in Europe and in Jzpan -- but it is a fact’. 3But it is
21lso a natter of fact that mankind does not need new doctrines on detszrrence, on a
"winnable" nuclear war or wLaiscever. In thaet regerd, tne Comaittee on Disarmanent
nas tc play a nore octive and c¢fficiznt relc. It has to nect its rosponsibility
and to staert without delay negstizticns on nuclesr disarmieient in full accordance
with paragreph 50 of the Final Dscument of the first special session.

As before, 1y delegatian is in fevouwr of using 211 the pnssibilatics avoiledble
to the Committec on Disarmenent for the initietzon »f negotiations on cnding the
production of nuclecr wecapsns and destroying theia.  Our besic approach to this
problen is contained in docuaent CD/4.

Such negotiztions could be Lreparcd by an eppripriate body =f the Comaittec,
such as an ad hoc working group or cny cther subsidicry orgon.

Thz ¢stablishient of such » bady could be considercd during the censultations
propused in docuneat CD/19). These cwnsultrti: ¢ should be resuncd without delay.

They should facilitate the ""hlvaApnt o ¢ nsensus on the establighment cf an
2@ hoc working group on cgende it 2.

Gcneral A35umbly rcsolution 36/92 £ nrs given the Cumiittec o concrete mandate
to this en
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At the beginning of its work, such a group could, on the basis of paragraph 50
of the Final Document of the first special session, consider all aspects connected
with the stages of nuclear disarmament and their tentative content. Thereafter, the
group could concentrate its attention on the first stage, Within the framework of
the discussion on the content of measures to be carried out during the first stage,
the question of the cessation of the develcpment and deployment of new types and
systems of nuclear weapons should be addressed.

Thus, it should be the aim of the farst stage to stop the nuclear arms race in
its qualitative dimension, thereby creating favourable prerecquisites for nuclear
disarmanent measures in the next stages.

In general, the elaboration of the stages of nuclear disarmament should be based
on the following major principles:

A11 nuclear-wezpon States should participate in negotiations on nuclear
disarmament and corresponding agreenments;

The degree of the participation of individual nuclear-weapon States in the
neasures of each stage is to be determined by taking into account the quantitative
and qualitative importance of the cxisting arsenals of the nuclear-weapon States
and the other States concerncd;

Each individual step should be part and parcel of an over-all nuclear disarmament
prograrmme which would guzrantee the necessary comprehensive approach to solving
the problens connected with the elimination of nuclear wecapons;

The measurcs of each stage could be implemented gradually according to a
predetermined order or in parallel according tc a time-table;

These disarmanent neasurcs should be backed up by appropriate political and
international legal guzrantees.

These principles arce fully in keeping with the security intcrests of all States,
They do not contain any preconditions, but are ained at maintaining the undiminished
security of all sides concerned during the whole process of nuclecar disarmament.

Proceeding from these considerations the delegation of the German Democratic
Republic suggests the following mandatce for an ad hoc working group on item 2: '"The
Comittee on Disarmament decides to cstablish, for the duration of its 1982 session,
an Ad Hoc Working Group to elaborate, on the basis of paragraph 50 of the Final
Docurient of the first special session, the strges of nuclear disarmament with the ain
of preparing appropriate rmultiloateral negotiations on the cessation of the nuclear arms
race and nuclear disarmanment. The Ad Hoc Working Group will report to the Committee
on Disarmament on the progress of its worlk before the end of the first and second
parts of the Committee's 1962 session".

The development of the nuclear neutron weapon underlines the nced for a
conprehensive nuclear weapon test ban. We are now Liore than ever before convinced
that this item continues tn deserve the highest priority in our work. Year after
year in the United Nations General Assenbly, in this Committee and in other forunms,
the urgency of such a step has been emphasized. Unfortunately, at least one of the
participants in the former trilateral negotiaticns has, in contravention of the
Final Docunent and the Committee's agenda, now dcclared that a CTB is no longer on
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the order of the day. Why? What has changed in recent years? It nay be assumed
that, now, nore than in recent years, the country concerned iz intercsted in using
nuclear tests for the build-up of its forces, which is necessary in order to maintain
"eredible deterrence’, as we hove been told. Obviously, there is an established
interest in precluding in this way the fellowing effects cited in a2 1978 hearing
vefore the United States Senatc Sub-Cormitice on Rescarch and Developrent of the
Committec on Armed Scrvices: "In genersl, a CTB is highly likely to preclude any
new warhead develonmient and th: steckpniling of a2ny werhead design which hes not been
nrevicusly tested. Therefore, during the peried o CIB is in effect, future
strategic force rodernization is likely to be influcnced by, and linited to, those
warheod designs which have been tested and which can be adepted to nect

requirements ... & gradual degradation rcther than a disintegration of the nuclear
weanen commnity is the more likely censeguence of a CTB of unlinmited duration.
Based on experiences during the test jworateriwa prior to 1964, it will be difficult
over time to retzin our best nuclcar scientists and technicians, to maintain the
high level of expertis: of thosc who do remain, and to cttract and train new people'.

I think there is nothing left tc add. In vicw of the great importance
attached to a CTB, wo appcal to the perticipants in the trilateral negotiations to
reswie then immediately and to bring them to on early and successful conclusion.
The tine has nou comc for the Committee on Disarmenent to proceced without delay to
negotiations on zll aspects of 2 CTBT., Therefore, it would be most appropriate to
cstablish an ad hoc working group for negotictions on the text of 2 CIBT., All
nuclear-weopon States would have an eppropriate opportunity to explein their
positions #nd to participate in the fulfilment of this vital task in the field of
nuclcar diszruament.

The ad _hoc working group to be established shouwld take into account all
proposals and initiatives advancoed in rccent yecrs on & CTB, as well as the tripartite
reports to the Committec on Disarnauent.

To promote the carly ostablishment »f on 23 hoc working group on agenda item 1,
wae proposc the following nandates:s "The Comaittiee on Disarmenent decides to establish,
for the duration of its 1982 sessicn, an L4 Hoc Working Group of the Cormittee to
negotiatec o treaty prohibiting 211 nuclear weapon tests, taking into account all
ezisting proposals end futurc initiatives. The Ad Hoc Working Group will report to
the Ccruiitte. on Disarmanient on the prosruss of its work before the cnd of the first
and sccond parts of the Cormittee's 1982 session'.

In addition t¢ nuclcar disarmament and o CIBT, the Cowmittee will have to deal
with thc prohibiticn of the nuclecr noutron weapon. In this connection, the
Committec has to implenent Gencral iLssoubly resolution 36/92 K, which explicitly
rcequests the Commiitice to stert without delay negotictions in an appropriate
organizetional framework with a view t5 concluding & convention on the prohibition of
the production, stockpiling, deployment and use of nuclear ncutron weopons, 1t is
not ny intention to elabvorate on this item. I would only add the voice of ny
delegation tn that of the delemations which pronosed that immcdiate steps should be
taken with a viow to negotiating the text of such on agreenent.

Due attention should elso be paid to thi problea of the ncn-stationing of
nuclear weapons in the territories of Steotos where there are no such weapons at
present. In concluding, I would like to aslk you, Mr. Chcirmen, to nake the
nccassary arrangenents to ensurc thorough considerctiion of items 1 and 2 of our
2genda.,
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The CHAIRMAN: I thank you for the kind words you addressed to the Chair.
I now give the floor to the representative of Poland, Ambassador Sujka. ‘

Mr. SUJKA (Pciand): Mr. Chairman, with your permission, may I first of all
convey to the delegation of Italy the sincere and deep condolences of my delegation
on the untimely passing away of our distinguished colleague from Italy,

Ambassador Cordero di Montezemolo.

My delegaticn and I join all the distinguished speakers who took the floor
before me in welcoming you most warmly as Chairman of the Committee on Disarmament,
Together with our best wishes and congratulations. I offer you full co-operation
and suppert on the part of my delegation in your difficult task.

May I also take this opportunity to express the thanks and appreciation of my
delegation to Ambassador Sani of Indonesia for his contribution to the successful
conclusion of its 1981 session and for his effort in the preparation of this year's
session.

On behalf of my delegation, I welcome in this room cur new colleagues,
the ambassadors of Australia, Bulgaria, Burma, the Federal Republic of Germany
and the United States of America, as well as the new representatives of Czechoslovakia
and Italy, who have joined us for the first time at this session of the Committee on
Disarmament.

let me also, Mr. Chairman, bid farewell tc Ambassador Fein of the Netherlands,
with whom, despite political differences, I shared excellent personal contacts.
I wish him every success in his new assignment and would appreciate it if the
delegation of the Netherlands would kindly convey these wishes to Ambassador Fein,

Mr. Chairman, we hope that the negotiations we are going to continue here
in the next two months or so will significantly contribute to the results of the
second special sessicn of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. My delegation
came to Geneva wit: instructions to make e:ery possible effort tc be constructive and
flexible wherever possible in order tc contribute here to the noble cause of
disarmament and peace. Tucrefors, I would lilke, first of all, o olaborate on the
topics which are cn our agenda since, in the considered view of my delegation, this
is and should be the substance of our deliberations in this Committee.

For my de'egation, the constructive negotiations here in the next two months
would mean: the elaboration of a draft comprehensive progremme of disarmament,
specific accomplishments at least in the process of the elaboration of a draft
convention on the prohibition of radiclogical weapcns, at leest the commencement
of work on the text of the convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons, as
well as negotiations in the ad hoc working grouvs on such vital agenda items as
the cessation of the nuclear arms rece and thc nuclear disarmament and the
conprehensive test ban treaty. I would like to highlight some of these priority
topics:

The Final Document of the first special session as well as countless
resolutions and different disermament initiatives aim at specific negotiations on
the cessation of the nuclear arms race. Some of them were initiated by Poland and
it sponsored many others. le are determined toc work in accordance with their letter
and spirit. We give our full support it~ the recommendations of resolutions 36/92 E
and 36/92 T adonted &t the lact gessiorn ~f the Geinral Jgsenbly. llore specifically,
my delegation lends its ungualified suppcrt to the cell by the General Assembly
for the establishment at this session of the Committee on visarmament of an ad hoc


http://colleagij.es
http://disa.rma.ment

CD/PV.155
14

(Mr. Sujka, Poland)

working group on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament.
Together with the delegations of other socialist countries, my delegation has

actively participated in this Committee in all debates and in the preparation of

the appropriate documents on this agenda item, starting with document CD/4 at the
beginning of existence of the Committee on Disarmament in its present form. We]

shall continue to do so with a deep rconviction that the establishment of the working
group would constitute the next and necessary step forward in fulfilling the Committee's
mandate on this agenda item.

I would like to support the draft mandate for the working group just prorosed
by the distinguished representative of the German Democratic Republic.

It is equally so with the question of the complete and general prohibition of
nuclear-weapon tests. The Committee should not delay any longer the establishment
of the ad hoc working group on this item, in acrordance with the General Assembly
resolutions that have been adopted in the last several years and, most recently,
resolutions 36/84 and 36/92 F. We should, indeed, bear in mind the fact that,
as stated in General Assembly resolution 36/@4, ".,.. 3ince 1972 ... all the technical
and scientific aspects of the problem have been so fully explored that only a political
decision is now necessary ...". It is deplorable that, as emphasized in the reports
from its last year's session and in the above-mentioned General Assembly resolution
the Committee on Disarmament was prevented from responding to the general wish for the
establishment of an ad hoc working group on this item only as a result of the negative
attitude of two nuclear-weapon States. The working group should be established
without any further delay and should consider all the aspects of the problem of
nuclear-weapon tests and aim at the early elaboration of the text of a treaty on the
complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests.

Speaking on the complex problem of the cessation of the nuclear arms race, I
must touch on the question of nuclear neutron weapons. In its resolution 36/92 K,
the General Assembly requested this Committee "to start without delay negotiations
in an appropriate organizational framework with a view to concluding a convention on
the prohibition of* the production, stockpiling, deployment ani use of nuclear neutron
weapons", My delegation believes that the best organizational framework for
elaborating such a convention would be an ad hoc working group which could be
established by this Committee. We have at out disposal a comparatively good
background for such an exercise: the draft convention submitted by the group of
socialist countries to the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament and a broad
exchange of views on the subject matter which could be continued and deepened in the
working group.

With regard to the agenda items on which we concentrated our efforts last year
in the work of the working groups, I would like to present the views of my delegatien
on chemical weapons and the comprehensive programme on disarmament.

With regard to chemical weapons, we note with great concern the news of
dangerous developments in the chemical arms race. The United States Government
is making preparations for the production of a new generation of chemical weapons,
specifically binary weapons. As the members of the Committee are aware, we have so
far not been able to start concrete negotiations on the draft text of a ohemical
weapons convention. This was so mainly because of the position of at least
one delegation which favoured a rather limited mandate for the Ad Hoc Working Group
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on chemical weapons. Now, we have learmed with satisfaction that the United States
would be ready "to support efforts- to achieve a ban on chemical weapons". My
delegation welcomes such a statement, which we take as an expression of the

consent of that delegation to a broader mandate for the Working Group on Chemical
Weapons. In view of the above, my delegation believes that a proposal on the
broadening of the mandate will achievé consensus. With an enlarged mandates which
will oblige us to start the elaboration of a draft convention, the working group
should obviously base its work on the solid foundations that have been built at the
Committee's last two sessions under the very able chairmanship of the Ambassadors of
Japan and Sweden. How to proceed further? As we all realize, the present stage

of negotiations makes it possible to determine the level of convergence and divergence
of views on numerous issues around the table. From this point on, this year's group
skould start elaborating specific provisions of the convention on issues where
convergence or unanimity of views has been reached and try to narrow the gap on
issues where the views still differ. The group could possibly work in turns, that
ig, concentrating at a time on elaborating specific provisions and, at another time,
on narrowing the gap between the diyerging views.

My delegation, which was a co-sponsor of General“kssembly resolution 36/96 B,
wishes to refer to its operative paragraph 5, which "calls upon all States to refrain
from any action which could impede negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons
and specifically to refrain from production and deployment of binary and other new )
types of chemical weapons, as well as from stationing chemical weapons in those States
where there are no such weapons at -present". VWe are convinced that this stipulation
should be clearly reflected in our work on the future convention on chemicnal weapons.

The distinguished representative of Czechoslovakia, who spoke on 2 February,
expressed in considerable detail the views shared by the socialist countries, including
Poland, on the comprehensive programme of disarmament as a whole, as well as on its
particular chapters. I do not have much to add, except to underline and emphasize
once again that, in the light of the coming second special session which will approve
the programme, my delegation belongs to those very many others who consider that the
draft CPD should,be elaborated by this Committee at its current spring session. What
we need is a realistic and genuine approach to the main objective: to negotizte for
general and complete disarmament. In this comnection, I totally share the view
expressed here one week ago by the dissinguished representative of India.

In fact, I have one remark to add to the discussion of the principles of the
comprehensive programme of disarmement. I have in mind the "linkage" argument. If
each of us in this room is to apply the "linkage" approach, then, indeed, we shzll not
be able to work out a genuine comprehensive programme of disarmament. My delegation
therefore suggests that the disarmament negotiations, known from past experience as
a time—~consuming and painstaking process, should not be linked with other events in
international life. We are of the opinion that that should become one of the
principles of the future CFD.

This is the position on the main topics that my delegation has brought with it in
coming to participate in the 1982 session of the Committee on Disarmament. We are
ready to co-operate with every delegation, as we think it essential that tangible
progress should be made this year. -For soclalist Poland's foreign policy, there is
no objective more important and urgent than to secure lasting pence and multilateral
co-operation for all nations of the world. This can be done only by wtopping the
mad arms race with a view to arriving at a general and complete disarmament.
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This is why we become more, and more concerned about the increase of tensiois.
There are, indeed, numerous causes for this concern. Unextinguished fires of
international armed conflicts are still glowing. There are cases of .annexation
of foreign territories, of various forms or foreign interference and of pressure on
States and nations. These are realities. We are alsq witnessing manceuvres
aimed at creating artificial centres of tension, at uszng various pretexts for
justifying ‘the policy of intensified armaments, including the production of new
kinds of weapons.

Right from the first day of this year's session, we have witnessed, here, in the
Committee on Disarmament, attempts to play the Polish card. True enough, some of
those playing this card recognize that the Committee is not the right forum for
such a game, but they nevertheless go on playing it.

My delegation-feels all the more compelled to raise this subject since, until
now, it has limited itself to patiently listening to all the false accusations
directed against my country, my Government and my nation. We have done so
because our main concern has been to save precious time to enable the Committee
to go on with the work it is expeated to do.

Formally, those who bring into this forum the affairs of my country argue
that they are not merely an internal matter. By lowering the level of confidence
in international relations and by threatening intermational security, the events in
Poland are allegedly hindering all disarmament talks.

" This is a one-sided, politically biased interpretation, convenient to those
who would be glad to seize any pretext for their own aims and who will not hesitate
to takg'advantage of every move which is not in line with their own politics and
make it into a handy excuse for their actions. Today, we hear that the responsibility
for the new United States policy on armaments falls not only on the Soviet Union,
which "has gained a considerable advantage in nuclear, chemical and conventional
weapons', but also upon Poland, which is accused of '"undermining the climate of
international confidence so indispensable for disarmament negotiations".

Why is it that Poland should deserve such grave acqusations? All this,
because of the institution in Poland of martial law, in full agreement with the
Constitution and with article 4 of the International Covenant on Civil and Political
Rights, by the constitutionally empowered authority. Martial law, instituted in the
name of the highest national interest, does, indeed, stipulate temporary derogation
from some constltntlonally guaranteed civil liberties. But leaders of some
delegations to this Committee seem to ignore the fact that the Prime Minister of
the Polish Government stated on 13 December 1981 that "I wish for all to understand
the motives and objectives of our action. We are not heading towards a military
coup, towards military dictatorship. The nation has enough strength, enough
wisdom to develop an efficient democratic system of socialist Government. In
this system the armed forces will be able to stay where is their rightful place —
in the barracks. None of the Polish problems can be solved by force in the longer
run;" and that "I address world opinion as a whole. I appeal for understanding
of the exceptional conditions which occurred in Poland, of emergency measures which
have become necessary. Our actions endanger nobody. Their only objective is to
remove internal threats and thereby to prevent dangers to peace and international
co-operation. We intend to keep the concluded treaties and agreements."  Those
speakers also did not heed what was stated earlier by representatives of their own
sountries who, rationally motivated, were showing much concern over the destiny of
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Poland, overwhelmed at that time by chaos and anarchy. Let me at this point
quote again the words ~f the Prime Minister cof my Government when he spoke

on 24 Decerber last year: "Let every one of us in his own conscience find a frank
answer today to "Me question: what was 1oland heading for® Hew long could a
country survive iorn every day by striltes, hot from tensicns, immersing in the
climate of artificially flared up hatred? I address this question also to those
foreign quarters which already about a fortnight ago advised the Poles to set to
work, tq"restore order and discipline. Today the samc quarters noisily deplere
the measures which have been taken nrecisely to this end, One can have the
impression that it is in somebodyte interest to malie Poland a country of chaos, an
insolvent debtor, a sick organism of the continent".

To some delegations in the Committee, all this is of little importance. They
have their own informaticn from their own scurces, whieh are not .the only credible
rnes, and nobody is entitled tc know where and who it comes from.  Right here,
at this forum of multilatearal disarmamenti negectiations, we are being accused of
violations of human rights, but slyly ignored is the fact that the Polish authorities
have notified the United Natimns Secretary-General of the introduction of martial
law, in full econformity with article 4 of the International Covenant on Civil and
Political Rights, which admits the right of derogation from its cbligations if
public emergency requires ift.

We are being subjected to nressures, blackmail and economic restrictions,
threatened and accused of vielating the Helsinki Final Act. And yet, this very
document solemnly states, inter zlia, that: "The States Parties shall respect
the sovereign equality and individual character of each of them, as well as all the
rights constituting scvereignty ond comprised in it, inciuding, in particular, the
right of every State to equality before the law, territorial integrity, as well as
freedom and political indevendence. They shall equally respect the right of each of
them to freely determining their political, social, econcmic and culiural systems,
and the right to promulgate laws and regulations". I would like tc ask who is the
one 'who is violating the T'inal iAct of ilelsinki? Is it the one whe promulgates laws
that he considers as indisvensable for th salvation of his nation's statehood
and for maintaining stability on tke continent, or rather the one who announces
the world over that such an action is not what he likes and brutally demands, even
in this room, to change these laws according to his wishes?

In the interventions cof some delegations here, we have heard polemics casting
doubt en the fact that the introduction of martial law in Poland is exclusively
Poland's intermal affair. But tcday, after having listened to the statement
by Mr. Rostov, I think I understand better the purpose of such polemics. They serve
to create in this Committee artificial protlems which would provide a soveen to make us
us believe hou greatly justified are military budget inoreases, the prcduction of
new kinds of weapons and how important is the struggle of the "free world" against
the "threat of communism". ‘

Are we not given to understand that the Committee on Disarmament is not much
more than just a group of "noble and bold defenders of democracy, Jjustice and
freedom in the world" and, on the nther hand, a group composed of an "oppressor with
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imperial ambitions" and a handful of "oppressed" States, so oppressed that they
do not even dare admit it? The rest are those non-informed ones who are in need
of guidance and instruction from the "wise free world" as to who is who and wvhat
he is aiming at.

The attempts to make the situation in Pcland an internmational issue also serve
some delegations as grounds for giving us advice, directives and conditions, which,
they thigk, should be fulfilled by Foland to bring back her credibility and restore
a good climate for disarmament negotiations, The distinguished representative of
the Federal Republic of Germeny has done so in the clearest way. One is almost
tempted to remark that advice and recommendations, if they are not asked for, can
only be given in cne's own house. However, it is rather unbefitting to offer them
to others without being invited to do so. This has particular importance in
international relations. Iy delegation has asked neither the delegation of the
TFederal Republic of Germany nor any other for advice or recommendations as to when''
and why and with whom we are to negotiate in Poland. If"the distinguished
representative of the Pederal Republic of Germany has presented himself here as an
expert in the sociclogy of human relations, may I ask him vhy he did not advise his
ovn Government how to cope with unemployment or how t6 prevent discrimination in the
employment of "politically suspected" elements in his own country? ‘e in Poland
still remember very well the advice and instructions regarding the so-called Gdansk
corridor given to Poland 45 years ago by a State whose succession was claimed after
the war by those political forces vhich contributed to laying the foundations of
the Federal Republic of Germany. The Gevernment of Poland of that time did not
follow that "advice". History knows what follcwved.

Ve remember this lesson cf history remarlably well and this is why we firmly
demand that no country should ever offer such instructions to another and that
States and nations should co-operate with each other in an atmesphere of mutual
respect., The revresentative of the Federal Republic of Germany even availed
himself of the opportunity of calling the constifutional Government of my country a
"military regime". Such a term is not even bveing used by the members of his owm
Government. Ironically enough, he vused this term vhen expressing hope for a
"return of the atmosnhere of confidence". Hr. Rostow, in turn, could not help
calling the Prime llinister of my constitutional Government a "military dictator".
This seems, indeed, a peculiar way of restoring mutual confidence,

I ¢ome from a country vhich may be poor and is certainly much poorer than the
country lr. Rostow comes from, but it possesses a high sense of disnity and I will
therefore not talie advantage of the right of reciprocity and will not use abusive
terms vhen referring to the Chief of Mr. Rostow's Government. To my mind it is
inadmissible to use offencsive language in the mutual relations of representatives
of States, because, when epithets come in, then, obviously, arguments must be
lacking. Let me remark that it was quite easy for the United States renresentative
tc wield the arguments of power vhen he tried to indoctrinate us on matters
unrelated to the agende of the Committee. It was much more difficult for him, as
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pointed out by the distinguished ambassadors of the Soviet Union, Hungary, Bulgaria
and the German Democratic Republic, to use the power of his arguments vhen he,
although briefly, touched uvon the agenda items.

I would not like to take more of the Committee's time for matters unrelated to
the agenda and will therefore confine myself in the fineal part of my intervention
to quoting a small excerpt from the statement made by the Prime llinister of my
Government, Wojciech Jaruzelski, at the session of the Polish Parliament held
on 25 Januany this year: '"Ve are acting in a highly complicated international
situation. I shall spealk openly without diplomatic subtleties. It wvac here,
in Poland, that the nrocess of dismantling the post—wrar balance of force in Durope
and, by the came token, in the vorld, wvas to steri. In the drive for
destablllzatlon, for gaining unilateral supremacy, it was stalted on crushing the
foundations of peace in Durope, i.e., on the Yalta and Potsdam agreements, The
cost of that plan would have to be maid by the Ioles. This objective was made
impossible to be implemented before 135 December. It is nouv tried to be achieved
by means of threats, boycotts and the so~-cclled sanctions.,

Ve welcome with recognition the realistic, for-sighted policy of those
Governments and those political, economic and financial circles vhich have opposed
the dictate, and which are determined to defend the right to taking sovereign
decisions. Ve note this today and we shall well remember it for the future.

Unfortunately, other States of the lforth Atlantic Treaty Alliance have launched
a psychological and promaganda war against Poland. The economic and the food
weapon hags been applied. It is being maintained that the economic sanctions are
directed against the Government of the Polish People's Republic, against the
Military Council for ilational Lalvation. This is not true. In the final count
those sanctions are directed ageinst the Polish people. ALAgainst every Pole. The
target of the sanctions is clear: +to naralyse the Polish economy, to make impossible
coming out from the crisig, to starve the nation into surrender, to provoke an
internal conflict, That is the measure of the so-called humanitarian approach.
That is a lesson vhich we have to learn by heart. The ~oles are to be nunished
because they did not let construct in. the heart of Durope a sacrificial pyre on which
their GCtate was to be burned, because at least once they turned out to be viser
before the loss.

Hypocrisy iinows no boundaries. A Covermment which for years has been
torpedoing the application of sanctions against the greatest concentration camp,
that is, the Republic of South Africa, does not hecitate to apply sanctions against
Foland,

The head of the Polish Goverrnment has not demanded the release from Lmerican
prisons of hand-cuffed leaders of the air traffic controllers union, the Polish
Government did not make statements ccncerning an assessment of the respect for human
rights in llorthern Ireland. The Polish Parliament has not discussed vhether a ban
on performing a joo by neople of inconvenient vieus, in force in the Pederal Republic
of Germany, is compativle with the Universal Declaration of Iuman Rights. Ve
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observe the nrinciple of non-interference in the internal affairs of other
otates, e have the right to expect reciprocity. Dictates by certain
countries as te vho in Iroland is to nerntiate and vith vhrm are ‘simply ridiculous
and anachronic, It wvas lilie that in ihec past century vhen the metropolises
spoke in such a manner to their colonies,

lever in history have the Poles yielded to a fereign ultimatum. 4Lpparently,
not every one abroad can understand our history, our sense of pride and dignity.
There are controversies and ccnflicts in our country, but no outside forces
will settle them. '

Likevise, we reject the insinuation that allegedly the decision on
instituting martial law was imposed upon us and inspired. Attempts are being
made at spreading the belief that a socialist, sovereipgn country with a millenary
history of its statehood, a country having o strong army, is a child that must
be led by the hand. The truth is that the decision was ours, that it was talten on
the basis of our ovn assessment and implemented on our owm.

It is to be regretted that the role of the main organizer of anti-Polish
actions has been tazken on by the nresent Governmment of the United States, a
country with which Poland is linked by bonds of traditional friendship. Ve are
not giving up hone for a return to realism there." I trust that the quoted text
provides a clear reply to each of those wvho have touched here upon my country!s
affairs.

Before concluding, I would like to return briefly to the question of
"linkage". OSharing the critical viev on "linitage' expressed here by meny
delegations, my delegation wishes to reiterate its position that the
Committee on Disarmament has been called upon by the international community
to conduct multilateral negotiations on the cessation of the arms race, on
disarmament agreements in a world just as it is, with the membershin of States as
decided four years ago, in mutual respect for their equality and partnerchip, as
well as for the specificity of their so-io-political systcns and membershin
in military and political %tlocs or the non-aligned movement. Let no one try to
teach or change anyone. ‘le have enough vork and the time is short. I fully
agree with the distinguished representative of Mexico vho, in his ctatement
on 2 February, said, inter alia, that: "... to accept the 'linkage' argument ...
would mean that there could never, or virtually never, e serious negotiations
on disarmament." As to some "experts" who try to impose on the Committee the
"linkage" argument, I would like to ask them the following question: if every one
of us applies such a method, and everybody has such a richt, shall we be able
to fulfill the expectations which the international community has linked wvith
the Committee on Disarmament? Such a cquestion is Jjustified not only because of
our previous experience, but alsco because of the perspectives vhich emerge from
some statements made so far in our debate.

Guided by the supreme interest of peace and international security, my
delegation declares its readiness for active participation in the common endeavour
for the Committee to keep its role of a negotiating forum. Ve would like to
express our deep conviction that it is not too late for this yet.

The CHAIRMAIT: I thank you for the l:ind words you addressed to the Chair. I
now give the floor to the representative of Venezuela, Ambassador ilavarro.
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Mr. NAVARRO (Venezuela) (translated from Spanish): Mr. Chairman, first of all,
I would like to congratulate you on your assumption of the Chairmanship of this
Committee; we also extend our congratulations to your predecessor,
Ambassador Sani of Indonesia, for the skiil with which he has guided our work
at last month's meetings. We also welcome the distinguished colleagues who have
Jjoined us to carry out the important work of the Committee on Disarmament and wish
to express our sympathy to the delegation of Italy on the death of
Ambassador Cordero di Montezemolo.

The purpose of our statement today is to give a brief introduction to the
document which our delegation has seen fit to present to the Committee on
Disarmament and which, thanks to excellent co-ordination by the Secretariat, is
available in all working languages.

This is dbcument CD/238, which is entitled "Statement concerning the consequences
of the use of nuclear weapons" and is the result of the study on this subject requested
by Pope John Paul II from the Pontifical Academy of Sciences.

The study was prepared by a group of 14 specialized scientists from different.
countries and, as soon ags it was completed, His Holiness John Paul II transmitted
it directly to the leaders of the nuclear Powcrs and, through the Papal Nunciature,
to the other countries of the international community.

Thanks to its content and especially to the spiritual authority of His Holiness,
this study, which was carried out by thePontifical Academy of Scicnces, supplements
the other studies prepared by governmental and non-governmental organizations in
this field.

After reading this document, we reaffirm our conviction that nuclear weapons
are unjustifiable and that it is also unjustifiable to claim that peace can be
achieved on the basis of a threat of such magnitude.

We consider that peace is to be found in the union of peoples in all aspects-
of human life and that acceptance of this fact will enable us to achieve the
objective of disarmament and the other great goals mankind has set itself with a
view to complete development.

The problem of nuclear weapons is not only that they threaten the survival
of mankind, but also that they hamper its over-all progress.

With these few words, we have tried to draw attention to the relationship
between disarmament and the other aspects of human life, with the intention of
putting disarmament back into its proper perspective so that we may work for
disarmament in this Committee, but with our sights set on mankind's supreme ideals,

In conclusion, I should like to say that our dclegation will address the
Committee at another time in order to explain its position with respect to the
items on the agenda.

The CHAIRMAN: I thank you for the kind words you addressed to the Chair.
I now give the Floor to the recpresentative of Algeria, Ambassador Salah-Bey.
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Mr. SALAH-BEY (Algeria) (translated from Fram¢ch): Mr. Chairman, I should .
like first of all to express my délégation's satisfaction at.seecing the
representative of Iran occupy the office of Chairman of the Committee. I
congratulate you dholeheartedly and assure you onee again that my delegation is
fully prepared to co-operate with you. My congratulations are alsov addressed
to Ambassador Sani of the Indonesian delegation on the manner in which he
presided over our work. It also gives me pleasure to welcome our colleagues to
the Committee on Disarmament and wish them cevery success in their task. One
of our former colleagues, Ambassador Cordero di Montezemolo, has passed away;

I should like to associate my delegation with thc condolences which have been
addressed to the delegation of Italy, and request that they be transmitted to -
Ambassador di Montezemolo's family.

All the member delegations of the Committee on Disarmament agree that the
international situation has worsened since the end of the Committee's summer
session. Of course, opinions vary as to the reasons for that deterioration.

We all seem to agree that discussion of this point need not be prolonged, but

it is still worthwhile to emphasize once again that there is a relationship
between the arms race and the worsening of international tension and, consequently,
worthwhile to raise the question of the real purpose of the single multilateral -
negotiating body in the field of disarmament, the Committee on Disarmament.

Speakers periodically take the floor to explain to us that, since international
tension is on the increase, this Power or that is obliged to build up its means
of destroying or deterring its potential adversary.

Similaﬁly, we are assured that what is conventionally called the arms race
is nothing more than the legitimate pursuit of military parity.

My delegation has had occasion to state the reasons why it refuses to recognize
the inevitability of the arms race and the pursuit of military parity or .
superiority, which both lead to the unacceptable conclusion that all genuine
disarmament efforts will be unsuccessful.

We note that there has not been any session of the Committee on Disarmament
at which delegations have not drawn attention to the worscning of international
tension. Unfortunately, our Committee's work suffers from the fact that the
major military Powers continue to stir up international tension and to escalate
the arms race.

The Committee on Disarmament is besct by a number of dangers. The danger of
paralysis is certainly the most obvious, as it would set the scal on the futility
of multilateral disarmament negotiationas. Our work has not reached this terminal
stage, even though virtually no progress has been made on various agenda items
and, in particular, the first two.

The sccond danger would be to turn this Committee into a platform that would'-
relay the attacks and accusations made by one side against the other. -Such
attitudes are exactly the opposite of negotiation and polemical exchanges are
no substitute for negotiations. We cannot but consider them a screen that ill
disguises the refusal genuinely to tackle the fundamental 1tems on the Committect's
agenda.
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The dramatic trend towards confrontation highlights the deadlock of a system
of international relations that is based on zones of influence divided between
the two blocs. This approach, whereby internationzl peace and security depend
solely on trust between the blocs and the fate of the majority of mankind is
linked to that of a particular region, cannot fail to have direct consequences on
the disarmament effort and the worx of the Committee on Disarmament.

A concept of international peace in which thne settlement of disputes necessarily
involves accommodation between major Powers is dangerous, for, when it is successful,
it restricts the relative benefits of détente to a particular region, at the
expense of the rest of the world.

The so-called period of détente, which nas been confined to the political
sphere and has involved attempts to establish a balance of power, has proved
incapable of preserving peace and still less of slowing the arms race. What is
least surprising is that, during this period, there has been a qualitative and
quantitative acceleration of the arms race.

Every year, we have watched, helpless, as increasingly sophisticated,
increasingly murderous and increasingly costly weapons have been developed. The
arms race in outer space and in the oceans is taking on new dimensions that are
a further source of tension. New weapons technologies lead to dangerous tactical
and strategic changes which, with every passing day, lower the probability threshold
of nuclear disaster. We seem to be moving further and further away from the
objective of general and complete disarmament, which has been on thc agenda of
the international organizations for several dccades.

The existence of nuclear arsenals is nou regarded as the most serious threat
to the future of mankind. The strategy of nuclcar deterrence, allegedly standing
as a guarantee for the maintenance of international peace and security, carries
with it the seeds of endless competition in the sphere of nuclear weapons,

Instead of encouraging détente, it increases mistrust between the partners and
stirs up the ideological differences of the two blocs. It underpins the policy
of zones of influence and feeds the rivalry betwcen the bloces.

Still more absurd, the enormous waste of human, material and financial
resources, to which this policy gives rise is a huge drain on the world economy,
to the detriment of cconomic and social development.

It is true that a systcm of international sccurity cannot be built on nuclear
arscnals and undeniable that any progress made in the disarmament effort will
create favourable conditions for widening and strengthening genuine détente.

In painting a rather grim picturc of the international situation, our aim is
not to add to the gencral pessimism; but the gravity and seriousness of the
situation do not allow us to overlook the dangers that threaten us.

Anxiety and concern at thc arms race which is now part of our daily environment
increasingly find expression in the form of collective awareness of the need to
avert nuclear catastrophc.
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The demonstrations in favour of disarmament that have taken place in many
countries in recent months are encouraging symptoms of the refusal passively ‘to
accept the risks for the survival of mankind created by the policy of nuclear
deterrence.

In my delegation's opinion, this widespread protest movement which has no
political, ideological or geographical frontiers cannot be regarded merely as a
demonstration by fringe elements which have lost contact with reality. It is,
on the contrary, “"one of the greatest political promises of the day' and we must
take account of this deep and legitimate desire to live in a world without
constant fear of catastrophe.

This demand for genuine, immediate disarmament, which is being voiced by ever
wider sectors of public opinion, echoes the many recommendations and resolutions
of international bodies in favour of disarmament. Is there any need to recall,
in this connection, as many speakers have done before me, that, at its latest
session, the General Assembly adopted some 50 resolutions on disarmament problems?

Without any doubt, the present session of the Committee is of particular
importance, as it.is being held on the eve of the second special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. While we believe that the Committee is
not obliged to.carry out all the tasks entrusted to it befere the second special
session, we-do not see how it can go before the General Assembly with no
significant results whatever to report.

It cannot be denied that the absence of positive results would considerably
reduce the Committee's credibility and give rise to doubts about the effectiveness
of the machinery set up at the first special session. And yet, at the outset,
this machinery seemed bound to succecd: for the first time, the five nuclear
Powers were seated around a negotiating table; the framework for achieving general
and complete disarmament was outlined in the Final Document adopted by consensus
at the first special session and the principles, objectives and poriorities were
clearly defined; and many studies were carried out in various disarmament spheres.

How then can we explain the fact that, after four years of negotiations,
none of the recommendations of the first special session devoted to disarmament
has really been implemented? ’

We can, unfortunately, see no otheir ¢xplanation than the lack of political
will and determination on the part of the major Powers. ¥Wic are more and more.
convinced that political will is, at the present stage, the decisive factor for
genuine negotiations on disarmament measures.

How is it that, aftcr three annual sessions, the Committee on Disarmament has
not even been able to begin formal negotiations on the top priority items of a
comprehensive nuclear test ban and the cessation of the arms race which have been
on the agenda for negotiations for two decades and all aspects of which have been
explored? '
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Furthermore, how can one fail to judge severely the intransigence of some
nuclear Powers which have not changed their unilateral declarations aimed at
providing security guarantees for the non-nuclear-weapon States, but have imposed
further obligations upon the latter! How can the nuclear-weapon Powers be so
indifferent to the security concerns of the non-nuclear-weapon States and, in
particular, those which have refused to tinrow in their lot with either of the two
superpovers, without thereby incurring harsh judgements of their attitude?

Now that the dangers of a resumption of the chemical arms race are becoming
clear, we wonder what logical basis there may be for refusing to give the
Working Group on Chemical Weapons a more specific mandate to enable it to negotiate
the text of a convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons. We are, however,
aware that, thanks to the results obtained by the Working Group, we are closer to
an agreement on chemical weapons than to any other measure within the purview of
the Committee on Disarmament.

We also wonder whether we shall be in a position to submit for adoption at the
second special session devoted to disarmament the Comprehensive Programme of
Disarmament whose elements have been defined by the Disarmament Commission?

Because of the little time we have left and the remaining differences of opinion,
we see no cause for optimism, despite the efforts made by the member countries of
the Group of 21.

These ére questions to which we can find no other answer than the lack of
will to hold genuine negotiations.

The fact is ~- and this is what is most regrettable -~ that some Powers
obstinately continue to regard disarmament as something which depends on their
mission in the world and give no credit to the multilateral approach.

‘My delegation has had occasion to reject this conception. It has also had
occasion to stress the fact that the great military Powers bear particular
responsibility for safeguarding peace in the world.

My delegation is thus of the opinion that the Committee on Disarmament must
fully shoulder its responsibility in the preparation of disarmament measures.
Bilateral or regional efforts should, of course, be encouraged and we welcome
any agreement reached within such a framework. Such efforts can, however, not be
a substitute for the work of the Committee on Disarmament and, still less, serve
as a pretext for preventing this negotiating body from carrying out its principal
task.

My delegation is convinced that the system of ad hoc working groups is the
only means of conducting substantive negotiations on the various items on the
Committee's agenda. It is therefore of the opinion that the four ad hoc working
groups should be re-established so that they may immediately resume their work
under their existing terms of reference, while the Committec on Disarmament
considers the question of widening thosc terms. We have in mind, in particular,
the terms of reference of the Ac Ho¢ Working Group on Chemical Weapons.
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We also firmly hope that the Committee on Disarmament will be able to reach a
consensus without delay on the creation of two working groups to negotiate a
nuclear-test-ban treaty and to work out measures to halt the arms race. As we .
all know, these are two questions of the highest priority that lie at the heart of
the disarmament issue. Is there any need to recall that, last year, the
United Nations General Assembly again urged, in its resolutions 36/84, 36/85,
36/92 E and 36/92 F, that negotiations on these two questions should take place as
a matter of priority at the 1982 session of the Commission on Disarmament?

With regard to chemical weapons, another important gquestion whose priority is
second only to that of nuclear weapons, we are convinced that, thanks to the
remarkable work carried out by the Working Group, positive results may be achieved
if all the participants accept the necessary mutual concessions on pending issues.

Despite the scant progress made by the Ac Hoc Working Group on Negative
Security Assurances, my delegation believes that this Group should continue its
work because we are convinced that an agreement can be reached if some nuclear-
weapon States reconsider their positions from the standpoint of the general interest
and take into account the concern of the non-nuclear-weapon States for their
security.

The Working Group on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament should seek
to reach a comprehensive agreement on concrete disarmament measures in clearly
defined stages according to a specific time=-table. To be effective, this
agreement should embody a formula that creates an obligation for States in relation
to the implementation of the agreed measures. My delegation firmly supports
the proposals contained in working paper CD/223, which is, in our view, realistic
and constructive. We sincerely hope that an agreement can be submitted for
adoption at the second special session devoted to disarmament, as we are sure that
this would be an essential element for imparting new momentum to disarmament.

Finally, although we do not attach top priority to negotiations on radiological
weapons, we consider that progress can be made if the positions of the various
groups are taken into account in a genuinely constructive spirit.

"My country has always militated in favour of reducing the tension between
the blocs, the disappearance of military alliances and the peaceful settlement of
disputes between States, My delegation represents a non-aligned country, which,
together with many other countries, defends the right of the vast majority of the .
population of our planet to benefit from economic and social progress and to live
without fear of the threat of world war.

Many studies have stressed the close dependent links between development and
disarmament and we share the conviction that disarmament and the pursuit of peace
are indissolubly bound together. Despite the difficulties and obstacles that
stand in the way of decisive progress in our work, my delegation fervently hopes
that the ideals of peace among nations, the development of peoples and the
establishment of a more just international society will carry the day against the

temptations of power and domination.
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The CHATRMAN: I thank you for the izind words you addressed to the Chair.
I now give the floor to the representative of Burma, Awbassador liaung Haung Gyi.

U MAUNG MAUNG GYI (Burma): First of all, may I take this opportunity to
express the Burmese delegation's appreciation for the effective and impartial
manner with which the business of this Committee is being conducted by you,

Mr. Chairman. Iy delegaticn is confident that progress will be made under your
able chairmanship.

Before I embark upon the substantive nart of my statement, I would also like
to thank those distinguished rerresentatives who have spoken before me for their
kind words in welconing me %o their midst, together with those of our coclleagues
who, like me, have recently joined this Committee. I feel that it is my wnrivilege
to assume my responsibilities as my country's representative to the Committee on
Disarmament and to participate in its worik, which is so important for the future
of the entire mankind. Despite the many obstacles we may encounter and the
challenges we may face, it is our earnest hope that progress can ve achieved during
this session which is commensurate with the devotion and effort that all delegations
are putting into our work.

In every field of human endeavour it is necessary at certain times to take
stock of the situation. TFor this reason my delegation feels that we should also
make our views lmown like the many cther delegations which have done so in their
interventions since this Committee began its present session on 2 February. This,
we feel, is all the mcre necessary considering that the Committee will be
approaching during the nresent session the twentieth year since its original
inception. We must also bear in wind that there is little time left before we
report to the second smecial session ol the General Assenbly devoted to
disarmament.

If we look at our achievements, in retrospect, we are obvliged to join the
chorus of voices that is heard around this table since the Committee began its
present session that our achievements fall far short of our goals and objectives.
In saying so, ue do not underrate the importance of asreements reached so far for
it has taken years of painstaking efforts in their negotiations. lio doubt they are
significant in themselves. IHowever, substantive measures on disarmament have to be
realized il we are to maiie headuay towards the final goal of general and complete
disarmament. At the same time we are not operating in a static envircnment. The
momentum and magnitude of the continuing arms race far outueigh this Committee's
efforts on disarmament and is making our task ever more difficult.

As the single multilateral negetiating forum on disarmament, this Committee,
though technically autonomous, owes its responsibility to the international
commnity and its link with the United Nations through its resclutions is an
indispensable element of its functioning process. Without the puidelines set out
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for us by the international community, we would be sailing in an uncharted sea.
Minimizing the importance or underrating the significance of United Nations
resolutions will not do justice to our work.

The mandate which the international cormunity set out for us at the
first special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament and which is
embodied in the Final Document provides an integrated and universal strategy for
disarmament that has the widest support and approval of the intermational community.
It is incumbent uron us to translate the principles embodied in the Final Document
into an integrated programme of action. The work that we do here during the time
that is left before the opening of the second special session will have a
significant bearing on its outcome. It is important that we do our utmost to
fulfil our commitments which the international comrmnity so anxiously expects of us.
e should also bear in mind that the essential ingredient that is necessary for
progress on negotiations is the political will of States, without which all our
efforts here will not amount to very much.

Much has been said about the deterioration of the international political
climate and its bearing on disarmament., It cannot be doubted that a favourable
political atmosphere creates mutual trust and confidence between States which is
conducive to the success of disarmament negotiations. This logic has equal
validity in its reverse application. The recourse to a vast build-up of military
arsenals by the major Powers, which was due to lack of mutual confidence, has now
become, by the very nature of the arms race and the threat to their vital security
interests, the major obstacle to improvement of relations betueen them. Tangible
results on disarmament could in turn create conditions favourable to mutual trust
and confidence. Therefore, the deterioration of the international political
atmosphere should not be considered as a reason to defer negotiations on disarmament,
particularly in the field of strategic armaments.

The foremost concern of the world todey is the possibility of a general nuclear
war and the vital importance of svoiding such a catastrophe to ensure the survival
of mankind. So long as nuclear veanons exist, their threat will hang over mankind
like the sword of Damocles and the danger of war by accident, miscalculation or
failure of communications will always be possible, for no one can say that the
machines that control these weapons and the men who control the machines are
infallible. The se~rch for security by States through the acquisition of nuclear
weapons and their ever-increasing accumulation threatens the security of mankind.
For these reasons, nuclear disarmament and the cessation of the nuclear arms race
are the crux of the disarmament issue. 7The cause of world peace and security will
not therefore be served if we tend to minimize the danger of a nuclear war or diffuse
the solution of nuclear disarmament matters with other aspects of disarmament.

The limitation of the strategic commonents of nuclear armaments is an
indispensable element in the nuclear disarmament process. Meaningful restraints
on the strategic arms race could create favourable conditions that could have a
positive effect on the prevention of the danger of a nuclear war and facilitate the
process of nuclear disarmament. High expectations were placed by the intermational
community on the ratification of the Strategic Arms Limitation Treaty. However,
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these expectations were not realized due to shifts in the orientation of strategic
doctrines and the political level decisions taken in their wake and a feeling of
deep concern by 'he international commnity is reflected in resolution 36/97 I
adonted at the thirty-sixth session of the United Nations General Assembly.

The first special session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to
disarmament declared that effective measures of nuclear disarmament and the
prevention of nuclear war have the highest priority and that it was essential to
halt and reverse the nuclear arms race in all its asmects in order to averi the
danger of war involving nuclear weavons. It is therefore incumbent unon this
Committee during its present session sericusly tc consider this all-important issue.
The establishment of an ad hoc worling groun on nuclear disarmament, which is leng
overdue, would provide an anpropriate body tc conduct multilateral negotiations on
concrete measures of nuclear disarmament.

The prohibition of nuclear weanon tests is a priority item that must also be
effectively resolved by this Committee. International negotiations on the complete
cessation of nuclear tests began more than two decades ago —- well before the
inception of this Committee -~ and, despite versistent efforts in this as well as
in other forums, it has mersistently defied solution. Hopes were raised when the
Partial Test Ban Treaty vas signed that it would be a step towards a comprehensive
test ban, but these hopes were not to be realized and nuclear testing, particularly
by the major nuclear Powers, continues without respite. It has been stressed time
and time again that nuclear testing by the major nuclear-weapon States is being
conducted with a view to further sovhistication of their nuclear arsenals.
Moreover, the effect that the vertical nroliferation of nuclear weapons have on
the horizontal spread of such weanons is also an important factor that cannot be
ignored.

What is now needed for an agreeient on a test ban is the political will of the
major nuclear Powers. In this connection, it is pertinent to recall that, in 1972,
the Secretary-Ceneral declared that all the technical aspects of the problem have
been so fully explored that only a molitical decision is now necessary in order to
achieve a final agreement. This has been mentioned again in resolution 36/84 of
the thirty-sixth session of the General Assembly, :

In the past, failure tn achieve a consensus for the establishment of an ad hoc
working group ih this Committee, as proposed by the Group of 21, has inhibited
substantive negotiations. 'hile the responsibility for the cessation of nuclear
weapon tests lies with the nuclear-weanon States, there is a universal concern by
all States for the early conclusion of a test ban treaty. Thereforé, in an issue
of such universal concern it would be mogi propitious to seek solutions through a
multilateral apprcach and the establishment of an a2d hoc working group under an
effective mandate would be most anmpronriate.
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I wish now to make a few comments on the topical subject which many of the
distinguished speakers before me have appropriately referred to as one of the most
urgent issues that is before this Committee. The international community places
great expectations on what sort of a comprehensive disarmament programmé this
Committee will present. We must live up to its expectations if we are to prove
our worth as an effective multilateral negotiating forum and justify our
commitments to disarmament by the resclution of this all-important issue. In ocur
task we must first realize that fundamental approaches and concepts must be
reconciled if we are to move forward in working out the details of what a CPD
should constitute.

In this regard, my delegation would like to join other representatives,
particularly those of the Croup of 21, in urging all concermed to show political
will in our joint endeavours for the evolution of an acceptable comprehensive
Programme. .

My delegation shares the consensus view of the Groun of 21 that a tangible
framework could be evolved in accordance with nroposals contained in the working
papers submitted by the Group. We feel that this is a step in the right direction
when we take account of the fact that these papers were formulated on the basis of
United Nations General Assembly resolutions relevant to the work of this Committee,
particularly the Final Document, the report of the United ations Disarmament
Commission and the Declaration of the 198Cs as the Second Digarmament Decade.

These are some of the thoughts that we would like to express as the Committee
begins its work for this session. We will, of course, during the course of the
present session, elaborate our views further on these and other matters which are
on the agenda of this Committee.

The CHAIRMAN: I thank you for the kind words you addressed to the Chair.

We have exhausted the time available for the morning. If there is no
objection, I would suggest that we suspend the plenary meeting now and resume it
this afternoon at 3 p.m.

The meetinr was suspended ot 12.55 D.m. and resumed at 3 Pells

The CHAIRMAN: In the name of God, the Most Compassionate, the Most Merciful,
the 155th plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament is resumed. The Committee
will listen to the remaining speakers inscribed to take the floor today. I now
give the floor to the representative of Argentina, Ambassador Carasales.
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Mr. CARASALES (Argentina) (translated from Spanish): I should like first,
Mr. Chairman, to express my satisfaction at seeing you preside over the uork of
this Committee and to assure you of the fullest co-operation of the delegation
of\the Argentine Republic in helping you to carry out your important task. At the
same time, I should like to express our gratitude to Ambassador Sani of Indonesia
for the very efficient and cordial manner in whiech he nresided over our delibesrations
until the beginning of this month. I should also like to add uy welcome to the neu
representatives who have joined this Committee and to assure them that they will
receive the fullest co-operation from the delegation of the Argentine Repnublic.
What I have said so far has been a source of satisfaction to me, but now it is ny
painful duty to convey to the distinsuished delegation of Italy the condolences of
my delegation on the death of the distinsuished Ambassador Cordero de ilontezemolo.
1 would ask the Italian delegation to convey thase sentisents to its Government and
to the family of Ambassador rlontezemolo.

In the statements which have been made so far in this Committee, there have been
two common themes, as I am sure we have all noticed. In the first place, speakeis
have emphasized the ineluctable fact that in four months' time the international
comaunity, as reflected in the second snecial session of the General Assenbly
devoted to disarmament, vill embark on an in-depth study of one of the fundamental
problems of our time, disarmawent, and inevitably, it vill pronounce judzeirent on
the task accomplished by thz body especially responsible for achieving concrete
results in this field, namely, the Committes on Disarmament.

The second coumon theme which has marked this debate has been the general
recognition of the deterioration in the present-day international political
climate, uith a readiness to attribute responsibility for that situation.
Accusations and counter-accusations, criticisms and rebuttals, have succceded each
other with unusual frequency and have radically changad the tone of the
deliberations which, in principle, should revolve around the items on our agenda or,
at any rate, around questions which are specifically within the competence of the
Committee.

True, none of the remarks I have just made is origtinal. They merely highlight
a reality which we cannot ignore, one which we sust face.

The politicization of a discussion intended to be technical is not, per se, a
negative factor. Disarmament is not a subject that can be dealt with outside the
context of international events and their protagonists, particularly those who, by
their power and influence, play a fundamental role in the process. Disarmament and
security are two sides of the same coin.

The perception each of us has of the international situation in which we are
all involved is certainly a valid element in our work. In any event, auvareness of
the international situation helps to prevent us fron becoming too immersed in the
consideration of the topics within our competence, in isolation from the reality
which surrounds us, a reality which we must take into account if we are not to be
disapnpointed through attenpting the impossible.

But if a political debate occasionally has its value, this value ceascs if it
is prolonged in time, absorbs our energies and becomes the constant theme of our
.deliberations. All or nearly all representatives have already expresseda their
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views, have evaluated the circumstances which dominate the international seene in
various parts of the world, have appraised situations and judged those responsible.
To continue that exercise would be repetitive and counter-productive. It is to be
hoped that, once this stage vhich is perhaps necessary ancd even useful has been
passed, the debates will return to their normal course and enable us to devote our
attention, without distractions, to what constitutes our short-term challenge:

to make the marimum possible contribution to the sccond special session of the
General Asseambly within the limits of the measgre results achievad as a result of
our-efforts in recent years.

Unfortunately, we cannot escape tinat reality. The results of the work of the
Committec on Disaruament will certainly‘not earn wara praise, and that is
particularly serious in the field of nuclear disarmament.

There oughi not to bz any doubts about the urgency and priority of this
problem, and I have used the vords "ought not" purposely because my delegation has
heard uith -surprise and bewilderment, particularly in the Ad Hoc Uorkinz Group on a
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, certain interpretations in the onposite
sense., -

The very concapt of "nriority" implies an order of preference and importancs.
To assinn priority to a series of questions coverin~s nucleai weapons, other
weapons of mass destruction and conventional 'eapons, including those which may be
deemed to be excessively injurious or to have indiscriminate eiffects, without
establishing a desree of hiararchy among them, is to denrive tiue concept of priority
of its content, for if the entire range of questions is assisned nriority, then in
actual fact nothinz has priority. ’

tle have heard, in justification of this position, a somzwhat strained
interpretation of the Final Document. ‘hile it is trus that thav Document, like
any other product of a compromise, may contain sone ambisuous phrases, there are
many others of such crystal clarity as to preclude any variations in the ‘
interpretation of them. I will not quo*e them textually, for the salte of brevity.
In any case, ve are all familiar uith tnem, and we cannot ignore them without
violatine the basic principle of any analysis of an international instrument:
7ood faith.

But over and above the priorities assigned in the Final Document, and over and
above vhat is propounded in resolutions of the United ilations General Assembly, all
of which declare the urpent nced for the cessation of the nuclear arms race, there
is one undeniable reality: the whole world is concerned -- deeply concerned,
Judging by the daily press -~ at the possibility of a nuclear war and at the
continuous increase in the nuwber and destiructive power of the weapons capable of
unleashina such a war.

One question which uill dominate thc uvoirz of the special session of the
General Assembly from the very outset will be: what has the Committze on
Disarmament done on this question, to vhich the most important items on its
agenda relate? Renrettably, the repnly to this question could not be more negative.
Not only has the Committeec on Disarmaucnt failed to negotiate anythinsx so far as
regards the prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests, much l23s on the uider -issue which
forms the subject of item 2 of its agenda. It has not even manased to establish
the machinery uhich is recosnized as to bz the wost effective weans for the conduct
of nesotiations, nanely, approsriate vorkine rmroups.
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Vle should not delude oursclves. This will be the most serious shortcoming
vhich will influence any critical assessment of the effectiveness of the Committee
on Disarmament, Although other questions with vhich the Committee is actively
concerned may have more intrinsic importance, in public opinion and in fact, no
question is more momentous than that of nuclear disarmament.

Ue fervently hope that, at its current session, the Committee on Disarmament
will succeed in making real progress in this field. The Group of 21 has striven
unrenittingly and submitted written proposals for translating into action that
concern which all claim to share. It is not too late to take a first step. Let us
do so and let us initiate a process of penuine negotiations which the international
community is demanding and our mandate requires of us.

Precisely because the "prevention of nuclear war and reduction of the risks
of nuclear war are matters of the highest nriority, which should be considered by
the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament", the
General Assenbly adopted, by consensus, at its recent session, resolution 36/81 B,
from one of the preambular paragraphs of which the above words are taken.

It was the Argentine delegation which, together with the delesations of other,
friendly countries, presented the original draft of resolution 35/31 B. That
resolution -- which also reproduces expressions from the Final Document -- recognizes
"the threat to the very survival of uankind posed by the existence of nuclear
weapons and the continuing arms race" and the fact that "removal of the threat of a
world war, a nuclear war, is the most acute and urcsent task of the present day".

"Aware of the special responsibility of nuclear-weapon States", the
General Assembly, in paragraph 1 of the resolution, "Urges all nuclear-weapon
States to submit to the Secretary-General by 30 April 1982, ... their vieus,
proposals and practical suzgestions for ensuring the prevention of nuclear war'.

Paragraph 2 of the same resolution contains an identical request to all other
Member States that so desire to do likewise because "it is the shared responsibility
of all llember States to save succeeding generations from the scourge of another
world war". But precisely because they possess arsenals of weapons capable of
inflicting nuclear war, it is for the nuclear-weapon countries in the first instance
to make suggestions and proposals for the prevention of such a war.

30 April 1982 is not far off. le earnestly hope that the nuclear-weapon
States will not ignore the appeal made to them by the General Assembly and will
ensure that when the most important question of our time is discussed at the special
session of the General Assembly -~ as it inevitably will be -- this can be done on
the basis of serious, viable and meaningful proposals. It is unlikely that further
disappointments will be accepted passively.

General Assembly resolutions 36/97 C and 36/99, likewise adopted by consensus,
entrust the Committee on Disarmauent with fresh responsibilities pertaining to the
prevention of the arms race in outer space. Although it has already established
priorities which must be respected ~- those to which I referred earlier --
the Committee on Disarmament must not hesitate to take up a new item of undeniable
relevance. A preliminary discussion will no doubt be necessary in order to map out
the road to be folloued, identify the principal issues at stake and indicate the
procedures to be adopted. But obviously, the main objective should be the early
establishment of a working group. If the function of the Committee is to negotiate,
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each item must be placed on its agenda with the intention of conducting negotiations
on that subject in due course, and not simply so that it can be discussed
indefinitely. This applies to each and every one of the items on our agenda.

Sooner or later, at the appropriate time, the adoption of a new item, relatinz to
outer space, must lead to the establishment of the mwachinery best suited for
conducting negotiations, namely, a working group.

It is barely two months to the end of the first part of the Comnittee’s current
session. There is certainly not much time left in which we can try to achieve
something concrete to place before the General Assembly at its second special
session. The least we can submit is a sufficiently detailed and really meaningful
comprehensive pirogramme of disarmament. T[Fortunately, the Ad Hoc Working Group on
this subject has been workins since the beginning of January, under the expert
guidance of Aabassador Garcfa Nobles. It has made progress, but much still remains
to be done. le must concentrate our efforts on this item, becauss of the
inexorable time-limit. If necessary, the Uorking Group or its contact groups should
be given additional time for their meetings. Althoush in general it is debatable
vhether all the working groups should have exactly the same wvorking hours,
irrespective of the state of their deliberationg, in this particular case I believe
there can be no doubt that the Horking Group on a Comprehensive Prograimne of
Disarmanent calls for special consideration.

In due course, it will Le necessary to revert to the consideration of the
Comaittee's methods of worliinz. Ambassador Fein of the iletherlands -- whose
departure from this Committee I sincerely resret -- nade some very interesting
comments on this topic on 2 February last. On this occasion, I should like to
reiterate and support one of them: the need for the Comaittee to have at its
disposal the resources necessary to ensurc the rapid distribution of the verbatim
records of plenary meétings.

Debate means dialo~ue and for that dialogue to be meaningful, each speaker
must be able to reflect without delay on what the others have said. The
distribution by =2ach speaker of the text of his speech cannot replace the almost
immediate provision of the complete verbatim records, among other reasons because
not all speakers circulate their interventions, or only those prepared beforehand
or -- and this is common pﬁadtice -~ only speeches delivered in a generally known
language are distributed,,

The First Committee of the General Assembly has its records practically the
next day. Tt is not too much to ask the sane for the Committee on Disarmament.

. The methods of work of this Commitice are beingz constantly iaproved, and while
procedural matters cannot repldce substantive issues, they can help towards their
successful solution.

The Comnmittec has a great deal to do and must do it quickly. One effective
measure which would contribute towards that end would be to lighten speeches,
and for that reason I will not make any comnents on other items, which I shall
refer to later.

On this occasion, I will merely express the hope that the results of the
current session will constitute a valuable contribution to the cause of
disarmamnent and to the vork of the forthcouins special session of the
General Assembly devoted to this supreme and all-important subject. That is the
spirit which will always preside over the action of the delepation of the
Argentine Republic.
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The CHLIRMIN: I thank you for the kind words you addressed to the Chair,
I now give the floor to the rcpresentative of Sweden, Mrs. Thorsson.

Mrs. THORSSON (Sweden): Mr. Chairman, I apologize for taking the floor for the
sccond time at this early stage of the scssion and I shall be very brief. The reason
for my statement today is what the distinguished Director of the United States sirms
Control and Disarmament Jgency, Dr. Rostow, had to say about the CTBT issuc in his
statement on behalf of the United States delegation a week ago. Lgainst the background
of the requests of the overwhelming majority of the membership of the Committee on
Disarmament that it should now, finally and long overdue, establish a working group on
this the highest priority item on its agenda, I should like to review the part of
Dr. Rostow's statement dealing with the CTB.

In 1977-1978 we were given to understand that the achievement of a2 CTBT might well
be irminent. The three nuclear-weapon States, which hed entered into negotiations on
the issue in the summer of 1977, all voted in favour of the General issembly resolution
of autumn 1977 which established certain time-frames for such an achievement. It should
therefore not be difficult to understand the feelings of disappointment, yes, even
resentment, among many of us around this table, when, more than four years later, we
canmot even discern the establishment of a Committec on Disarmawment working group on
the subject. Of course, adding to the depth of our feelings is the fact that the
trilateral preparatory ncgotiations have been dormant for more than one year and e half,
The veto right ensuing from the consensus rule in the Cotumittce has been applied
ad absurdum when it is used to block procedural decisions on setting up subsidiary bodie
to deal with items on our agenda.

Now, I want to devote ty attention to what Dr. Rostow had to say on this matter in
his statement a week ago. True, he did state the United States position in principle,
that the ultimate desirability of 2 test ban has not been at issue; unaninity has becen
lacking, however, on questions of approach and timing.

But he went on to say the following, which scems quite startling to me:
"Limitations on testing must nccessarily be considered within the broad range of
nuclear issues." Would this statement imply the United States position to be one of
refusing negotiations on z CTBT except in the context of and as a subitem to nuclear
disarmament? If that is so, would that be the reason underlying the United States
proposal that, in the Cormittec's agenda for 1982, iteums 1 and 2 should be merged into
one agenda item? I anm happy to note that this proposal has been withdrawn; Sweden for
one would have opposed it most firnly. Jgeainst the prolonged resistance of the
United States to establishing a CTBT working group, and ageinst the sentence just
quoted, onc could easily foresee what would have happened, had the Committee on
Disarmament agreed to the United States proposal. The CTB issuc would have been sunk
to the bottom of the morass of the very complex nuclear weapon issucs, not to be raised
to the surface until we have reached the millenniun of conplete nuclear disarmament.

True again, the statement goes on to say that "a cooprchensive ban on nuclear
testing remains an clement in the full range of long-term United States arms control
objectives". I take note of the word "long-term", as the United States has joined
repeated decisions to make the CTBT the highest priority item on the Committee's
agenda, JSnd it is very difficult to understand how the lumping together of the CIBT
and "the broad range of nuclear issues'" can be in conformity with the legally binding
commitments ¢f, inter alia, the United States to o CTBT as cxpressed in the second
preambular paragraph of the partial test-ban Treaty of 1963, which reads as follows:
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"Seéking to achieve the discontinuance of a2ll test explosions of nuclear weapens

for 211 time, determined to continue nezotiations to this end ...",

as well as in the tenth preambular paragraph of the non-prolifeoration Treaty of 1968,
which reads:

"Recalling the determination expressed by the Partics to the 1963 Treaty banning
nuclear weapon tests in the atmosphere, in outer space and under water in its
preamble to seck to achieve the discontinuance of all test explosions of nuclear
weapons for 2ll time and-to continue negotiations to this end +..".

There is ncthing in these legally tinding documents, which vere signed and
ratified by the United States, that links the CTBT tc "the broad renge of nuclear
issues". On the contrary, a CTBT is explicitly said to be sought for on its own merits.
The United Statcs has not abrogated these preambular paragraphs, ncr made any
announcerient of its intention to interpret them in a new and less binding way. The
United States is thus, as far as I can sce, comnitted to multilateral negotiations on
a CTIBT on its own merits.

let me alse rncte the rather surprising fact that Dr. Rostow's statement d4id not
in any respect take the non-proliferation aspect of a CTBT into account. The risk
of nmuclear proliferation iz, I would have thouzht, one of the main concerns in this
context.

Furthermore, in tinmes past one of the arguments put forwerd against establishing
a CTBT working group in this Committee was the usclessness and the difficulties of
running rultilateral negotiations in parallel with the trilateral preparatory talks.
This is now an invalid pronosition, as the trilateral talks have, as I stated earlier,
been dormant for one year and a half. t is in fact, in a completely unacceptable
situation that the Comuittec on Disarmament finds itself — one in whichh the highest
priority item on its agende is nct at present and has for quite some time not been
under negctiation anywhere.

Twe meubers of the Committee on Disarmament have been blocking the efforts of
this 40-nation body to fulfil its obligations under its mandate end agenda. They
challenge an increasingly strongcr werld public opinion in their unyielding resistance
to the most reasonable of all requests —— that this body live up to its duties and
commitments.

I belicve that for ncst Governmonts represontoed in this roou tho present situation
is totally unacceptable.

The CHAIRILN: I thank you. That concludes ny list cf specakers for todeay.
Poland has asked for the floor. I give the floor to Lmbassader Sujka.

Mr, SUJKL (Poland): Mr. Cheirman, I would like to meke a very trief statement
in my capacity as the co-ordinator cf the group cf socialist countries. [fs I
anncunced during our last informal necting, ny delegation was in the process of
preparing a working document consisting of scme considerations relating to the
organization of the werk of the Coumittec on Disarmament at this session and I would
like tc place on record that the group of socialist countries will be ready very soon
to transmit this docuncnt to the secreteriat.
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The CHLTRMLN: Does any other delegation wish to take the floor? If not, I will
now ad journ the plenary neeting and convene an informal meeting of the Committee in

five minutes' time to continue our consideration of those organizational matters
still pending.

The next plenary meeting of the Committee will be held on Thursday, 18 February,
at 10.30 a.nm.

The meeting stands ad jourmed.

The meeting rose at 3.50 p.m.




