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The CHAIRMAN: I declare open tae 173rd plenary meetinsg of the Committee on
Disarmament . )

The Committee continues today its consideration of reports of subsidiary bodies
as well as of its special report to the second snecial session of the General Ass=2ably
devoted to disarmament. As usual, in confornmity uith rule 50 of our rules of
procedure, members wishing to make statements on any subject relevant to the work of
the Committee may do so at any time.

Before we consider our business for today, I wish to put bzfore the Committee for
adoption the draft decision contained in ilorkinz Paper No. 57, dated 21 April 1932,
This is on the establishasent of an ad hoc workinm group under item 1 of the
Committee's agenda. 1In that connection, I wish to make the following statement.

Distinguished delegates, you will recall that the small sroup that was
established to draft a mandate for a CTD working group bepan its work on 19 March,
under the chairmanship of my distinguished predecessor, Ambassador Alessi. Since
then, in fact for the past five weeks, continued efforts have been made by members of
this Committee to draft a mandate that would be acceptable to all. Our work has been
long and arduous. This wmorning our efforts were crowned with success when we learnt
that all delegates and all groups were able to accept the text that T now have the
honour of placing before you. In submnitting this text, as contained- in forking Paper
No. 67, I have to mention the name of our distinsuished Secretary, the Personal
Representative of the Secretary-General, Ambassador Jaipal, who came-to our help when
many of us, including your Chairman, vere besginning to iive up hope. It was
Ambassador Jaipal who saved the day for us, with the texts which came to be knoun,
affectionately if I may say so, as J-1 and J-2. I wish to thank him for the great
service he has rendered to us all., The languacze of this text, vhile perhaps not
giving complete satisfaction to any of the delegations around this table, does allow
for a degree of flexibility in its interpretation. The actual work programise of the
working group will certainly be the subject of detailed discussion in the workinz sroup
iteelf uhen it convenes at the beginnins cf the second half of our 1982 session. And
once the substantive discussions start and delezatioans berin == I quote from the
proposed mandate -- "to discuss and define throush substantive examination, issues
relating to verification and compliance with a view to making further progress toward
a nuclear test ban', they will, in my view, find that there are a great many issues
which relate to verificatinn and compliance. Delegations will inevitably find
themselves discussing or at least tryinz to discuss such a broad range of subjects
“hat the future Chairman of tnis working sroup will indeed have a hard time. Dut
that is for our summer session. Today, I wish to express my deep resvect to all the
delegations around this table for the great efforts they have made and for the spirit
of constructive compromise that everyone has shoun., Lach and gvery delesation has
had problems, difficult problems, not only of lansuage, but also as regards substance,
or even principle, and I am sure that they have experienced agonizinz moments,
especially in the course of their discussions, or arguments, rather, uvith their
capitals. They have prevailed upon their Governments, and have enablad us in the
Committee to reach a compromise which I consider to be both reasonable and honourable.
I once again pay my tribute to all delezations, and particularly to Ambassador Alessi
and Ambassador Jaipal for their efforts, and submit to the Committee the draft mandate
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contained in Working Paper No. 67. 1/ May I take it that this draft mandate is
approved by the Committee?

It was so decided.

The CHATRMAN: I now give the floor to the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Workinsg Group
on Chemical Yeapons, His Excellency Ambassador Sujka, for a statement concerning the
report of his Working Group.

ir, SUJKA (Poland): Through you, HMr. Chairman, I would like to inform the
Committes on Disarmament that the llorking Group on Chemical Veapons had a further
meeting last night to discuss some changes in its report. The Working Group then.
adopted its report subject to the incorporation of the following amendments:

On page 1, paragraph 1, line 12, after the word "weapons" insert the following in
brackets: "(CD/48, CD/112)".

At the end of paragraph 1, add the following sentence:

"A list of all the documents of the Committes on Disarmament submitted under the
agenda item entitled 'Chemical lleapons', as well as of the documents of the
Working Group which included working papers and conference room papers, is
contained in the annex to this report."” V

On page 3, in paragraph 8, at the end of line 9, add the following, "and provisions
on the non-stationing of chemical weapons on the territories of other States'™.

In paragraph 3, line 11, between the words "national" and "means", add the word
"technical®.

At the end of the document CD/281, add an annex listing Committee on Disarmament
plenary documents on chemical weapons as well as the documents of the UWorking Group.

1/ "In the exercise of its responsibilities as the multilateral disarmament
negotiating forum in accordance with paragraph 120 of the Final Document of the first
special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, the Committee on
Disarmament decides to establish an ad hoc working group under item 1 of its agenda
entitled 'Nuclear test ban'.

Considering that discussion of specific issues in the first instance may
facilitate progress toward nesotiation of a nuclear test ban, the Committee requests
the ad hoc working group to discuss and define, through substantive examination,
issues relating to verification and compliance with a view to making further progress
toward a nuclear test ban.

The ad hoc working group will take into account all existing proposals and future
initiatives, and will report to the Committee on the progress of its work before the
conclusion of the 1982 session. The Committee will thereafter take a decision on
subsequent courses of action with a view to fulfilling its responsibilities in this
regard.™



CO/PTLLTS

(Mr. Sujka, Poland)

The list of documents has been circulated in photocopied forw. Should
delepations wisn to add to it, I suggest that they inform the secretariat accordingly.
Amended in this wyy, it is my understandins that the report of the Uorkine Group on
Chemical VWeapons can now be included in the special report of the Committee on
Disarmament to the second special seszsion of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmamnent.

The CHAIRMNAH: I thank the Chairman of the Ad Yoc Yorking Group on Chemical
'leapons for his statement.

I nou give the floor to the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Yorkinm Group on Radiological
tleapons, His Excellencv Ambassador ‘leaner, for 2 ztatement concernins the report Qf'
his Vorkin~ Group.

Mr. WBGENER (Federal Renublic of Germany): Following the vrecedent of the
Chemical Veapons tlorking Group, at the request of some delegations, the Ad Hoc
Horking Group on Radiological tVeapons also held a short, additional meeting today to
reconsider som2 parts of the report and a certain number of technical errors were
corrected and some amendments introduced. “ith your nermission I would like to read
out the changes to be made to the printed document we have before us, CD/234, in the
Enmlish version -- the one witn an asterisk.

Yesterday, on introducing tie report, I read out a certain number of amendments,
but I thinlk it would be clearer to delegsates if I were now to rcad out all the
amendmments together so that delegates can introduce them into tueir documents and
check on the earlicr chanses. The title should be amended to read, "Special report
to the Committee on Disarmament ...", etc. In paragraph 4, second line, after
"Jorking Group'™, please insert the words "under the Chairmanship of
Airbassador Dr. Imre Komives (Hunmary)™, and then the text continues as before.” On
pasge 2, in the penultimate line of parasraph 6, the words "radiation from the decay
of" should be deleted. On pare 3, in paragraph 16, in the eighth line, after the
woprds "from attack", a new sentence is to be inserted, readinzg: ., "Some delepations’
expressly reservad their position as to the coimetence of the Committee to deal with
this matter.” 1In the footnote on the saue pare, after the fifth word, the words "for
the purposes of this report" should bz inserted. There are no changes on page 4.

On page 5, tne word at the end of the first line of paragiranh 26 should be in the
plural, and read "provisions*.

Parasraph 28 has been substantially amended, and the text now reads: "The view
was widely held that the treaty should enter into force upon the denosit of the )
instruments of ratification by a louer number than the 25 hitherto discussed, and the
number of 15 wvas advanced in this context, while some delesations reaffirmed their
position that the treaty should enter into force upon its ratification by
25 Governments, including the nuclear-ucapon States.”

Tn paragraph 27, still on pase 5, the last three words of the penultimate line,
"points of view', should be replaced by "differences”, In paragraph 30, in the second
line, before the last word, "centered", the word "and" should be inserted, and in
paragraph 51, five lines from the bottom, after It was pointed out that', the words
attacks on such facilities could™ should be inserted. .
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In oarasranh 52, a number of gsamall inserts was asreed upon to make the lanmuage
clearer, and I think it would be wise for ne, with your nermission, iir. Chairiwan, to
read the entire paracsrapn: ‘Sowe delegations proposed that the prohibition of attacks
on nuclear facilities should ba ag comwrehonsive as possible. 8ince the basic
objective was, in their viaw, T2 prevent mass destruction, there could be no
Justification to differentiate betueen civilian and militarv facilitics. They also
believed that mass destiruction would result. from attacks on either kind of facilities.
However, in theipr vicew wass destruction vas not the only criterion relavant to this
issu=s. Toz2y arausd that an important objeciive of the proposed instruaent vas to
restore confidence aniont; the countries remarding their peaceful nuclear pronramnes.
This confidance had, in their oninion, heon severely eroded in the walke of the
Israeli attaci: on the neaceful nuclear facilities of a devzloping couniry.

Therefore, they arqu2a that thz2 scone of the prohibition should include not only thne
larmer nuclear fuel cycle facilitizs but also the smaller reseaiprch reactors and otner
facilities. %o 2xzclude the latter, in thair view, would constitute 7ross
discrinination amainst the develonin~ countries.’ The last sentence of the wvaragraph
stays as »nirinted.

In narasgraph 35, in thz fouprth line, the voprd #affact™ is to be renlacad by
Upovter™. Three lines further on, in thz sentencz beginning, "In this resard, it was
navrticularly asaphasizad’, the vords "by these dclesations” should be insorted.
Lqually, in papazram 4, the second senta:nce has souwe ne2u lanzuase: after A nartial
tan coulqsr, the words tin tha2ir viowY saould b2 inserted.

In parazraph 35 thz following sentence was added at the end of the nresent text:
"The delesation ti0sc uorliing naper nad been quoted in the precedina paranranh drev
attention to the fact that the paper in this conteint also contains the following
scatement: The political difficulties of nrotecting wilitary facilities in an
international instrunent acrce oonviousn, and such facilities therzfore secen to have to
ve gxeluded from a convention'.” Yhereunon, narasraph 56 also had to be auendad,
and it now reads: "It vas, houaver, stated by souec delesations that such political
difficulties as way be involved ware not sufficient reason for a partial
prohibition. 1In their vieu such an approach vould leave oven the possihility of
lemiti.aizin; mass destruction in the conduci of warfare®.

Finally, the Uorlkins Groun decided that the erauinle of the other workins nsirouns
sirould he followed and that a list of all docunents relatin: to the uvork of the
vorking Group should be added. This list is at present bzing estanlished by the
secretariat on the hasis of the available documents.

i'r. Chairwman, T would liks to draw your attzntion to a ccrtain overlan that could
ra2sult froa th» addition to parasrapn 4 and varazrapns 11 and 12 uith the neu
paramraph to be included in tho Comaittee's nain raeport, niinted in Vorking Paper
flo. Hs/Rev.2/Corr.2, but I thiat it is a matter fo- the secrctariat to nrevent
possible overlaps, a3 the Groun has expressed its understandin~ that overlans of this
kind should, if nossible, be avoidad.

So far I hoa spolen as the Chairwan of the Vorkins Group. I uouvld like for a
brief nomant to take up a aatter velate! Lo ay function as a Chairman, and this i= a
brief stacement of valeh ¥ have informed you in advance, ir. Chair.an.

Last nisht, at the inforaal weetins that vas hzld under your chairmanshin,
Jr. Chairaan, the delamate of the Sovizat Union nadz tne follouinm statenent, and I
quots ezccrpts o1 tue Snnlish translation: ¢
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"... There were cases when, in spite of the insistent request addressed to

the Chairman of one of the airoups not to distort situations in the Group, such a
distortion di-" occur ..." and further on, I quote:

"... if, in the rcport, there is an ineorrzet nresentation of the situation in
the 'orkina Group, and nevertheless, that situation was adonted by methods which
vzre somewhat less than damocratic ..."M.

These are serious accusations. The Chairman oi' one of the working froups is
accused before the members of thz Commitiee of deliberate distortion of his Working
Group's report, and of uaderocpratic benaviour in che axercise of nhis functions. To
my lknowvledges, personal accusations of this gravity have so far never heen levelled
azainst any other delecatz in btais Committee. Should they now become nart of our
vorking modes, [ would foresee very unfortunate consequences. I do not think,
therefore, that the Soviet delerate's utterances should stand uncorrected,

viany delesaticns have informed a2 that in their understanding the accusations
were clearly dirccted touards me. This needs clarification. I should like,
therefore, to request, throuch yovw, ii. Chairman, an adequats clarification from the
Soviet delemate. Should it turn out that I was in fact the VYorking Groun Chairman
referred to, I would expect his anolosy on the record of this uweeting.

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the Chairman of tne Ad Moc Vorkins Group on Radiolorsical
{leapons for his statement. X1 sould say that I, as Chairman of this Committee, have
been accused of being too authoritarian; I have also been accused of being too
democratic. I think that the very job of a chairman involves those risks. It is the
lot of a chairman to he accused of all sorts of thnings. I would hope that this matter
would not be pursued to undue length.

The revised reports of itne working groups on chemical and radiological weapons
uill be issued later by the secretariat. 1In the meantime, I would consider that the
Committee is prepar=d to adopt the reports of the four workir; groups of the Comnittee
as contained in documents CD/QJl, as amendzad, for the torking Group on Chemical
Yeapons, CD/283 for the 'lorking Group on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament,
CD/284 as amended for the ''orkins Group on Radiolomical lleavons, and CD/2035 for the
tlorking Group on Effective International Arrangements to Assure lon=Huclear-leapon
States Against the Use or Threat of Use of lluclear lleapons. If there is no objection,
I will consider that the Committee adopis the reports of these four working groups.

It was so decided.

The CHAIRMAN: ilay I now turn to 'lorking Paper No.58/Rev.2 and Working Papers
No. 53/Rev.2/Corr. 1 and 2, containing the draft special report of the Committee to
the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. iMay I take
it that this Committee is prepared to adopt the draft special report? I see no
objection.

It was s0 decided.

The CHAIRMAN: Distinguished delegates, I have on my list of speakers so far for
today the followins 17 delegations: Canada, Belsium, the United States of America,
Czechoslovakia, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, the United Kingdom, Sweden,
the German Democratic Republic, Japan, Higeria, India, Sri Lanka, Venezuela, Ethiopia,
Kenya, China and Mexico. I give tne floor to the first speaker on the list, the
representative of Canada, His Excellency Ambassador McPhail.
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Mr, McPHAIL (Cenada): Hr. Chairman, let me first say to you how much my
delegation has admired your presiding over our Committee in these difficult final days
of this first holf of the session. I vant to assess, in general terms, the work of the
Committee on Disarmament in the light of the forthcoming second svecial session, and
to make comments on a fev specific topics,

The Committee is about to adjourn, and when it resumes itc 1982 session the
second. special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament will be over.
It is not ¢ifficult to tell vhat then our concerns will be, These same concerns will
be addéresse¢ by the second epecicl session. The Committee, however, is charged with

a unicuve responribility - to negotiate., Regular sessions of the General Assembly
do not —- and cammot -- negotiate, HNor is the special session a forum for negotiation.

Against this background, let us exanine this Comnitiee's performance as measured

arainst its resmoncibilities,

Vle would no douvt 2all agree thot the xecord, since 1978, vhen the Committee on
Disarmament vas esicblished folloving the first cpecial session, is mixed. The
expancion of the work of the Committee, and the rapid proliferation of meetings (so
ably recorded for us by the secrelariai) do not seem proportionate to the results,
Procedural motters consume great amounts of time andé it is questionable vhether, in
some instances, the fundamental purpose of working grouns -- to negotiate -~ is in
danger of occupying second place as the tendency grovs to read prepared statements
in these groups.

But is not the greatest difficulty the Commitiee on Disarmament foces the frequent
lack of a real negotiating Gymamic? This {(ynamic ig present only if a willingness
exists among negoticting pariners to malie concessions in the interernt of reaching a
mituelly~agreed goal,

Demands and exhortations are frequently prv to this Committee, but are they
related to any larger borgain? Do they contribute to progress through negotiation?
For example, are 211l those who have sought to contain the nuclear "at risk" area and
to guarantee protecvion teo nuclear facilitiss —- objectives cummonly shared —— willing
to wmdertalie concrete commiiments to the future conirol of nuclear weapons potential?

Furthermore, broad declarations of a 1wrillingness to negotiate have not always
been folloved up with real contributions to the negetiating process. The debate that
hoas been held, for example, on loxicily determinants of precursors te binary chemical
wespons 1o of unproven valve in btermg of the purposes of the proposed treaty. Baually,
the inability of the Seismic Urperts Working Group te reoch agreement on an extended .
progress report is a cruse Tor concern, Thug, there are gaps belveen declared
villingness and actual verfermonce,

Yet, the Committee on Disermament can move no further »~nd no faster than the
international situation »ermits. If progrecs on major issues has been glow, it is
largely bLecause the international atmosphere hos not alloved it to be othervise.

I began vith some of the negative elements in the Cormittee's work. Taken
together, they adl up to one uncvoidable conclusion: since the Comnittee was
estoblished, it has been unable %o produce eny single agreement on any” subject related
to arms control and disarmament matters. Bub is this the sole basis uvpon which ve
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should make our judgements? I think not, for the Committee remains, despite its
shortcomings, the only mltilatercl negotic ting forum on arms control and
disarmament matters. £ it did not exist, it wvould surely be created; if it vere
disbanded, it vould surely he reploced, Accordingly, ve should assess the
Committee on Disarmament's value, not so much in termg of vhat it has accomplished,
bat more in terms of vhot it moy cccomplish, once conditions are right: now,
measured in this woy, already ve hove some signs of promise.

The first is the establichment of the Committee's working groups. These continue
to hold potential as cnerative forurk for business-lilie negoiiotions on arms control
neasures, providel thri the subject-matter and the timing are right., A case in point
is the Chemical Weopons Vorking Group which, with its expanced mandate, continues to
malke real progress lovards the eventual conclusion of a chemical veapons treaty.

.

The second gsign is the creation of vhal is lmown as "gubsidiory bolies", as vell
o other forms of collective endeavour, I neted that the Seismic Dxperis Vorking Group
has had difficulties, but it has also had successes; and it is obviously upon the
latter that wve should build, Similarly, the practical vork registered during
"concentraved sessions" on chemical veapons has allowed the Committee 1o focus on
itechnical matters of importance to the eventual conclusion of o +ireaty., These sessions
have been invaluable, not least becauce points of principle advocoted by various
delegritions often 1ool: secondt place to the ronge of practical ouvestions vhich
necessarily must be addrecsed before the actuval imnlementation of a treaty: here,
then, debate wac replaced by diccuaccion,

The third sign is the demonstrated ability of the Committee on Disarmament to
move in worthwhile directions, A working groun dealing vith certain aspects of a
comprehensive test-ban treaty ic now close to reslization. Already the informal
discussiong on the working group's mandate have in themselves brought to the Committee
a more focused approach to this critical problem, In the near future, other
vorlting groups will yprobably be established also, each dealing with specific aspects
of issues of concern to the Committee,

These are the congiderations in onr minds vhen reflecting upon how the Committee
on Digsarmament should relate to the second special session, Some argue that the
Committee's special report shonld reviev pasl activities, and account for nerformance
and agsipgn praise ond bleme accordingly, But we do not agree., Consensus on
precisely vhat are the Committec's shortcomings in wnlikely. Nor do we think it
advisable to dvell on the past: we prefer instead to move forward on the baszis of
what has been accomplished —-- vhich indeed shonld figure in the special report.

I spoke cof signs of promise, and of sone negative aspects of the Committee's
worls, both in the context of the usccond special session, which for mony has been the
central focus of the Committee's activities for some lime. Great effort and indeed
ingermity hove been expended in Crawing up a comprehensive programme of disarmament.
It is nov evident 1hat on & number of fundamental poinls, no cgreement has been
possibhle; and so e vork on the progreume yust be carried on by the General Assembly
itself, at itso special usession., The cveciion of time-frenes romains the single,
nost intractable issne; and il iz an open aqueclion vhether it can really be resolved.
In the final enclysis, is not in fact the issue something of an artificial one? Surely

otions will conduct negotioctions on ihe mriters listed in the draft CPD only wvhen
an¢ if their assensment of their oim nationrl cecuriily interests ollows them to do so.
A comprehencive progranme whirh fails lo lulke this into occount ic unlikely to
achieve consenuuvc, either in the Comnittee on Di.ormament or ol ilie second

cnecianl session of fhe General Agsembly.
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I think this is a time for franlmess, Hou much effect will the comprehensive
programme have on the worl: of the Committee? The comprehensive programme remains
essentially an agenda, no matter how degcribed, of negotiations on arms control
and disarmament. But the Committee has ite owm agendn, which will still guide our
work when the second special session is over, and for this reason, it is all the more
important to concentrate on the practical and realizable vhen the Committee resumes.
Statemente of broad vision do have their nlace, and indeed it in a common hope that
the second special session will provide the world community with that vision; but the
Committee must rightly deal with the mundane, the wractical, the negotiable.
Negotiation is never easy, and requires both attention to detail and compromise ~- not
really the stuff special sessiong are aade of,

In short, we cannot look to the special session fte solve problems this Committee
deals with because it will not; and the practical issues the Committee confronts will
still be present after the cecond special sesgion is history.

One of these major practical probvlems ic verification. It has been a theme, if
not the major theme, of this session. In acpects of the Committee's work vhere hope is
highest, for example with respect to chemigal veopons, the emphasis on verification
is greatest. The accomplishments of the Committee on Disarmament through the
activities of the Seismic BExperts lVorking Group cre ecsentially in the area of
verification. The CTB Vorking Group will address the cubject of verification. On the
other hand, one of the built-in nroblems in achieving a mutually satisfactory and
universal negative security assurance is that, by its very nature, such an assurance
is wnverifiable: it deals, not vith arms, but with intentions. Perhaps the lesson
of verification has only recently been learned, Many have asserted that verification
adds to confidence, and does not detract from it, Treaties have been concluded in the
past without adeouate verification provisions, and the consequences have underlined
their resulting weakness., Inherently wnverifiable treaties have been concluded,
such as the Briand Kellog Pact, vhich outlaved war. It is thie historical experience
vhich troubles many in discussing pronosals that cannot be verified. In their view,
and indeed in ours, the law ic only the lav if it is agreed -- and enforced, in the
case of internatio..al agreement on arms coitrol and disarmament, through verification.

Darlier I noted three nocitive signc in the Committee's work. There ic a fourth.
The Committee has moved bheyond discuscing verificacion as an abstract principle, and
is now considering the means of verification. Vievs differ, perhaps not as much as
before, and solutions are in sight, if not ret vithin grasp.

The resolution of wverificalion nroblems is rorely a glamorous business, DBut it
is alvays ecsential. The second special session, obviously, cannot do this wvorl,
Ve can and should.

There are some who, vhile agreeing in principle to verificotion, are concerned
that insistence on ebsolute verification, or something close teo it, is a means to avoid
progress on other substonlive arms contvrol and dicarmament matters. It is easy to
sympathize with thic concern., That is why we believe our aim should be to seek adequate
and mutually-acceptable verification measures. We are confident that with patience
and perseverance, this can be done —— even in such technically demanding fields as
chemical weapons verification. In the meantime, no agreement of concequence is likely
to be achieved withoui suitable verification provisions. Let us therefore proceed
accordingly. We, for our part, in Jve course, vill be nutting forward further
sugrestions on verification, particularly in the orea of chemical weapons.



CD/PV.173
1/

(Mr, McPhail, Canada)

We have worked hard to produce the final agreement on *the contents of the
special report to the cecond special session of the General Assembly.

During the course of our work we have heard the views of some vho seel: to
assign responsibility for arms control measures exclusively to the "militarily
significant" powers, or tc the nuclear-weapon States, by implication perhans leaving
themselves blameless and vithout responsibility. But is this really the case?
Surely, as the United Nations Secretary-General said in Geneva 10 days ago, our
responsibilities in thcese respects are collective.

The international community, at the second special session on disarmament;
will, we expect, and rightly sc, we believe, reaffirm tne validity of and the
necessity for this Committee —- not because of its accomplischments but because there
is no other choice, The ultimate lest of this Committee's credibility is its ability
to make progress on significant arms control measures, Whatever the outcome of the
second special session, the Committee has yet tc meet this test. Let us be guided
accordingly in our resumed sessgion next July,

Mr, ONKELINX (Belgium) (translated from French): Iic. Chairman, as we are coming
to the end of the Committee's spring session, I wish first of 2ll to address myself
to you, but I do not know whether it would be better to congratulate you on the
way in which you -have presided over our work during your period of chairmanchip,
or instead to express our sympathy with rov. for having been obliged to act as

Chairman in such difficult conditions -~ during o neriod vhen the organization of the
(& h 3

Committee's worl was particularly arduous, Cesnite the great effortc of

Ambassador Jaipal and the secretariat —— a pexriocd of procedural discussions and

complications of which the Committee ought certainly not to be proud, and which -

we should think about as regards the future and our future sessions., In spite of all
the difficulties, however, you have given nroof of the great qualities we have seen
in you ever since we have had the pleasure of working with yow, namely, skill, tact,
the patience that was certainly needed this time, and your diplomatic finesse, and I
think that the Committee will always owve you a debi of gratitude for your display

of these great talents vhich were, alas, very often, and ot times harshly, put to the
test. '

As this spring segsion of the Committee on Disarmament drave to a close, we
have just adopted our report to the General Assembly at ite second special session
devoted to disarmament. It is the prospect of this important event that has dominated
all our work since the beginning of this year.

In this connection, the agreement reached in the Committee today on the
establishment of a working groun on a nuclecr test ban is a particularly welcome
development, Indeed, we are gratified by the success achieved as a result of the
aifficult negotiations on the mandate of this wvorking group. We are also
particularly grateful to the delegations mest directly involved in these negotiations
for the spirit of compromise they have shown. We now hope that the working group
will be speedily set up when the Committee resumes itsc activities after the
special session.
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In preparing for the second special session, it was quite normal that the
Committee should spend most of its time on the elaboration of a comprehensive:
programme of disarmament, as it was requested to do by the General Assembly.

It is not my intention to draw any conclusions about the results submitted to us
by the Working Group,

These results are, of course, very embryonic and, in view of the many texts
on vhich agreement has not been reached, they may seem somevhat disappointing.

The report of the Committee on Disarmament is, however, only one stage in the
negotiating process that will be pursued in New York. We sincerely hope that the
combined efforts of delegations will enable this process to be completed at the
forthcoming special session.

We should therefore make the best possible use of’ the few positive elements we
now have in our favour, '

The first is the negotiating climate. What happened in the informal group led by
the delegation of Pakistan showed that progress vas possible. There is now a
noticeable improvement in the chapter relating to measures., It would be regrettable
if these results, however fragmemtary they may be, were jeopardized.

The structure of the comprehensive programme of disarmament is also clearer now.
The measures have been divided into three stages and, within each one, sets of measures
have bLeen more coherently defined, primarily in the fields of nuclear and conventional
disarmament,

' In addition, there seems to be greater understanding of the need to allow the
parties to the negotiation of disarmement agreements some degree of flexibility. Such
negotiations ought not to be hampered by arbitrary schedules. The various disarmament
measures could very well, if necessary, be incorporated into the programme in
accordance with the possibilities for negotiation.

It should not be too difficult to reach agreement on the texts that have been
prepared on the chapters relating to the objectives and the principles of a
comprehensive programme of disarmament, DEfforts to this end might be based on those
made with regard to the chapter on priorities, the only one that has been fully agreed
on by our delegations,

There is also broad agreement on the chapter relating to machinery. There, too,
it should be possible to reconcile the texts submitted by different groups of
delegations.,

The negotiations to be held in New York should focus primarily ori the broad
conceptual issues that have not yet been resolved.

The main problem is that of the time-frame for the programme., My delegation does
not see this problem as insoluble. Precedents exist, particularly in the Declaration
of the 1980s as the Second Disarmament Decade. TIurthermore, although it seems to
us impracticable to lay dowm, even tentatvively, a set date for the completion of
each stage, we nevertheless believe that the conferences for the review of the
implementation of the programme; and hence of the measures in each stage, could be
convened at regular intervals. . Thig periodicity would in itself be an important feature
of the comprehensive programme of disarmament, as compared with the documents
previously adopted by the General Assembly. For the fact of States agreeing beforehand
that their policies in the matter of disarmament should be subject to review would be
a particularly significant innovation.
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Another important problem that has not et been fully discussed is the nature
of the comprehensive programme of disarmament. My delegation is happy to note that
the various positions that have been expressed in this connection have showm a definite
flexibility and open-mindedness. To what extent the obligation assumed by States
as regards the implementation of the comprehensive programme of disarmament should
be legally binding is undoubtedly a matter for negotiation. There again, however,
it seems to me that a selution acceptable to all parties could be found.

Clearly, what will require the greatest expenditure of time on the part of our
delegations in New York is the negotiation of the various measures. Bfforts to arrive
at compromise texts are essential in more than one respect. In fact, on many subjects
on which differing views are still being exnressed, such compromise texts already
exist, We ought not, therefore, to rule out the pogsibility of using them again in the
comprehensive programme. The Final Document of the first epecial session of the
General Assembly cevoted +to disarmament, the elements of a comprehensive programme
of disarmamentdefined by the United Nations Disarmament Commigssion and the Declaration
congerning the Second Disarmament Decade shouwld continue to be useful sources of
inspiration for our future negotiations.

Lastly, it will in due course be necessary to review the organization of the
presentation of the comprehensive programme of disarmament in order to avoid, so far
as possible, repetitions lilke those that "clutter" the Final Document., In addition,
the question of verification has not yet really been given a proper place in the
proposed structure of a comprehensive programme of disarmament. We ought not to
hesitate to give this important issue full treatment and to devote a chapter to the
subject of verification,

It has not been wvossible to give the other activities which the Commitiee on
Disarmament has carried out in working groups the same priority as the comprehensive
programme of disarmament. Considerable efforts have nevertheless been devoted to them.

Progress has undeniably been achieved on what we now call "traditional"
radiological weapons questions. The draft treaty in this connection submitted by the
Chairman of the Working Group represents, in our view, a compromice that should offer
a broadly acceptable basis for the completion of the negotiations on this subject,

The question of the prohibition of deliberate attacks on nuclear installations
gave rise to some particularly interesting exchanges of views. However they showed
how complex the subject is. They also revealed the existence of a number of widely
varying negotiating options. It is thus clear that these exchanges formed part of on
as yet very preliminary stage of the negotiating process.

In view of these facts, my delegation has some doubis about the advisability of
a symmetrical approach to these two issues, We ought perhaps, therefore,” to consider
the possibility of bringing the negotiations on the first of these issues to a rapid
conclusion and agreeing to continue negotiations on the second, which is not strictly
a matter of prohibiting a weapon but rather a question of the regulation of the conduct
of hostilities, If necessary, we might envisage the conclusion of a protocol to be
anmexed to the so-called "traditionol" treaty, as my colleague from the Federal Republic
of Germany has suggested, : :

With regard to chemical weapons, I should like to mention in particular the
positive development represented by the Committee's conferral on the Vorking Group of
a mandate which permits it to negotiate a convention. The worl: it has done alt this
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spring session has certainly enabled the Group to conzolidate the results it achieved
last year. Ve ought tc try, during the summer session %o negotiate 01l the cuestions
involved more thoroughly ancd more intensively. M7 delegation would vigh, in particular,
to develop its contribuiion on the definition of chemical weapons so as tc toke into
acccunt as many as poscible of the viewrn expressed so far.

We should also like 4o give more careful consideration to the needs as regards
verification of o conventicn prohititing chemical wecpons. In this connection, Belgium
wishes to stress the great immortance it oatuvaches to. the proposal submitied by
Australia, the United Statez and the United Kingdom concerning the study of
verification possibilities of the "recover" iype, This auestion formed the subject
of document CD/271 vhich was recently put vefore the Committee,

Belgium also hopes that after the discussions that have been held on the
subject of the preventiion of an arms race in outer space, it will be possible, at the
second part of the Committee's 1982 sessicn, to adopt procedural decisions that will
permit this important cuestion to be dealt vwith more systematically.

The results of more than three years of work by the Committee on Disarmament are
extremely limited., True, in recent monthe we have made some progress in so far as
our work has focused more on the topics under negotiation and has been less hampered
by theoretical cr procedural discussions.

Nevertheless, the spirit of negotiation seems to have been lacking. In too many
areas, delegations have done no more than restate their ncsitions, without making any
effort to seek compromises. A4ll too often, also, interim solutions have been rejected
on the grounds that they would merely make it impossible to ceek proper solutions.

Such attitudes, vhich have been evident in particular, for example, in the matters
of security assurances and radiological weapons, seem to me hardly compatible with
the requirements of the disarmament process, vhere what is needed essentially is a
patient search for small areas of progress vhich will gradually make it possible to
achieve nore and more ambitious goals.

I should like nov to meke a comment of a general nature: my delegation has
noted that, . throughout its discussions, the Committee on Disarmament has attached
overvhelming immortance to nuclear disarmament. I understand why the international
community regards this as a matter of priority, but I venture to submit for your
consideration and reflection that it is wars waged with conventional weapons that
are still daily caucing victims and that have decimeted entire populations in recent
decades. It seemz to me that the Committee pays too little attention to conventional
digarmament, and that it ought to correct this imbalance, while keeping things in
proper perspective,

The limited results achieved by the Commitiee on Disarmament are also and perhaps
especially a reflection of the situations of tension in the world to vhich reference
has been made at the beginning and at the end of the current session. Belgium hopes
that the special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament will offer
States an opportunity to gain greater aworeness of the impact their conduct can have
in the sphere of disarmament negotiations, It hopes that the special session will
succeed in giving fresh impetus to the work of the Commititee on Disarmament, so that'
the Committee can more effectively carry out the important task entrusted to it.
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. Mr, FIEIDS (United States of America): Iir. Chaimman, it is with great pleasure,
frankly more than I had anticipated yesterday, that I take the floor in the closing
moments of our meeting. Under your chairmanship, we have clearly made considerable
progress. We ov: you a debt of great gratitude, for your even but firm hand, and
your wise, kind counsel. It is in nc small measure due to your able guidance in
April that we can now look ferward to the prospect of moving ahead on important
issues when we return this summer. I would also like to take this occasion to pay
tribute to the distinguished service rendered by the chairmen of the working groups,
Ambassador Ahmad of Pakistan, Ambassador Wegener of the Federal Republic of Germany,
Ambassador Garcfa Robles of llexico and Ambassador Sujka of Poland. Bach of these
capable and distinguished gentlemen has guided his Group with wisdom, intelligence
and energy. -

On one particularly important issue, an issue on which many delegations and
more particularly you yourself, lir. Chairman, your predecessor, Ambassador Alessi
and Ambassador Jaipal have expended great and skilful efforts, it appeared wntil
Just hours ago that progress would not prove possible, Being one who never gives
up, I have been carrying two sets of closing remarks around in uy pocket. Iy
hopes, indeed my cherished hopes have been realized and I am delishted to be delivering
today the happier version, indeed the one which I had fervently hoped I would be
making to this final plenary meeting of our spring session.

In previous years the United States has been unwilling to agree 1o the
establishment of a working zroup on a comprehensive test ban. We have openly and
candidly expressed our wnosition, Again this year, at the outseit of this meeting,
we frankly stated our most serious reservabions. But we fully understood the
importance which most other delegations attached to the CTB issue. Ve listened
to appeals that we should not stand in the way of the Committee!s proceeding to
deal with its agenda item 1, and we ultimately refined our position in a manner which
would enable us to join a congsensus. On 11 March we indicated our willingness to
agree to the egtablislment of a working group which would address the fundamentally
important areas of verirication and compliance, Consensus on that basis has now
been achieved,

I do rot think it necessary to elaborate upon my personal pleasure, which I am
sure is obvious. I would, however, like tc pledge my Goverrment's commitment to
steady progress in the newly—established working group on a CIB., Ilaving come so far
toward establiching a working group on a CIB, missing the opportunity would have
been particularly unforfunate. But we have chosen the course of accommodation and
co—-operation rather than confrontation. Thie outcome is particularly fortunate, for
the blocking of a consensus on the UIB issue and the open threat of an overheated
atmosphere at the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament, at this especially critical juncture for the Committee, could only
have had most serious adverse elfects wpon ocur ability to come to zrips with the
important questions vhich will confront us in Hew York.

However, I do not want to leave the impression that the last-minute success
on the nuclear test-ban agenda item is the only matter on which there has been
important progress at this session. e have moved foxrward on other issues. Our
progress has been dependent upon a willingmess, displayed by all, to compromise.
It ig that spirit which we hope will prevail at the second special session, and
thereafter upon our return to Geneva te continue the important work of our 1932 session.
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Our agenda over the coming months is a full one and it deserves our very best
efforts. Our work in this Commitiee cannot be dealt with in the abstract, but
has to be considered in the context of the existing international political
situation, But at the same time we belicve that the possibility of positive
developments on the international scene as a result of progress in our Committee's
work cannot be overlooked. To this end we remain optimistic.

Mr, Chairman, it is with considerable joy that I can now discard the other
version of my speech,

Again, Sir, my deepest thanks to you.

lMr, VEJVODA- (Czechoslovakia): the {irst part of the 1962 session of the
Committee on Disarmament was marked by & complicated international situation, which
was the result of increased efforts on the part of the opponents of peace, détente
and disarmament to engage the world in a qualitatively new round of the arms race,
especially in the field of nuclear armaments. Long—tern plans for the mcdernization
of strategic nuclear forces declared by the United States administration and nev
aggressive military doctrines advanced by it represent a direct threat to
international peace and security and zeriously undermine the possibilities for the
achievement of real progress in the field of disarmament nesotiations,

The socialist countries continued to advance new proposals aimed at the
reactivation of disarmanent negotiations. They reaffirmed their ¥eadiness to
negotiate on any question on the basis of equality and equal securivy. They went
even further and came ocut with important unilateral initiatives. Annong these, the
initiative of the US3l advanced by Pressident L. Brezhnev on 16 llarch of this year,
instituting a uiilateral morztorium or the deployment of medium-range nuclear armanents
in the Buropean part of the USSR, met with keen interest and appreciation among all
peace~loving forces,

e

The socialigt countries attached particular importance te the 1902 spring
session of the Committee in view of the forthcoming second special session of the
United Nations General Asgembly devoted to disarmament. The delesations of the
gsocialist countrice did their uhaost to enable the Committes to negotiate concrete
results winich could be presented to the second special sessicn.

Regrettably, given the apprcach of some western delegations to basic problems
cf nuclear disarmament and other important items of ite agenda, the Committee was
not in a position to achieve concrete results.

It is by no means incidental that the vitally important question of the
cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament was renarded as of the
highest pricority by moet delegationg,  ‘the continuing arms race unlioubtedly
represents the nain threat to international neace and security. The socialist
countries represented in the Comittee have always supported the creation of an
appropriate working sroup to conduct ne;otiztions on this question. In addition
to the documents submitted to this efifect by the socialist countries in previous
years, the delegation of the Gexman Democratic Rspublic submitted, during the first
part of the 1952 session, docunent CD/259 reflecting the views of the socialist
countries concerning the dralt mandate for an zad hoc working mroup on this question,
which was welcor by many members of the Groun of 21, Howvever, the United States
and United incdom delerationn continued to block consensus on the setting up of
such a working sroup.
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In connection with the problem of nuclear disarmament, the socialist
countries stressed the necessity of preventing a nuclear catastrophe and drew
the attention of delegations to the relevant declaration adopted by the
United Nations General Assembly at its thirty-sixth session. ~ The positive effects
which would be brought about by an undertaliing by all nuclear~weapon States not
to be the first to use nuclear weapons were also underlined.

Together with many other States; the socialist countries vigorously condemned
the full-scale production of neutron weapons carried out by the United Stateg.
The delegations of the socialist countries reminded the members of the Committee
that already in 1970 the draft of a convention on the prohibition of the production,
stockpiling, deployment and use of neutron weapons was put before the Commititee by
the socialist countries in document CGD/559. lleither this initiative nor the proposal
of the socialist countries for the urgent establishment of an ad hoc working group
for the preparation of such a convention, put forward in 1981 in document CD/219,
met with a consensus owing to the negative attitude of the western Powers. The
socialist countries regret this development since the production of neutron weapons
substantially lowers the threshold of nuclear war and represents an important step
towards putting into practice the doctrine of a "limited nuclear war", while the
eventual deployment of such weapons in Europe would create a highly dangerous situa-
tion on this contiment.

The group of socialisgt countries attaches special importance to the complete
and zeneral prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests. They have always congsidered that
the Committee on Disarmament, with all nuclear-weapon States represented in it,
should live up to its responsibilities as the single multilateral negotiating forum
and start negotiations on this question. Together with the Group of 21, the group
of socialist countries therefore proposed the creation of an ad hoc working sroup
to this effect. BRegrettably, a lot of valuable time, which could be dedicated
to business --:1like negotiations in the working group, has been lost due to the
opposition of two nuclear-weapon States to the creation of such a working group,
The socialist countries have also expressed their views concerning its possible
terms of reference in document CD/259 mentioned above.

The socialist countries also studied carefully all other proposals concerning
the mandate of such a working group. They also took an active part in the
deliberations on a possible compromise formulation in this regard. Their aim was
to achieve an agreement on such a mandate which would allow the future working
group to address all basic aspects of the sneneral and complete prohibition of
nuclear-weapon tests and to negotiate 2 treaty on this problem Pince it appeared
that, for the time being, consensus could not be reached on such a "comprehensive"
mandate, the socialist countries, considering the achievement of the nuclear-test
ban a question of highest priority, agreed to the establishment of the working
group with a compromise foxrmulation of its mandate. They proceed from the
understanding that any delesation may raise in the working group any questions
related to the general and complete prohibition of nuclear—weapon tests and the
discussion of verification questions should not stand in the way of the elaboration
of the agreement in all its aspects. The socialist countries also believe that
progress achieved in the working group will also be duly reflected in the future
through adequate adjustment of its mandate.

The delegations of the socialist countries also hope that the working group
on the nuclear-test ban will not wind up in abstract discussions on the question
of verification and compliance without any connection to the nuclear-weapon test-ban
itself. In this regard they expressed their concern over the over-all shift in the
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position of the United States towards the problem of a nuclear-weapon tesi-ban
expressed in the statemcnt by IMr., Rostow to the Committee on 9 February when he
informed the Committee that, in the view of the United States delegation,
negotiation on a nuclear test ban "may not be propitious at the time". . The
socialist countries also consider inconsistent the United States approach to a
nuclear test ban whereby.it links vrosress on this. subject to reductions in nuclear
armaments while opposing the camencement of negotiations in this respect.

The delegations of socialist countries continue to believe that the resumption
and successful conclusion of the trilateral negotiations would be of special
significance and would create the possibility for a futurenuclear testban to enter into
force provisionally before the two remaining nuclear-weapon Powers joined it.

The delegations of socialist countries continued to work actively in the
Working Group on Chemical Yeapons. 'They welcormed the initiation of a new phase
in its deliberations marked by the adoption of a new mandabe allowing it to work
on the text of the [uture convention, which they favoured already during the earlier
stages of negotiations on this question. During the first part of the Committee's
1982 session, a very useful exchange of views was carried out which clearly showed
the areas of mutual unclerstemdlnb on a number of substantive “aspects of the future
convention.

The group of socialist countries continues to maintain that the future
convention will be effective only if it takes into account all recent developments
in the field of ckemical weapons, In this respect they fully shared the view
expressed by the overvhelming majority of delegcations to the effect that the future
convention should also exclude any possibility of the production of binary weapons.
The delegations of the socialist countries expressed their views on this question
in document CD/258, in which they drew the attention of delegations to United Hations
General Assembly resolution 36/9G B which calls upon all States "to refrain from any
action which could impede nepotiations 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".

The socialist countries drav the attention of delegations to the draft of a
provision for the chenical weanons convention proposed by the Soviet delezation on
the non-stationing dircctly or indirectly of chemical weapons on the territories of
other States durins the period of implementation of commitments on their destruction
or transfer for non-hostile purposes,

The question of the prohibition of new types and new systems of weapons of mass
destruction remains a problem of primary importance and should, in the view of the
socialist countries, be piven due attention in the vork of the Committee. They
consider that the time is ripe to set up an ad hoc working proup of experts, which
could seriously addrcgs this matter. he group of socialist countries also considers
that the Committee could be helpful in siving consideration to appropriate
formulations by which all States,.and especially the permanent members of the
Security Council and other militarily sisnificant States, would make solemn
declarations, identical in substance, condemning any future efforts to develop,
manufacture and deploy new types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of
such weapons in accordance with United Nations General Assembly resolution 36/@9
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The group of socialist countries appeals to all members of the Committee which
are in a position to do so to send their experts to the informal meetings which were
proposed by the Hungarian delegation in document'CD/261 for the second part of the
1982 session. '

The necessity of the prevention of an arms race in outer space has now
become a gquestion of high urgercy. The socialist countries express satisfaction
at the fact that the consideration of this problem has been inscribed on the agenda
of the Committee on Disarmament, They maintain that, in accordance with
United Nations General Assembly resolution 36/99 the Committee should start:
negotiations on a treaty on the prohibition of the stationing of weapons of any
kind in outer space. The most effective approach to the fulfilment of this task
would be the creation, at the second part of the 1982 gsession, of an appropriate
ad _hoc working group. The views of the socialist countries concerning the texrms of
reference of such a group were reflected in document CD/272 submitted by the delega-
tion of llongolia. '

The socialist countries attached due importance to the elaboration of a
comprehensive programme of disarmament in view of the forthcoming second special
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. They took an active part
in an effort to evolve mutually acceptable formulations, which would nevertheless
make it possible to stress the necessity to start early negotiations on all urgent
problems of disarmament, in the first place in the field of nuclear disarmament,
and on the prevention of the danger of nuclear war. With this objective in mind
the socialist countries submitted a comprehensive working paper on the CED in
document CD/245.

Regrettably, during the deliberations in the Working Group on vital questions,
no common formulation could be agreed upon. The fact that even the inclusion of
the achievement of a nuclear-test ban in the first stage of the programme is
questioned is a source of serious concern. IHowever, the socialist countries will
continue to exert all efforts so that the General Assembly can adopt a programme
vhich will give a new impetus to disarmament negotiations and assist towards the
commencement, in the shortest possible time, of negotiations on all priority
questions of disarmament.

With respect to the question of the prohibition of radiological weapons,
the socialist countries note with regret that further progress has not been achieved
in this matter.

While recognizing the importance of the prohibition of attacks on civilian
nuclear. facilities, the socialist countries are of the opinion that the delibera-
tions on this subject which have taken place up to now and the complexity of the
issues involved demonstrate that this question camnot be solved within the
framework of a radiological weapons treaty.

A complicated situation has developed in the Ad Hoc Working Group on the
strengthening of the security cuarantees of the non-nuclear weapon States. The
socialist countries continue to maintain that the most effective way of meeting
the legitimate security interests of non-nuclear-weapon States in this respect
would be the preparation and conclusion of an international convention on this
subject. The initiation of concrete negotiations in this regard would, in the
present circumstances, represent a positive step forward.
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Document GD/LQV, submitied by the delezations of the German Democratic Republic
and Hungary, reflzscts the basic view of tro cocialist countries that the elaboration
of an international agreement on the non-stationing of nuclear weapons on the
territories of States whern there are no such veapons at present would,. inter alia,
assist the sirengthening of the scconrity of the aon—nuclear—wcaoon otates. For

this reason the creation of an ad¢ _hoee worliing ~roup on thig subject has been
preopoced.

,-\

The group of socialist countries continued to pay duc attention to the question
of the organization of the work of the Comuittee.

It put forward its specific views and rreposals to this effect, mainly
concerning the process of the setting uwp of and activities of subs 1d1ary bodies,
contained in document CD/241, The socialist countries also consider that the
efféctiveness of the Cormittee's perfoimances should be increascd and while
advancing their proposals in this respect they took note of all the relevant
suggestions by other States. They exvressed the viev that the present composition
of the Committee meets the requirements for a limited multilateral negotiating body.
Hence, it would be hishly premature to proceed to further alterations in lto present
membershlp,

In spite of many daifficulties and the slow progress of the negotiations of the
Committee on Disarmement, the socialist countries doclare their readiness to
contribute actively to its further work so that the Coumittee may eventually
achieve concrete and tan;ible results. In this connection they favour the
resunption of the second part of the 1932 session as early as possible after the
second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament.

oince I have the {loor, let me ald something which usually talkes place at the
very end of meetings. I presume that we shall o» very tired snd any prolongation
of our deliberations then will be unwelcore. Vhat I am going to say, I certainly
do not want to be unwelcomed by the Committee and that is,that I want, on behalf

of the socialist group, to consratulate you, vir. Chairman, for the manner in which
vou perfomed your dubics as Chairman for the closing month of our spring session.
I should definitely add that I could say much more, dbut allovw me to express bricfly
ow admiration and thanls. Ve also ovwe ocur thanks to the chaimmen of the working
groups, Ambassadors Sujla, Garcia Rcobles, Vegener and Ahmad, I also want, on
behalf of our group, to exvpress thanke to the secretariat of cur Committee, in the
first place, the Special Representotive of the Sacretary-General and then, to all
those who helped us in our deliberctions, starting with the members of the
secretariat, adminisitrators, 1rtorbroteru, translators and all the United lations
professionals either from New York or from Geneva, who performed such valuable
services for our Committee,

Lire TSuhAuleﬂ (Dnlon of Seviet Socialist Republics) (translated from Russian):
Taking the floor at a formal meeting for the first time in the month of April,
the Soviet delegation vould like first oi all to welcome you as this month's
Chairman of the Committee, to express our satisfaction with and appreciation of your
guidance »f the Committee's worlz, and also to wish you success in periorming the
duties of Chairman of the Committece on Disarmament during the next few months. Ve
are aware that you are faced with the responsible task of presenting the report of
the Committee on Disarmament to the second special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament. I shouwld like, iir., Chairman, to exprcos particular
satisfaction at the fact that it is wder your chairmanship that the Cormittee has
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succeeded in adopting a decision on bthe establishment of a working group on the
question of a nuclear test ban. The Soviet delegation considers this a token

of our sympathy and respect for the Japansse people who werc the first victims of the
use of atomic weapons in 1945. It is to be hoped that the negotiations in the
Committee begun under the chairmanship of the representative of Japan will result in
the early conclusion of an agreement on a general and complete ban on nuclear

weapon tests by all States and in all enviromments.

The Soviet delegation has taken the floor in order to give its appraisal of the
results of the first part of the current session of the Committee on Disarmament.
We do not propose to dwell on separate items of the agenda, since this has just
been done with great mastery on behalf of the Soviet delegation, among others, by
Ambassador Vejvoda of Czechoslovakia.

Throughout the session, statements by tlie delegations of most, if not all, of
the States represented on the Committee expressed serious concern at the groving
threat of nucleaxr war, the absence of progress in disarmament negotiations and the
dangerous development of the international situation as a whole. Ve share that
concern, which reflects the profound alarm of the whole international community at
the growing danger of war involving the use of nuclear weaponsg and the new spiral in
the arms race, To say that the present international situation is complex and
critical is perhaps not enough. In fact it is one which inspires the profoundesi
anxiety as to the fate of the world and of mankind as a whole. As was recently
observed in a magazine article, the difference between past wars and the threatencd
global thermonuclear war is that past wars have marked the end of historical eras
but a future war will mark the end of the entire human era.

To us the recommition of such a danger is not a cause for dismay and pessimism
but a powerful stimulus towards fresh efforts and decisions for the prevention of
nuclear war and the curbing of the arms race. In that connection, we should like to
emphasize once more the importancc of the Declarution on the Prevention of Nuclear
Catastrophe adopted by the United Hations as a major landmark on the path towards
the elimination of threat of nuclear coniiict.

We are often told that we have an ideclopy of our own.
Yes, we do have an ideology, and we believe in our ideals.

The cornersione of our ideolosy and our policy are peace, disarmament and
co~operation between peoples. In embarking upon the construction of a new society,
the Soviet Union has always proceeded from the belief that, as V.I. Lcnin, the
founder of our State, said, peace will "advance matters an infinite number of times
better than war'. 3ixty years ago the Soviet delegation at the Genoa Conference
spoke of its intention to "propose a general reduction of armaments and to support
all proposals designed to lighten the burden of militarism'. Exactly 50 years
apo, for the first time in the history of mankind, the Soviet Union put forward
a concrete programme of general and complete disarmament. That is a matter of
history. This year, too, the Soviet State’s political will for peace and
disarmament has repeatedly found expression, inter alia, at the session of this
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Committee, In his statement on 16 liarch of this year, L.I. Brezhnev,

General Secretary of the Contral Committee of the Communist Party of the

Soviet Union and Chairman of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR, again
confirmed proposals for a two-thirds reduction of medium-range and tactical nuclear
arsenals stationed in Europe and intended for Europe. The Soviet leadership
unilaterally decided to introduce o moratorium on the deployment of medium—range -
nuclear weapons in the European part of the Soviet Union. A number of other
proposals were also advanced.

On the eve of the second special session of the General Assembly on disarmament,
the Soviet Union and other socialist countries have repeatedly reaffirmed their
determination to contribute tovards the success of the preparation and holding of
the session. And those are not mere words. There is not one specific disarmament
issue either here, on our Committee'ls asenda, or in the whole spectrum of problems
relating to the limitation of the arms race, for the solution of which the USSR and
its allies could not come forward with a ecastructive programme.

Delegations in the Committee are familiar with the Soviet foreign policy
initiatives expounded in documents of the 25th Congress of the Communist Party of
the Soviet Union and in a number of subsequent documents of the Soviet State.

During the period between the two special esessions of the General Assembly on
disarmament, our country has resolutely and repeatedly expressed itself in favour
of the intensification of the work of all international forums in which negotiations
on arms limitation matters are being or should be conducted, and, in particular,
that of the Geneva Committee on Disarmament. We have reaffirmed our interest in
the resumption of all those negotiations which were recently suspended and our
readiness to contribute to their successful conclusion. This fully applies to
negotiations on a cauplete and general nuclear test ban, on the prohibition and
destruction of chemical weapons, on the limitation of sales and deliveries. of
conventional weapons, on the limitation and subsequent reduction of military activities
in the Indian Ocean and on a number of other issues. Ve are in favour of an early
start to negotiations on such issues as the cessation of the manufacture of nuclear
weapons and the destruction of stockpiles of such weapons, the prohibition of neutron
weapons and the non—-stationing of nuclear weapons on the territories of States where
thexre are none at present.

Here, in the Committee, the delegations of the socialist countries have made
efforts to achieve progress in reaching practical agreements on the prohibition of
radiological weapons, the renunciation of the development of new types and systems
of weapons of mass destruction and the strengthening of security assurances for non-
nuclear-weapon States. '

The Soviet delegation notes with satisfaction that extensive and useful work has
been done in the Committee on the elaboration of a comprehensive programme of
disarmament. The document which has been prepared still contains a number of
provisions on which agreement has yet to be reached. As a whole, however; it
can serve as a solid basis for further work on this item during the second special
session of the General Assembly.
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The USSR fully shares the prevailing concern over the srowth of militawy
expenditures at the expense of the economic and cultural development of all maoniring,
We are willing o come to an agreement ~n a reduction of itle military bulzets of,
in the first instance, States with a wmajor military petential —— either on a
rercentage basis or in absolute terms. A first step in this direction could ve the
freezing of the military expenditures of States. The socialist States! specific
proposals on all aspects of this major problem are known and they remain in force.

"The Soviet delezation noteg with satisfaction that our proposzls, together
with the proposals of other Utates, concerning the need for the adeption of
effective measures to prevent the spread of the arms race to ouler space have
aroused interest in the Committee and have formed the subject of coustructive
discussion. We intend to continue pressing for the establishment of an ad hoc
working group on thisg topic.

The socialist States attach great importance to the prohibition forever of
the use of nuclear weapons and the renunciation by all States of the use of force
in their mutual relations, and also to the abolition of foreign military bases and
the withdrawal of armed forces from the territories of other States.

That, if I may put it this way, is the quintessence of our position on arms
limitation questions. It is based on a steadfast political will for peace and
real disarmament. And we are glad to note that efforts in that direction come to
fruition from time to time.

A year ago a proposal was made from the rostrum of the 26th Congress cf the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union for a summit meeting of the leaders of a number
of States to study the possibilities of improving the international situation and
preventing war, That idea won the sympathy of millions of people in many different
countries. During these spring days, world public opinion notes with deep
satisfaction that the question of giving effect to the Soviet foreign-political
initiative concerning relations between the USSR and the U.iited States of America
is now being discussed at a practical level, L.I. Brezhnev, General Secretary
of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union and Chairman
of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the UGLSR, has reaffirmed Soviet resadiness
to hold a Soviet-United States summit meeting. Such a meeting must, naturally,
be well prepared and conducted in a serious manner, not casually.

There is another matter of substance that should be mentioned in connection with
the second special session of the General Assembly on disaxmament, Vo are -
witnessing the development of a powerful anti-war, anti-missile, anti-nuclear
public movement throughout the world. This movement, as one delegation rightly
pointed out at the beginning of the session, is a distinctive "sign .of the times";
it reflects the deep concern of the whole world community over the growth of the
military threat. Not only we in this Committee but also the representatives of
more than 200 non-governmental organizations meeting at a conference in connection
with the forthcoming special session of the General Assembly have spoken in this
building about the need to put an end to the insane arms race. A vivid manifestation
of the will of peoples for peace in these April days have been the numerous peace
marches whose routes have traversed the roads of many European States, and of other
States also. Their participants were protesting against the absurdity of
"overklll" —— the senseless accunulation of stockpiles of weapons of mass destruction

~
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under the pretext of strengthening security. The Committee is called upon in its
work to provide a response to that concern and alarm on the vpart of world public
cpinion,

In that connection I should like 1o stress that the point at issue is not just
the ending of a period betueen two special sessions of the General Assembly on
disarmament. Nothiny, is more dangerous to the cause of peace and internatiocnal
security than to suppose that the present stage of disarmament negotiations in no
way differs from the many periods that preceded it. The relining of weapons is
a process which accelerates exponentially. It took 40,000 years for primitive
early means of warfare -— stone axes, spears, the bow and arrow —- to be replaced
by metal side-—arms; it took another 10,000 years for firearms to take the place
of sabres and swords. As 1little as 500 years later (in the course of the First World
War), chemical weapons were used. The atom bomb was exploded in 1945, the hydrogen
bomb in 1952. The threat of the nuclear self-destruction of civilization is a
reality of our century.

In recognizing this, we are not giving way to despair, nor are we seeking to
intimidate anyone, On the contrary, we avre convinced that the world community will
find within itself the strength to put an end to the insane axms race. It is the
task of the Committee on Disarmament, as the sole multilateral forum for disarmament
negotiations with a limited membership, to be an effective instrument for practical
disarmament. The accomplishment of that task is well within its powers, provided
the right lessons are drawn from past negotiating experience and provided all
delegations are imbued witl: the conviction that there is no reasonable alternative
to disarmament and peaceful co-operaftion between peoples.

We have already expressed our great satisfaction at the Committeels adopiion
of a decision to establish a working group for the purpose of conducting negotiations
on item 1 of its agenda. In connection with the adoption of that decision, the
Soviet delegation would like to state the following.

The Soviet Union, like most other members of the Committee on Disarmament,
attaches exceptionally great importance te the earliest possible conclusion of an
agreement on a complete and general nuclear test ban., That being so, we have done
everything within cur power for the successful prosress of the negotiations on this
issue with the United States of America and the United Kingdom. We continue %o
consider it essential that these negotiations, which were broken off by the Western
participanis in them at ‘the conclwding stage, should be resumed without delay.

4t the same time, the Soviet Union hasg invariably advocated and still advocates
that full use should be made of the possibilities of the Committee on Disarmament
for the successful holding of multilateral negotiations aimed at the cessation of
nuclear tests in all enviromments and by all those who conduct such tests, _
lMindful of this position of principle, the Soviet Union has repeatedly supported
proposals for the establishment within the Committee on Disarmament of an ad hoc
working group on this issue and it joined in the consensus on the setting wup of
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such a group. The voviet delesation's arsreement to the compromise formula for
the mandate of the group was based on the wnderstanding that in the course of the
group's work any delegation may raise any aspect of the question of the complele and

)

general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests. It is nuxr vizw that the concideration
of issues relating to veriiicaiion sihould not be used to delay the elaboration of
the agreement as a whole, as, rezretiably, hae been the case nore than once in th

past, and that such consideration can be usefvl enly if verificetion is nct
artificially divorced from the specific content of the arms limitation measure
being elaborated but is examined in orsanic connscction with it,

As members of the Committee know, arreement on the group'!s mandate. was preceded
by lengthy and difficult consultations. In the course of those consultations
the parties naturally out fcrvward various proposals. The socialist countries, too,
played an active part in the consultations. I sheuld like to take the opportunity
to thank all members of the drafting gwoup, and particularly the representatives of
the group of socialist countries in that zroup, Ambassador G, Hirder and ‘
Ambassador B, Grinberg, In proposing their formulations for the group's mandate,
they were guided by the desire to improve it to the greatest extent possible, so that
it might truly contribute to effective negotiations towards the earliest possible .~
conclusion of an agreement on a complete and general nuclear-weapon test ban,

It is a cause for regret that some representd tives at the plenary meeting on
20 April did not understand or did not wish to understand that it was this same-
objective that inspired our proposal in document CD/287.

In particular, it is a complete distortion of our position to assert that the
Soviet Union's actions in connection with achieving agreement on the mandate
proceeded from the "state of confrontation between the super-Powers". We do not
propose to engage in polemics with the delegations in question. We believe that
the successful outcome of the consultaticns on the group's mandate is the best
answer to their over-hasty polemical sallies.

In conclusicn, I should like to say that the Soviet Union,. together with its
allies and friends, will continue to wallt shoulder o shoulder with those who
are in favour of genuine and effective measures for the limitation of the arms race
and for disarmament.

In accordance with the tradition, I too should like tc express our tnanks to
all the chairmen of the working groups: Ambassador B. Sujka (Poland),
Ambassador A. Garcfa Robles (llexico), Ambassador II, Ahmad (Pakistan) and
Ambassador H. Wegener {Federal Republic of Germany). ~ All of them have done a
great deal of useful-work, As for the renarks addressed to me by the representative
of the Federal Republic of Germany, I bow to-your appeal, lr. Chairman, and do not
propose to develop -this theme, considering the incident closed. I should also
like to thank Ambassador R.- Jaipal, whose contribution tc the drafiing of the mandate
you have already rightly noted, the Deputy Secretary of our Committee,
Mr, V. Berasategui, all the secretaries of the working groups, the technical staff
and the interpreters, who have Lhad a particularly hard time during the last few
days. I wish all my colleagues a successful conclusion to this session of the
Committee and a successful preparation for the second special session of the
General Assembly, where we shall all undoubtedly meet again.
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Mr, SUIMERHAYES (United Kingdom): 1lir. Chairmen, I shall refrain from giving you
a catalogue of my country's views.- "But a few imvressions of the session do seem to
be justified.

Iy delegation, like others, came here in January with the expectation of making
real progress on several items of our agenda, believing that we gught to have and
would have srme solid achievements to report to the special session. Thanks to the
consensus just reached today for the setting up of a nuclear test-ban working groun
based on Ambassador Jaipal's "J-1" draft mandate, we now have at least one important
forward step to report to the General Assembly. VWe are glad that the groun of
socialist countries finally decided to join the consensus and that the working group
will be able to meet from the beginning of our summer session, On some other agenda
items, however, progress has been much legs then it should have been.

In narticular, the work on radiological weapons has been disappointing to my
delegation. Ve had real hopes that substantial progress would be made towards the
drafting of a treaty banning radiological weapons under Ambassador YVegener's able
and energetic chairmanship. In the discussion of draft articles for the treaty, my
delegation was ready to comnromise on many key points. Ve considered that the draft
text prevared by the Chairman, while not accentable in its entirety, renrcsented a
real advance on earlier texts and formed a suitable basis for further work. Ve were
sorry, therefore, that it did not receive more generzl endorscment.

lly delegation has previously expressed doubts vhether the prevention of attacks
on civil nuclear facilities could be contained within the text of a radiological
weapons treaty. The discussions on thisg topic indeed demonstrated the complexity
of the problem and thus tended to confirnm us in ~wr belief. Ve considered, frankly,
that the sugze.tions »nut forvard by sour delesations vere rather for renmoved from
the basic »nurnoseg of the treaty. Ve can see no »rospect of agrecment being
reached on this topic, in this or in any other fnoxm, unless thers is a greater
readiness to com»romise in the future.
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Befor? I comment briefly on our worlion the drafiting of & comwrehensive nrogramme
of disarmament, I should lik~ t- note the rcol approciation that my delegetion feels
is dus t» Ambassader Garcia Robles, and bto »noy tribute v the devotion he has shown
in his difficuli ftesk og Chaiman ol the Vorking Groun.

In looking as the Vorking Groun's rewort in document CD/QC} and its annex, I must
make the comment that we had hoped it would be possible to obtain here in Genesva at
least outline agreement on fundamental aspects of a CPD. Ve had also hoped that it
would be possible to forward to the special session a more concise text with fewer
bracketed areas. We do nevertheless feel some encouragement at the results of our
work, and particularly at the results of the consultations which took place in the
last few weeks of the session on the measures section of the nrogramme. In spite
of our slow progress herc, this recent work gives hone that the special session may
eventually be able to adont a CPD by consensus. But there is a great deal to be
done before then. In this comnection, my delegation sumports the suggestions already
made that any consultations on a CPD that may be held betveen now and the beginning
of the epecial session should focus on the fundamental aspects of the programme,
such as its nature and the question of time-frames. Bubt we shall need a period to
reflect on the results of our work here bcfore discussions are resumed in Hew York.
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Turning briefly to the subjett of chemical weapons, my delegation is encouraged
with the nrogress which has been made in the Verking Croun under Ambassador Sujike
this gession and welcomes the business-like report it submitted to the Commitiee.
Although the work of the Group has perhans been less intensive than we would have
hoped, given the importance of the iter, we believe that the presentation of draft
elements has clarified the wositions of delegations and that we now have a .sound
basis for the contimuation of our work in the summer. In July, we shall have the
task of reconeciling ‘differences of ovninion on particular aspects of a chemical
weapons convention. Iy delezation believas that, for this, the advice of technical
experts in the field of chemical weanons will be of great value, and we welcome the
Committee!s decision that the Chairman of the Working Group on Chemical Weapons should
hold further technical consultations carly in August. We hone that the scope of
these discussions will be widened so that exverts can bezin examining the technical
aspects of the verification of a CVJ convention. That is the only »ossible basis
for progress.

‘Finally, lir. Chairman, I vant to offer you my most sincere thanks for the
exceptionnl services you have rendered tc the Committee this month. Ve are all
greatly in your debt.

Hr, LIDGARD (Sweden): Hr. Chairman, I shall address my brief statement today to
one subject only. Certeinly, I have felt temnted %o try to present, like the
previous speakers in their interesting statements, an overview of the Committece's
accomplishments during this session in which I would, in particular, have exnressed
my delegation's sincere satisfaction at witnessing such = large amount of serious
and constructive work in all the four working croups under the leadership of their
energetic and skilled chairmen., I certainly would also have been remiss had I not
associated my delegation vith the exnressions of sreat appreciation vhich have been
addressed to you, lir, Chairman, by the nrevious speakers. The naturally declining
attention and increasing restlessness in fthe audience because of the late hour and
the long list of speakers prompit me, however, to focus on the item vhich I hope will
make this day well worth remembering -- because of the impoirtance of the bpossibly
even historic declsion we have just teken to establish, at long last, an ad hoc
working group on a nuclear test ban.

Representatives of my country have never hesitated to speak out stonsly against
‘the senseless arms race. 3ince Sweden became a membzar of the predecessor of the
Committee on Disarmament 20 years ago, it hes consistently and vigorously advocated
a comprehensive nuclear test van in order to ston the nuclear arms race. Tha
nuclear poverc frighten us with their persistent neglect of the risits to vhich they
expose the whole of monkind throush their conbinued accunulation of nuclear wedpons.

In her statement on 16 Fobruary, the Under-Secrstary of State, lirs. Thorsson,
exnressed criticism particularly against one of the Supsrpowers because of its role
in blocking the efforts of the Committee on Disarmament to {ulfil its obligations
‘under its mandate and agenda. VWien the revnresentative of that Superpower o month
later announced a certain change in its attitude, it zave me o welcone opnortunity
to exnress my delegation's satisfaction. It secned to sive reason for hone that at
last the Committeec could start the consideration.of this subject in 2 working groun,
wiiich isg tha most effective orgon for the nerformance of the functions of this
Committee. The ensuing nerotictions on o mandate for such a vorking sroun turned
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out to be, as you yourseclf stated, lir. Chairmen, both lonz and arduous, desnite the
skilled leadership vhich you yourself exercised, as also your predecessor,

Ambagsador Alessi. The comwromise formule vhich was worked out by Ambassador Jaipal
and vhich is knowvm as "J-1", certainly is foar from vhat my oun delecation wnd other
delegations from the Grow» of 21 had preoposed originally. Iy delegation ha
nevertheless agrced to this formula, because we sce it 2s an onening, as an
opportunity to start concrete vork on the subject. "J-1" hos deficiencies like
those of the originel mandate of the Vorking Croup on Chemical Veanons.

Because of the experience of that Groun, we sze no reason why useful work
cannot be carried out alsc on a nuclear test ban, even with a mandate that is so -
limited. VWe ere convinced that the strength of our arguments will sooner or later
lead to the conclusion of an acreement on 2 test ban. Ve are also convinced that
this »nrocess can be shortened through the achievements of the forthcoming worhlng group.

It was thorofore with great surprise and deep disappointment that we saw the
other Supcrpower and its allies reject this ommortunity. Like the distinguished
delegate of Brazil in higs statement yesterday, my delegation could see such behaviour
fitting into the power game which has become all too familiar in the history of
multilateral disarmament negotiations. Vle wvere also preparcd to react most
strongly against such a misuse of the Committee on Disarmament.

llowever, let me now exnress again my celegation's satisfaction at seeing another
change of attitudes, which has made it possible to come to this truly important
decision of setting up an ad hoc. vorking group on a nuclear test ban, It will, of
course, be possible to judge the real importance of this decision only when it
becomes apnarent to6 vhat degree the nuclear-weapon Powers are prepared to participate
in its work with substantive contributions.

As I have ammounced already in one of our informal meetings, my delegation intends
to submit again for the consideration of the Working Group, when it meets during our
summer session, the draft treaty on a comprehensive test ban which it »regented for
the first time in 1977. Ve see nothing in the mandate which pr-vents a full
consideration of that draft treaty.

In conclusion, I want to say that with today's decision the Committee on
Disarmament can envisage the critical assecssment of its work during the forthcoming
special session of the General Assembly with a good deal more confidence than geemed
possible only yesterday.

lir, HERDCR (German Democratic Republic)s Mr. Chairmon, Ambassador Vejvoda of
Czechoslovakia has already very ably presented the views of my country on our
assessment of the results of the spring session. Therefore I would like to confine
myself to making only a few comments on the decision taken by the Committee on the
egtablishment of an ad hoc working croup on a nuclear test ban.

As in the past, my delegation during the first part of the Committee's session
this year took an actlve part in the efforts to establish an ad hoc working group
to nezotiate a treaty on the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon
tests, It is in a snirit of compromise and co-operation that we today join the
consensus on o mandate which was prepared by Ambassador Jaipal and amended by the
llexican delegation. 1t ig the understanding of my delegation that this mandate and



CD/PV.173

(in. ilsrder, German Democratic Republic)

the working groun te be set wn vill give frosh immetus to the initiation of real
negotiations on a CTB, thus enabling the Committoe on Disarmament to discharge its

‘respongibilities as the multilateral disarmement negotiating forum, as was stated
oxprescis verbis Zn the mandate.

The endorsement of this mandate, of course, does not change the »osition of
principle of my country concerning negotiations on the commlete and general
prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests. Thigs position was ex»lained many times in this
Committee and reaffirmed in the statoments my Jdelegation mzde on 16 and 25 February
this year.

With regard to a CID as well ag other problems of arms limitation and disarmament,
the delegation of the German Democratic Renublic, now as before, proceeds from the
princinle that the form and modalities of the verification to be provided for in any
specific agrecment denend on and should be determined by the purnoses, the scope

and the nature of the agrecnment. This was clearly stated in paragraph 31 of the
Final Document of the first snecial session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament,

Having in nind these basic considerations, my deleration interprets the
provigsions of the mandate before us as allowing for the examination of all specific
issues relating to a treaty on the commlete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon
tests, and not only for the discussion of »roblems of verification and compliance.
Turthermore, we believe the vrovision that "the ad hoc working syoun will take into
account all exigsting proposals and future initiatives™ wrovides for the consideration
of all comprehengive nronosals wvith resard to o nuclear test ban. In that
connection we notz the intention expressed by the Swedish delegation to put before

the working group its draft treaty of 1977 (CCD/526 and Rev.l).

The delegations of Italy, Brazil, MNigeria, India and of other States as well
as you yourself, lir. Chairman, have given similer interpretations to that stated
above., Ve note that nobody not even the United States delegation, has questioned
these interpretatisns. '

Lagtly, we nroceed Trom the assumotion that the sbtipulation of the mandate
concerning further progress towards negotiations on a nuclear test ban provides for
the prevaration of actual negotiations. A first step on this way could be this
nandate which will cover fthe second pert of our session this year. Next year, we
could then move a sten further in adonting a more comprehensive mandate.

Document ¢ CD/259 and CD/iBl, vhich rellect the respective nositions of the group of
socialigt States and the Groun of 21, could serve as appropriate guidelines for this
nev nandate. C

Pinally, I would 1lilie to exnress the hope that all delegations will contribute
in a constructive manner to the work of the future CIB working group. Hobody would
win, but lose, if ihis group was to be involved in an abstract debate on igsues of
verification and comnliance. Such an anproach, as we know from our long experience,
could only lecad to.the blocking of any nrogress on the road to a CTB. It could be
used by forces interested in creating neu nuclear weavons to upgrade their
"deterrent forces’ for camouflaring their real nosition on a CIB.  DTeing prepared
to take an active part in the worliing sjroup, my delegation will continue to strongly
reject any attewpts in this resard. !
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In conclusion, I would like to express my thanks to you, lir. Chairman, and to
all representatives, particularly those who have co-cperated with me so closely in
the drafting groun, who by their activities and attitude made this result possible.
I was particularly impressed by those many renresentatives, and I am grateful to
them, who never, at any stage of our efforts, showed any signs of doubt about the
objective fact that the socialist countries are honestly and consistently defending
the cause of disarmament, that they have never, and do not, block progress to this
end, but are trying to do their best in order to make headway tovards real
negotiations and definite agreements on effective disarmament measures.

My, TAKAHASIIT (Japan): ilr. Chairman, at the close of the sphring session of this
Committee, on behalf of my delegation, I wish to speak briefly on the agenda item
to which my delegation attaches the greatest importance, i.e. the nuclear tést ban,

Iy delegation welcomes the establishment of the ad hoc working group under this
agenda item with the mandate as adonted Today. The achievement of a comprehensive
test-ban treaty has alvays been regarded by my Govermment as a measure of the highest
priority in the field of arms contrnl and disarmament.

While welcoming the trilateral negotiations on a CTB, we have consistently and
continuously stressed the need for such a .reaty to be achieved through truly
multilateral nezotiations in this Committee.

On 23 February of this year, the leader of my delegation reiterated our appeal
for the commencement of multilateral negotiations in this Committee in order to
achieve a comprehensive test ban at the earliest possible date. In this connection
he expressed his continued hone that a consensus could be reached to set up a working
group or other subsidiary body of the Committee to deal with this question in the
most effective and concentrated manner.

In this context, we welcomed the initiative of the United States delegation as
announced by Ambassador Fields on 11 llarch as a significant step forward.

Since then, my delegation has been actively engaced and involved in the drafting
of a possible mandate for the pronosed working group.

In the drafting exercise, we have recognized, in all fairness, a significant
compromise gesture by all delegations concerned.

In particular, with the forthcoming second special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament a few months ahead, my delegation shared the
view of many other delegations that we should avail ourselves of every nossibility
for moving forward in the direction of a CIDT.

My delegation supported the draft mandate frequently referred to in this
Committee as "J-1", vhich contained the most promising elements for a possible
consensus, though not comnletely satisfactory to all.

In this conmnection, my delegation joins with many other delegations in expressing
our gratitude for the paingtalking efforts by the personal representative of the
Secretary-General, Ambassador Jaipal, in producing this draft text.

The mandate adopted today may not be as wide or as explicit as one would have
hoped. Ag a matter of fact, it is different from any of the variocus draft texts my
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delegation prepared for the consideration of the drafting groun. It is 2 result of a
compremise by all those concerned.. Bul it does offer a very good starting n»oint.
It opens un possibilities for the future.

As a representative of one of the delemations which have been consistently calling
for the achievement of a CIBT, as a step towards nuclear disarmament, I wish to
express the determination of my delegation tc participate actively in the work of tho
working group and to contribute to the progress of the work of this Committee at its
forthcoming . summer session.

liz, IJBVERS (Nigeria): ifr. Chairman, as we get ready to round off the first half
of the 1982 session of the Committce on Disarmament, I merely wish to associate
nyself with the warm felicitations already conveyed to you Tor the modest but
sirnificant achievements recorded under your able chairmansnin.

As distinguished delegates here will wecall, T cpened my statement made in
plenary on O April 1982 by saying that good things do havnpen to me in the month of
April -- being the month in which I was borm. The consensus that we have reached in
this Committee today on the protracted issue of a nuclear test ban is a testimony
to my belief, and my delegation would like to exnress its sincere gratitude to the
group of socialist countriecs for their latest disnlay of a spirit of compromise in
accepting a consensus mandate for the ad hoc working group on item 1 of the
Committee's agenda.

This decisior is significant in many respects -— mot only in the context of the
“long and hazardous Jjourney towards the initiation of multilateral negotiations on a .
muclear test ban, but also because of the need for this Committee to change drastically
its dvindling credibility as the sole multilateral organ on discrmament matiers.

Obviously, this show of flexibility by the Superpowers is o sten in the right
direction, and my delegation hones that the negotiations that this Committee will
embark upon in the second half of the 1932 secasion will not exclude detailed
consideration of existing propocals, ner idecs and fresh initiatives that would make
for progress towards the achievement of a comprehensive ftest ban treaty.

The sccond special session, in the view of my delegation, should be a forum for
the harmonizztion of the divergent posilions and views of States, esnecially those of
the muclear-weapon States. We sincerely hone that the session will not turn into a
forum for cald-var politics and confrontation, as thie would certeinly have an 2dverse
effect on our deliverations during the summer session of our Committee.

Finally, I would like to thank my colleocgues in the drafting group, other
H o o L]
delerations, and the distincuished Secretoxy of the Committec, Ambagsador Jainal, wvho
all contributed, in no swmall measure, to thic significant achievement, o one groun,
in my opinion, has been able to achicve all that it set out to achieve. Ve in the
Groun of 21, expected the provosal chrintened "J-1" but which has noir been given the
34 ’ A Pror. o
symbol Workings Paner N 67 to b scige ond direct bubt we ha had to ax t
symbol Vorking Paner No. 07 to be more nrecise end direc us we have ha o agree to
2 considerable degree of dilution of our original objective. I exmect also thav
both the western group and the socialist groun, cut of a spirit of '"give and take",
accepted Vorking Parvier llo. 07 by way of comnromise. Iy delegation is pleased, if
not flattered, to learn that our humble anneal end that of others have had some good
effect.
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Mr., SARAH (India): lir. Chairman, ny delegation would lilie to express its
satisfaction that it has finally been possible to obtain consensus on an appropriate
mandate for an ad hng working group on a muclear test ban. Vo appreciate the untiring
efforts made by you, lr. Chairman, as well as by your distinguished prececessor,
Ambassador Alessi of Italy, in this regard, as well as the spirit of compromise and
flexibility which has becn displayed by all delegations, we believe, in the best
traditions of this Committee., leedlems to add, lir. Chairman, the delegation of India
fully shares the sentiments that you yourself expresced at the very Ley role vhich
Ambassador Jaipal played in maliing this covpromine possible. Ve are also particnlarly
glad to lmow that the group of sociolist delegations hag, after careful reflection,
agrced wvith our interpretation of the mandate that wve have adopted. It has been our
position from the outset, and ve would like to underline this agein, that the issuec
of verification and compliance relating tc a muclear test ban, as in fact, with regard
to any measure in the field of disarmament, cannot be considered in isolation or
separately from issues of scope, duration and entry into force of a proposed banj
otherwise, all that we would be engaged in would be an academic and gterile exercise.
It is our understanding that the mandate as agreed upon takes fully account of the
three essential elements that my delegation has ewphasized right frowm the outset.
These elements are, firstly, that any such mandate should recognize the role of the
Commitice as the single multilateral negotiating body in the field of disarmament,
including with regard to a nuclear test ban. Becondly, the consideration of issgues
relating to verification and compliance wust not exclude consideration of issues
relating to other aspects of a nuclear test ban, and lagstly, the mandate must lead
towards the actual drafting of a treaty on this subject. It is on this understanding
that we have accepted this mandate, even though our present situation remains as set
out in document CD/181.

) My delegation would also like to make a statement with respect to the report of
the Ad Hoc Vorking Croup on Radiological Veapons. It is the position of wmy delegation
that the distinction draun in this report between the so-called traditional and
non~traditional subject-matter of negotiation in the Ad Hoc Vorling Group is an
artificial one, and detracts from the very clear-cut and precise wandatc of this Group.
The subject-matter ¢f our negotiations is nothing more and nothing less than a draft
convention on the prohibition of the development, production, stockpiling and use of
radiological weapons.

To conclude, I would like to express to you, Mr. Chairman, the varm congratulations
of my delegation on the succeosful conclusion of the first half of the Committee's
current seasion. It ig a tribute to your wisdowm and unfailling patience and courtesy
that we have been able to chart our ship safely into harbour, albeit a day after our
target.

lir. JAYAKODDY (Sri Lanka): Ifr. Chairman, at the tail end of this protracted and
difficult session of this Cormittee, may I be permitted to make a fev observations
,regardinc our worl: during the past three months. I would like to touch on two aspects
of what we have tried to do at this scssion.

The first relates to the wide gap that exists between our achievements or lack of
achievement in this Committee and the aspirations and hopes of hundreds of milliong
outside. As we all know, since this Committec came into bein; there has been, ard
quite Justifiably, rising hope in the world that the Cowmmiitec on Digsarmament could
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succeed even marginally in negotiating agreements on disarmament which would alleviate
the concerns and anxieties that were expressed so lucidly in the Iinal Document of the
first special session. There has been continuing and insistent pressure from Governments
and people from all corners of the globe that the Cormittee on Disarmament get down to
achieving something tangible on the path towards an end to the nuclear arms race, and
help initiate the process of nuclear disarmament., In addition, there has been insistent
demand that some derree of progress be achieved in negotiating other disarmament
agreements,

However, when we look at the report that we have prepared for the sccond special
gegsion, it becomes evident to us, and it vill be evident to those vhe will read it
outside, that very little has been achieved. It becomes nccessary, therefore, to
reflect on why the level of achievement has been so little., To us in this Committee,
it is clear that the lack of achievement has not been due to an inadequacy of effort or
perseverance on the part of delegations. I think we have witnessed at this session,
and in the previous sessions, a great deal of hard and committed worl: which has been
directed towards achieving success. The main constraining factor has not been the
procedures of the Committce or its membership or a lacl: of contributions from its
members. The cause of the problem is elsewhere. Time and time again, we have heard
that what is lacking is political will to negotiate on the part of member States, and
as long as this political will is not forthcoming little will be achieved, The work of
this Committee at this session hag clearly demonstrated that this in fact is the case,

Political will can come only frowm the mind. It is, therefore, only in the minds
of those who decide policies that the struggle for disarmament can be won, Ve, as
representatives of Govermients in this Committee, carry out our instructions which are
based on the policies that our Govermments have chosen to implement, It is, therefore,
only natural that as long as there ig continuing reliance on age-old theories of
deterrence, parity and superiority to preserve security and safeguard peace, there is
little chance for a change in the will to move towards disarmament. It has been clear
all along that until this change in will, attitude and posture takes place, there is
very little that can be achieved in this Committee, or elsevhere, in the field of
disarmament negotiations. True enough, small, limited, tentative steps may be taken
where arms control is concerned, but the more radical, decisive steps that need to be
taken on the path towards genuine nuclear disarmement and general and cowplete
disarmament will not be taken until a change of will and attitude has taken place,

In this world of ours, tigers do not become vegetarians, but we do hope that by August
this year some chanre for the better will have taken place in minds and wills so that
real disarmament negotiations can take place in this Committee.

The second matter I wish to refer to is item 1 of our agenda. A major concern in
this Comnittee over the last three and a quarter years has been nuclear disarmament.
High priority was given to a nuclear test ban. After a long and protracted period of
trying to agree on the setting up of a worling group vith an adequate mandate on this
iten, we now face the hopeful prospect of having such a working pgroup with a mandate
that has been adopted by consensus, Let me say, frankly, that the mandate that has been
adopted for the ad hoc working group on a CTB is not exactly what wy delegation had
hoped for, or wanted. However, together with other member States in the Group of 21 we
have always been ready to accept a mandate that meets our concerns and which could be
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adopted by congensus in this Cormittee. lir delegation would like to express its sincere
theniks to you, Ilr, Chairman, toc Ambassador Alessi, our Chairman fcr the menth of liarch
o ? ? H M
and all the ¢istinguished representatives in fthe Covmittee, as well as to
Ambassador Jaipal, Jor the very hexrd and decicated woxk thet was put in fowards
arriving at a solution to this difficult problem. I would lilie also to express our
gsincere thanks to all the delemations which have shown the uinost flexibility and a
great degree of reasonableness o that thic Committee, vefore it closes this aession,
could adopt a decision on the setting uw» of a worliing group with an acceptable mandate.
We feel that taking into account your statement of today, all the explanations, :
interpretations and delfinitions that have been given, there is o real possibility of
commencing a course of wvorlk, on the basis of the mandate, vhich can eventually result
in a CTBT.

In conclusion, may I =ay that we hoped for more tangible results at this session,
but this was not realized. Ve hope thatl the sccond special session of the ,
General Assembly will give a nev impetus that can move the Cormittee towards a higher
level of achievement at its surmer session.

lir. Chairman, I srish to associate wyself with all the previocus speakers who have
expressed a deep debt of gratitude to you for the invaluable contribution you have made
this year to expediting the work of the Cormittee and to achieving a neasure of
consensus in our worlt, Your patience and guidance have contributed iumeasuradbly
towards the little success that we have had in this Committee.

lir, RODRICURZ DAVARRO (Venezuela) (4ranslated from Spanish): Iir, Chairman, allow
me- firat of all to congratulate you on the wvay in wvhich you have directed the work of
this Committee during the wonth of April, Ve asked to be included in the list of
spealkers for today because of the very important decision which the Commitiece on
Disarmament has just adopted, I+t has decided to set up a woriing group on the first
iten on our agenda, entitled "iuclear test ban", with a wmandate acceptable to all
members of this Committee. liy delegation wishes to express ite great satisfaction that
it has proved possille to take this decisior, and to congratulate you, lir. Chairman, and
Ahabassador Alessi of Italy, for your conduct of the negctiations which led to this
agreement, Ve should .also like to offer our congratulations to the delezations that
were -most closely involved in the negotiating process, to the Committee on Disarmament
itself and, of course, %o Ambassador Jainal, the Personal Nepresentative of the
Secretary-General.,

lir, TORREEE (Ethiopia): Ifr. Chairman, the purpose of my statement at this concluding
stage of our spring session is to underline my delegation's position concerning certain
points and also to explain the mamner in which ve assess the progress of the work of the
Cotmittee on Disarmament, whose special report to the second special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament we have now adopted.

Since the first special session in llay 1978, the Committee on Disarmament has been
conducting its negotiations in a changing and sometimes disturbing environment. One can
observe that 1979, the year immediately after the first special session, was perhaps the
most productive in terms of cross~fertilization of ideas and healthy exchange of views
on disarmament measures, particularly nuclear disarmament. During this period, the
Group of 21 in particular urged the major nuclear-weapon States to make more concrete
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disarmament measures. In its worlking papers the Croup insisted on the need to establish
working groups on specific items of the agenda., The Group of 21 has also urged the
parties to the tripartite negotiaticns on B to inferw the Cormittee on Disarmament on
the progress of their negotiations and to involve more directly and actively the
Committee on Disarmament in thes2 negotiations, It has also sought clarifications on
outstanding issueo. The Group of 21 has repeatedly recuested the United States and
the USSR to resume and couplete their bilateral negotiations on a chemical weapons
convention. Unfortunately, the responses tc these requests have not alvays been
satisfactory. The bilateral and tripartite negotiations are now suspended, thus
preventing the Committee from focusing its attention on tvc most important items of
its agenda. lMoves have also been nade to upset pricrities set in the IPinal Document.
Wew types of weapons of wasg destruction are weing deployed and developed, including
the neutron borb and more sophisticated types of chemical veapons. The danger of. the
outbreak of a nuclear var has greatly escalated. In the face of all this, wass
demonstrations have been held expressing opposition to the continuing escalation of
the quantitative and qualitative development of nuclear armanents and against the
policy of preparing the stage for a possivle nuclear war. People all over the world
are calling for the cessation of the arwms race, and for the total elimination of nuclear
and other weapons of nass destruction and for a freeze on nuclear weapon tests. Leading
and knowledgeable personalities and organizations have challenmed the deetrines ¢f
nuclear deterrence. It secems that such a snontaneous nass movement cannot go unheeded,
particularly in view of the fact that meobilizing world public opinion in favour of
disarmarient is one of the objectives of the forthcoming second special scssion devoted
to aisarmament, whose agenia includes such itens as disarmament education, trainihg and
public information activities. liy delegation therefore expresses the hope that certain
muiclear-veapon States may bhe persuaded to reject the theory of a so-called "limited
nuclear war" since there will be no winner in such a var.

Ily delegation Ybvelieves that the consideration and adeption of a comprehensive
programme of disarmament is one of the wost important taslks that the Cormittee on
Disarmament is tackling. The report of the Ad lioc Working CGroup included in the
Committee's special repert to the second special session is a notevorthy dccument and
deserves thorough study. liy delegation is fully behind the proposal that for such a
programme to be realistic it has to include time~fraomes, and clearly defined objectives,
principles and priorities to be negotiated. The wvorld has anxiously waited for over
two decades to see the beginning of a comprehensive prosrarme such as the one we are
trying to design. A tine~frame nct beyond the year 2000 is therefore reasonable, In
the spirit of paregraph 50 ol the TFinal Document, my delegation earnestly hopes that
the qualitative improvement and development of muclear weapon systeris will cease and
that this will be followed by the cessation of the production of all such weapons and
their delivery systems, leading finelly to a comprehensive phascdé programme for the
propgressive and balanced reduction of stockpiles with a viocw to the ultimate and
couplete elimination of such weapons at the earliest possible time, The Committee on
Disarmament was requested by the General Assembly in resolution'35/152 J and
resolution 36/92 ¥ to contimue its negotiations on the elaboration of a CPD for
submission to it at its second special session. The section on a CPD in the report
ve have just adopted, although not entirely free from square brackets, nevertheless
represents over itwo years of hard worli, The able leadership provided to the Ad Hoc
Working Group by Awbassador Garcia Robles of llexico is highly appreciated by wy
delegation, lly delegation expresses the hopne that outotanding issues relating to
measures, stages and the nature of the programme will be negotiated seriously in the
future.
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Ifr, Chairman, thanks to your relentless efforts, es well as those of Mr, Alessi,
and the skills which you have applied, we have now reached a consensus and produced a
nandate for an ad ro2c vorking group on a nuclear test-ban tre~ty. This consensus, it
seems to me, was possible nct only due to tie flexible position taken by the Group ~f 21,
out also to the spirit of co-oneration and ccmpronise displayed by the group of socialist
States, particularly at the consultation meeving held this ncorning under your
Chairmanship. Iy delegation congratulates 211 of these vho contributed to this success.
It is ny delegation's understanding that this mendate will enable the ad hoc working
group to negotiate, in the spirit of the Group of 21 document, CD/lBl, issues relating
to' the scope, verificaticn of compliance, final clauses and other elemcnts that would
go into a draft treaty, and a treaty which would lead lhopefully to general and complete
proinibition of nuclear weapong tests. It is also understood by my delegation that the
ad hoc working group will take into account all existing proposals and future initiatives
in preparing the draft treaty. It is in this spirit, Ilr, Chairman, that mwy delezation
assocliates itself with your statement expressing appreciation to all. those delegations
that have shown a spirit of compromise and co-operation in our worlk,

Tinally, wy delegation is pleased to note the rrogress which hes been made in the
work of the Ad Hoc Vorking Group on Chemical Veapons, chaired by Ambassador Sujka of
Poland, the Ad Hoc Vorking Group on Radiological Veapons, under the chairmanship of
Ambassador Vegener and the Vorking CGroup on Dffective International Arrangenents to
Agsure Hon-Muclear-Veapon States Against the Use or Threat of Use of Iuclear Veapons,
wnich has heen chaired so-ably by Ambassador Ahmad of Palidstan,

lir, DON NAHJIRA (Zenya): lir. Chairman, distinguished delegates, this session of
the Comnittee on Disarmament is about te adjourn, and I would like to take the liberty
of expressing the genuine appreciation and gatisfaction cf wy delegation at the impartial
mgnner in which you, lir. Chairman, have puided our deliberations during your chairmanship
of the Committee. As you know, Sir, dramatic Aevelopments in cur negetiations have taken
place particularly during fthe last four days or sc, and, fortunately, the ultimate result
of your tireless efforts has not been too negative, especially if weasured against the
background of the dlscussions we have held : ince we convened L.ore on 2 February-
last.

.

Lot me also, Sir, coxpress wy delezation's gratitudée to your predecessors,
lAmbassadors Alessi of Italy and llghallabti of Iran, as well as to the Ambassadors of
HMexico, the Iederal Republic of Cermany, Pakistan and Poland vho have irpartially served
ag chairmen cf the four working sroups. I also wish to pay tribute to the Secretary of
the Comnittee, Ambassador Jaipal, and hic entire staff, as well as the interpreters,
for the excellent services they have renderced vs in the past three months.

It is not the intention of the Kenyva delegation to give a full evaluation of the
vork of the Cormittee on Disarmament. T wunt, however, reiterate one of our central
points or view, namely, that many loopholes still exist in the nerotiating character of
the Committee on Disarmanent and that this Committee must fully address itaelf to this
question. The forthcoming special session of the CGenerel Asgembly devoted to disarmament
will offer ug a food opportunity for this purpose, and I hope that as we review and
appraise the impicnentation of the recomaendations of the first special session, we
shall pay narticular attentlon to and resolve to implement the vital requirenent that
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the Committee be the single multilateral negotiating forum, to carry out substantive
negotiations, and not a uere community for debating disarmament issues. On a more
positive note, I believe that the Committee has, at its current session, reached
agreenent on important areas of its work and these decisions should be borne in mind
and built upon, not only during the second special session but also during the Committee's
summer session of 1982 and beyond. One, is the agreement, perhaps the best achievement
of the sesgion, which we have reached on the special report of the Committee to the
second special session of the General Assembly. It is, in my opinion, a balanced
report, even -though it lacks a recommendatory character which my delegation would have
liked to see in such a report, which is cugtomarily subnitted only once in five years.
Therefore, while conforming in structure and content to the special character which it
was supposed to assume, on the basis of the guidelines given by the Committee at the
beginning of this session, the special report should have offered some specific and
practical recommendations for the consideraticn cf the General Agsembly at the second
special session rather than limiting itself to the mere statement in surmary form of
"the state of disarmament negotiations since the first special session'.

Another quite welcome agreement has Jjust been reached on the establishment of an
ad hoc worliing group on a nuclear test ban, on the basis of the proposal contained in
working paper llo. 67, dated 21 April 1982, prepared by Ambassador Jaipal, following his
consultations with various delegations. Ve have particularly welcomed this positive
development because it ‘touches on an issue on which the Cormittee has spent a lot of
timeé, both formally and informally, during its currvent session. liy delegation has
therefore decided not to stand in the way of the creation of a worliing group on the
basis of Vorking Peper 1o, 67, not because the proposal per se offered the best mandate
for the working group on a CTB, but bhasically because of four reasons. One, My
delegation has come to the conclusion that the pronosal in Vorking Paper lo. 67 would
offer the best chance so far for a consensus. Tveo, the mandate in that proposal is
open; that is, it will enable the working grcup, once created, to discuss all issues
relating to item 1 of the Committee's agenda. Three, the propocal does not in any way
diminish the validity ol the position of the Group of 21, of vwhich wy country is a
member, contained in document CD/181, dated 24 April 1982, And finally, I strongly
believe that as the multilateral disarmament negotiating forum, recognized by the
international community and in accordance with paragraph 120 of the I"inal Document of
the first special session, this Committee st not be prevented from exercising its
legitimate right and corresponding duty to carry ocut multilateral negotiations on a
treaty for the prohibition of all nuclear-weapon tests. T believe that the block
politics, tactics and military confrontation of the two military alliances and
Superpowers should not at all be allowed to victimize the Committee on Disarmament.,
They should not at all obstruct the cause and universal character of disarmament, and
the Committee on Digarmament itself should not be turned into a battlesround for
ideological and related purposes. As the distinguished Anmbassador of Sri Lanla told
us yesterday, there is a saying in Sri Lanka to the effect that '"when two elephants
nale love, it is the grasgs that suffers most". That ig the saying in Sri Lanka, butb
there 1s also another saying in Swahili to the effect that "when two elephants fight,
it is the grass that suffers wost". Vhat would happen if the elephants were fto both
fight and make love? In the context of the Committee, then, the grass would be the
Comittee itself, and the Group of 22. Ve shall therefore supnort every move calculated
to enable the Cormittee to negotiate a treaty on a nuclear test ban.
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Other agreenents reached during this session on other itens havs included, in .
narticular, agreenent on a COHnOllduqu text for the CPD, and all these agrecments, as
T have said before, are welcome to my cdelegatien. Obviously, we would have liked to
e preater nropress on a O, bubt under the circumstance“ *t haz not been posgible to
achieve this. It is wuy hope thalt acceptence of the ideca of stages for a CIDB will lead

c £ 2 other concents of a CT3, including, in pmrtlcular, the critical
-frames, reviev and appraisal, as well as “he binding character,
and firn cermitunent vhich the VRU maat cosume,  Othervise, thia CPD will
be a worthlens docunient. I country stands ready to pley its role in the cause of
¢isarnament, and as a develeping country, we shall continue to attach the preatest
immortance fo the close relationshin that existc betwecrn disarmament and develeopnent,
and ve aniall call for the urgent allecation of the hundreds and theousands and olllicns

e}
3]

of dollars -- the coloascl enounts of ronerr sguandered anmually on the arme race -— to
social and econenmic development, in particular, of the developing countrl 5, in the

Fal

context of the Hew International Lconomic Order,

Hy delegation believes that it will be very worthvhile for ocur informal
~consultations to be resuned in llew York right frem the very beginning of the special
cession, and if »nossible, even during the meetings of the Preparatory Committee for
that session. Tinally, I wish {o say that the Cormittee still cwes the public at large
a better way of informing the world community about the Committee's activities, Ilany
th1n5~ do happen within this Committec, some of them of a seriouvs nature; but I nust
coniess that the world at large lmows very little about them and thercfore I am really
convinced that for the better cause of disarmament, it is essential that improved
programmes ol education of the masses and cducation of the policy-maliers be initiated,
and this in the not teco distant future., Ilir. Chairman, these are the few remarks that I
wanted to make at this stagc of our session, and T thank you very much for giving me
the floor.

lir, TAW JIV (Chira) (translated from Chinesec): I, Cheirman, first of all, I
would like to point out that China's position on a nuclear test ban ig well known. How,
the various sides have agreed to the setting up of a working group on a nuclear test ban
in the Committee on Disarmnament, The Chinese delegation would not stand in the way of
reaching a consensus. However, it rensrves the "tht to make further comments on this
question,

Thanks to the efforts of various delegations, the current session of the Committee
on Disarmament has yielded some resulis. The Chinese delesation apnreciates very tuch
the diplowatic conpetence and effective guidance demonstrated by you, Ambassador Okawa,
in your work as the Chairman of the Committec for the month of April, Ilowever, we could
not fail to note that the current grave international situation characterized by
Superpower aggression, expansion and occupation and by the increasingly intensified arms
race between the countries possessing the largest nuclear arsenals, has exerted an
unfavourable eiffect on this Committee's work and rendered it impossible to male greater
progress.,
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(iixr, Tian Jin, China)

The Chinese delegation greatly hopes that a comprehensive programme of disarmament
will be approved during the coming special session on disarmament on the basis of the
reasonable nroposals put forvard by the Grov» of 21, Similarl:, we hope that the
apecial smession will see vnrogrens on the question of melear disarmanent., On the
question of security assurances provided to the non-nuclear-weapon States, it.is our
hope that the countries with the largest nuclear arsenals will change their attitude.
Ve expect faster development in the elabowvation of o chenical weapon convention during
the summer session. '

inally, we hope that the second speciol seasicon of the General Agssembly devoted
to disarmament, vhich is attracting world-vide attention, will make a major contribution
to promoting the cause of disarmament. N

1v, GARCI) ROBLES (lexico) (translated fron Spanish): Ilr. Chairman, since I gave
the Committee yesterday a description and brief analysis of the draft comprehensive
programme of disarnament, although wy delegation still thinks that it will be the
central item on the agenda oi the second special segsion of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament, I think it is unnecessary for me to take the subject up again
today. I have asked for the flcor only in order ic make a few comments on another
subject, the one which righily occupies first place on our agenda.. '

The position of the Mexican delegation on the prohibition of all nuclear weapons
tests is well known. We have becn stating that position for years, beth in the First
Cormittee of the General Agsembly and in the negotiating bodies that preceded the
Covmittee cn Disarmement agc well as in the Comittee itself{. The last time we presented
our position at scme length was at the opening meeting of the Committee's present
sessicn, held on 2 ¥ebruary 1932,

The verbatim record of that wneeting can easily be consulted and there is therefore
no need for me te repeat nov vhat I said then. I will only say that our position has
not changed and that it is on the basis of that nosition that the llexican delegation will
submit to the working group "proposals! and '"nitiatives" which, according to the last
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paragraph of the decision we hove wlontod teodar ard +iuicll i incorporated in paragraph 38
of the Committee's report, should be "taken into account" by the group in discharging -
the task entrusted to it. And it will be the principles and purposes on which our
vell-lmown positicn is based that will guide our action vhen we reach the stage,

referred to in the last part of the paragrarh I mentioned, of adopting a decision on

the course of action to be followed next year in this connection.

~Until then, I should lile to end this briel slatenent by offering our sincere

congratulations and expressing our deep appreciation both to you, lir. Chairman, and to
your predecessor in the Chair, Anbassador Alessi, ard alco to Ambassador Jaipal who, as
Secretary of the Comnittee, has given you both Lis constant co-operation. The efforts
of the three of you have been revarded today by the establishment of the working group’
te which I referred earlicr and which, ve earncstly hove, way be the first step towards
the achievement in the near futurc of the pgeoal that all the veoples of the world have
been pursuing in vain for more than a quarter of a century, namely, the conclusion of a
treaty prohibiting all nuclear weapon tests for all time and in all enviromments,



i, SUTRESUA (Indonesia): liv. Chairman, my delesation wishes to make sore remarks
now that our Committee is bcnt to finisk its spring sescion. Looking back at vhat tae
Conmittee has twied te accomp 1 during these last three ncenths, my delegation has
reason to staie that there are thinsge whick all ~f w2, I believe, can be Hreud of and
many others, regrettably, on which further perscverance, resolutenessc anﬂ more lavorious
work will have to te pu, irto vefore ninimal progress can Le achievad. t has been
evident throuzhcut our worl Jduring this cescicn, ar har bean citated by many delezations
that the spirit of rmtual acccimodation, o tihe lasic of i, continues o be the
determining factor for ihe progress or failvrc of our endeavours in the Cemnitiee. This
T thinl, is normal ir 211 negctiating Turuss, lculexrly se in the cass of ouw
Committee ag the secle multilateral neootialing orun en lisarronent.
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Vith remard Lo iter 1 ol ocur zjentn ry Celer

teins one of uvhose witich have
pressed Tor the early establishment of o subsidisry Lody te negotiate a treaty on the
cessation of nuclear weanon testvs, wishes lc join ithe previcu:o speakers in expressing
our satbtisfaction at seeing that it has finally wnrcved pessible to set up an ad hoc
working group on the CTL under a mandate acceptable to all delezations. T wish to
convey my sincere anpreciation te all delegations fcer theixr comendable display of the
spirit of compronise which lias enabled the Cormittiee To arvive a% this situation., I
believe this achievement constitutes a symbol that our Committee is responding in part
positively to the appeal of the United Nations General Assembly, and hovever modest it
may appear to be, it has sl.oim that the Committee on Disarmament is able to mainvain, if
not enhance, its own credibility in view of the increasing importance attached to it by
the international community. The faot that it is cccurring during your tenure of office,
Mr. Chairman, is also a source of gratification to my delega tion, a3 your country and
Indonesia continue to enjoy e:cellonb relations. I should be remiss if I did not vay
tribute alsc to the distinguished Secretary of oun bomﬁlttpe, anbassador Jainal, It is
to a great extent due te his skilfulness that we have at long last reached the stage in
which we find ourselves today. There ic still a long wvey to o, but I subnit that the
Committee has made a good shart.

2

On item 2 of ocur ag end@ my delegation cannot but express its disanpointment that
H 13} L 0L H
notwithstanding the fact that it also is recarded ac an iten of the highest priority
by the FFinal Document, it agzain proved not teo te possible during the sprinsg session to
reach a consensus, lly delesation would not like to sce this being regarded as a
collective failure on the part of the Committee,

On the item concerning negative security ascurances, very briefly, I wish to
xpress the hope that the seconil specicl session of the General Lissenbly devoted to
disarmament will give a nev irmpetus that will enable cur Committee in the summer
session to make significant headway in the discharme of its task in this connection,
althoush regrettably the obstacles apnear at present to be insurmountable. Dut my
delegation still entertazins the hope that eventually the sense of objective realism
will prevail.

Vith respect to chemical veapons, wy delesaiion enterteins the hope that it will
be possible, at the summer sesulon for the Chairmen ve find a method of work that will
enable the Ad Iioc Vorkinzy Group to advance tue process of slaborating the provisions of
a convention at the earliecst possible date. The inportance of its earliy conclusion, I
believe, is quite clear, pavticularly as we are racing againct time in view of rapid
technological immovations.
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On the item concerning radiolegicnl veapons, Ly dglegation realizesc that there
are many unresolved problems in the worl of the Ad licc fcrhln Group. However, ny
delegation chares the hope that the cbstacles thei have been identified during this
spring session may eventizlly Lz overcome. It is our view that the Chairman's paper,
together with the nronosal that has or night 2ventually be submitted, could previde a
starting point for our future verk on this iten.

On the CPD, it ig true, as you may have notviced, Itr. Chairman, that a great part
of the report contained in document $D/28% still reflects wide differences of view,

-some of which are of a fundamental naLure. Tut my delegzaticn is hepeful that during
the second special session of the Generval issenvly, or even Lelore, threough inlommal
contacts or consultations or otheruise, these differences nay perhaps bLe vesolved in
a manner acceplable to all. I azree with some of the vprevious speakers, altheough they
expressed themselves in o rather pessinistic tone, that each and all of us will have
to display a sense of rcalism, or we shall not be ahle to covercome these obstacles..
But I submit that in applyinz this sense of wealism to our further efforts towaxds
resolving those differences, we should not lose sight of the objectives we wish to |
achieve through the CPD. Ambassadov Garcia Robles, the able Chairman of the Ad Hec
Vorking Group on a CPD, in his statement intreducing the report, touched unon the
guestion of the nature of the CID to which ny delegation will brlofly address itself,
Iy delegation, for its pairt, w111 be prepared to go alon’ with the consensus vhich
might be evolved in Iiev York to introduce an element of »~ bhinding character, because
my delegation continues to oelvevo that political ”OWMIUHOﬂt alone iz rot enou@h, as
we have noticed from the exne:aeuce gained fron the Pinal Docunent. )
Anbassador Garcfa Rebles alluded to zevewal woys in which thia could be done, In
this context, I would venture to gubmil for consideration, that in the event of the
adoption of the CPD by the Generzl iAssembly at its second special session, the
programme could perhaps be sizned by the heads of delecations, with the full povers
of their resneciive Heaus s5f Governmente. This, in the view ol my delemation, vould
be more practical, in view of the urgency that oil nenmber States attach to the CPD.

Ifach has already beenn said on the sreat ortance attached to the second
special senzion or the Genewral Anzembly d ote te dizarymame b, There seems 1o
practically nothing viich ny delegevion couid add o this. “hat my delegation visheg
to say, however, is that a long period of four yeawrs hac passed by since all the
States members of the United Uations, by consensus, adopted the ¥inal Document of
the first specivl session of the General Assembly on disarmament, and there can

thierefore be 1o tetter owmo rbtﬂLhy than the gecond s;ecial se“ﬂlor to tranclate into
real deeds the pelitical commitnents we all radce dnrinsg the 1970 session. Ve members
of the Conmlttee on legxﬁarenm vould dc¢ vell —— as 1 5ather that many of us will be

moing to Mevw York ie attend the special sessinn —— il ve, collectively »~r individually,
also manage to diswlay a spirit of conpromisc end mutual accomnoedation there on this
important occacion.

In conclusion, lir. Chaimman, throush you, I wvish to express on behalfl of my
delegaticn, our ueartfelt thanks and anpreciation te oll nembers of the Uecretariat,
1ncludLng those whe have veern working hehind the scenes such az the interpreters and
security officers for the commendmbLe services rendered to the Committee during tals
session. ' :
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The CHAIRMAN: I +thank Ambassador Sutresna Tox his statement. The Committee has
heard the last speaker on the list of speakers. Would any ctheir delegation vish 1o
take the floor?

Mr. DON HWALIJIRA (Kenya): I merely wish to correct part of 7y statement in vhich
I think there was a lapsus linruae. It should have read "thiz Cemmitiee must not be
prevented from exercising its legitimate richt and corresponding duty tc carry cut
multilateral negetiations en a treaty for the prohibitien of all nuclear-wezpon
tests," and not States as I said. ' '

The CHAIRIIAMT: T thank Dv, Monjira for his clarification,

Distinguished delecates, 1 think we have come to the conclusion of our final
debate in the first half of our 1982 - session, and I wish to thank you all for your
contributions this evening., I would also like to thank you very sincerely for the
most kind words that you have addressed to the Chair.

Ve have one more item of business to deal with, as you are well awvare. Ve
agreed in our informal meeting at the end of the afternoon that we would come baclk,
in the plenary, %o the question of the dates of the second part of our 1932 session.
I regret to say that there is, at present, no consensus rezarding the opening date
of the summer session, in spite ol the consultations that have been going on behind
the scenes during this plenary meeting, and, in my view, no consensus is likely to
be reached in the next few days. In the circumstances, I feel I have no option but
to convene an informal meeting of the Committee on Disarmament in liew York, in June,
during the second special session of the General Assembly. It may be possible, at
that time, to reach consensus because several ratters will be clearer then than now.
I hope you can agree to this procedure, which is permissible under rule 3 of our
rules of procedure. ‘

Mr. BRDEMBILEG (Mongolia) (translated from Rugsian): M. Chairman, I understood
you to say that this question to which we are nov referring would be discussed after
statements and the adjournment of the plenary meeling, at an informal meeting. I
would therefore request that the formal meetling now be suspended and that an informal
meeting be convened vhere your views can be stated fully. If you have put forward
this proposal as a proposal by the Chair, I am rather fearful that it might
precinitate a discussion at the formal meeting.

The CHAIRNAU: Thank you ver'mubh. You have heard the proposal of
Ambassador Erdembileg;

Lo
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Mr. de SOUZA B SILVA (Drazil): Ifr. Chairman, in ordeir not to prolong too much
a discussion vhich has already gone on for teco long, let us consider . that. there are
four delezations interested in this mattsr —— your own, as the Chairman of the
Committee until the rmonth cf July, and the delerations of Kenya, Mexico and
Hongolia. I therefore suggest that we suspend the meeting and the four delegations,
under your Chairmanship, consult arong yourselves anc tlie decision you come teo, be
reported to the Committee in the hope and trust that the Committee will endorse
immediately the conclusion that you four may reach. =~

The CHAIRIMAN: I thank Ambassador de Souza e Silva of Brazil. Would you agree
to follow the suggestion of Ambassador Erdembileg and suspend this meeting of the

Committee on Disarmament and meet again immediately in another informal meeting of
the Committee? Is there a consensus on that procedure?

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (lexico) (translated from Spanish): DIir. Chairman, I thank
the distinguished representative of Drazil for so kindly suggesting that I should
be a member of this small group, but I assure you, lr. Chairman, and the
distinguished revpresentative of Brazil, that the fact that liexico is shortly to
assume the Chairmansihiip of the Committee has absolutcly no influence, as far as I
am concerned, on the choice of & suitable date for the opening of our surmer session.
I believe, as I said this afternoon, and several distinguished representatives have
also done so, that we have already spent tcc much time on this question. I fully
agree with the procedural suggestion you have juet made. I was alsc in agreement
with the suggestion you made this afternoon uvhen opening our meeting, and vith the
amendment to your suggestion put forward by Ambassador Issraelyan. 1 have nothing
against our suspending, this meeting and holding an informal meeting, subject to one
condition, Mr. Chairman. I thinlk that the informal meeting shcould last no longer
than 15 minutes and that we should then talte a decieicn in-plenary meeting
immediately afterwards., I would not agree tc a suspensicn cf more than
15 minutes.

The CHAIRIAI: Thank you —vexny -mch, anbasoodor Gorefo Robles.  The preoposal to
suspend the meeting and move into an informal mceting has been seconded by
Ambassador Garcfa Robles on the condition that it lasts not longer than 15 minutes.
Are there no objections? e suspend the plenary and move immediately into an
informal meeting.

It vas so decided.

The meeting was suspended at 10 p.m. and resumed at 10,20 p.n.

H
The CHAIRLN: (Ambassador Okava of Japan) The formal session of the Committee
on Disaymament is resuned.
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Mr, SOLA VILA (Cuba) (tronslated from Spanish): M. Chaimman, in viev.ol the
fact that our Committee has been unable to reoch a ccnsensus on the date for the
resumption of its wvork in the summer, wre would propose that it should be decided
that during the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament
the Committee should hold a meeting in e York convened by its present Chairman, the
Ambassador of Japan, tc decide on the date for the resumption of its session in the
summer.

The CHATRIAW: I thank Ambassador Sold Vile for his proposal. Are there any
objections to this preoposal? There apnears to be no objection, so I =7ill teke it
that the Cormittee on Disarmament declides to take o~ decision to reconvene in an
informal meeting in June in Newr Yoxl:.

lr. NAZARKIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from Ruscien):
Mr, Chairman, before e adopt such a decision, I should lilze to propose that we make
a last attempt to find a solution here and nor in Geneve by means of brief
consultations. I vould therefore recuest that you susnend the meeting for another
three or four minutes. '

Mr, GARCIA ROBIES (liexico) (translated from Spanish)s Iir. Chairman, ve are not
here to trifle: we have just had a susnension of 1% minutes, I am onmosed to ¢
further suspension.

Mr, CRDLUIBIILG (Hongolia) (translated from Russian): I fully support the
proposal put forvard by the distinguished representative of the Scviet Union.

The CHATLIAN: There does not seem to be any consensus, I am afraid, on the
proposal just put forward by Mr., Hazarkin of the Soviet Union.

Mr. CRDSMBILOG (Hongolia) (translated from Dussian): The llongolian delemation
finds it difficult to agree with the nreoposal put forvard by the distinguished
revnresentative of Cuba.

The CHAIRILAN: Then the only other alternative is to adjourn the meeting
e — s o ety o
without deciding anything. Or wrould you like to meet agein tomorrou?
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Mr, ERDEIDILEG (Hongolia) (translated from Bussisn): If the Committee were
to disperse without taking a decision concerning the opening date of the Fécond part
of our session, *hat vould be a viclaticu of our rules of rocedure. So I would
request you, Sir, and through you 2ll the members of the Committee, to agree that
we . suspend this meeting for four or five minutes so that the group con consul?’
among themselves and cone forward with a decision, and then wve can wind up the
work of the first part of this session,

-

The CHATRNAN: I suspend the meeting for five minutes.

The meetins vas suspended at 10.25 poi. and resumed at 10.35 n.me

The CHATRMAI: he 173rd plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament is
resumed. I feel that there is no consensus on my proposal to convene an informal
meeting of this Cecmmittee in June in Ifew York. .n alternative would be riot to
decide anything this evening, but to have a further meeting of this Committee ot
10. 230 a,m. tomorrow mcrning. ould there be a consensus on that?

Mr, VBJVODA (Crmechoslovalia): I would like to ask that it be 10 o'clock as
I have sonme other business later on.

The CHAIRMAN: I have Just teen informed that there would be nc interpreters,
so 1t would have to be in the afternoon.

lir, GARCIA ROBLES (llexico) (translated from Spanish)s lir. Chairman, I think
that some of us here —- myseclf included —- have made our plans on the basis of the
date that was fixed for the closing of this part of ouxr sessicn. I have
engagements tomorrov that I capnot change, and in txuth, lir. Chairman, I do nct
see what can happen tetveen today and 10.30 a.m. tomorrow that can change the
situation. There are reasons for hoping that the situation might change betireen
now and vhen you said, in ew York, in Jurne or at the beginning of. July, or, if
you like, during the early part of liay vhen the Preparatory Comaittee vill be
meeting. But between now and tomorrow there will really be no change. Thus vhat
is applicable at the present moment is rule 7 of the rules of procedure which
states: "The Committee shall decide, as soon as practically possible, the opening
date of the second vart ...". Ior the moment it is not practically possible, and
we ought therefore either to adopt the suggestion you made at the outset or to
leave the matter omen for you to decide vhen you deem it advisable to convene =z
meeting of the Committee.
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The CHAIRMAN: Thank you very much, It seems clear that there is no
consensus on convening a further meeting of this Committee tomorrow: - I have
another alternative, and that is rule 7 of our rules of procedure which says:
"The Committee shall decide, as soon as practically possible, the opening date
of the second part and the closing dates of both parts of its annual session,
taking into account the requirements of its work". The key words are "as soon
as practically possible". We are not able to take any decision this evening,
so we shall take a decision as soon as it is practically possible. That seems
to be the only way out of the impasse in which we find outselves.

. Mr. MELESCANU (Romania): I am really sorry, Mr. Chairman, but I think you
are obliged to announce the date of the next plenary meeting when you close this
one and .I think this would create a real problem, I am afraid we cannot under
the circumstances use the provisions of rule 7 of the rules of procedure,

I really do believe that you have to announce at the end of this meeting,
whenever you close it, when the next plenary meeting of the CD will take
place, be it a formal or an informal meeting. Otherwise, it means that “the
Committee is either in session -— continues to be in session — or has ceased
to exist., I am sorry, I do not mean to complicate things even more, but I do
not see any other way out.

The CHAIRMAN: I would willingly amnounce the date of our next meeting if
that were feasible. But since it is not feasible, under the circumstances, all
I can say is that the next plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament will
be convened on a date to be announced.

Mr. SOLA VILA (Cuba) (translated from Spanish): Truly, this problem seems
to be giving us more trouble than J-1 and J-2, Ve would suggest, Mr. Chairman,
that you put before the Committee the proposal that it should begin its work
on 3 August and that the L4 Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons should start
on 23 July. This would meet the demands of a number of members of the Group
of 21 as well as of other countries, for we have not heard any objection to these
specific dates. There is one thing that disturbs us about this matter: it is
that if we do not take a decision we shall be unable, under the rules of
procedure, to close this session, and if we cannot close the gession this
will create a very difficult situation for us because in that case we shall
not be able to transmit the report we have approved. We would therefore
suggest, Mr. Chairman, that you try to see if there is a consensus in favour
of 3 August for the Committee on Disarmament and 23 July for the Working Group
on Chemical Weapons, together with the date indicated by the secretariat for
the closure of the summer part of the Committee'!s session.

Mr. SRDEMBILEG (Mongolia) {translated from Russian): The Mongolian delegation
does not object but supports the proposals put forward by the distinguished
representative of Cuba.

The CHAIRMAN: A proposal has been made by Cuba te convene the Committee on
Disarmament from 3 Augunt and the Ad Hoc¢ Working Group on Chemiczl Weapons from
23 July. Is there a consensus on this proposal which has bec: . econded by
Ambassador Erdembileg?
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Mr. LIDGARD (Sweden): I made a provnosal at one of our informal meetings.

Let me say that I entirely share the views of my distinguished colleague from
Cuba that we would do ocurselves a great disservice if we adjourned this meeting
without coming .> an agreement on the opening date of our summer session. When
I made my proposal, I had the impression that it had broad support. The only
. objection to my proposal that I Heard was that this would mean, to some extent,
a suspension of one of our rules of procedure. Iir. Chairman, we are at present
in a very difficult situation —- I would call it quite extraordinary. I cannot
see that it serves us to any extent whatsoever to be restrained in this way by
our rules of procedure. It has been said by a number of delegations that the
rules of procedure should rather guide us in our work, not tie us unnecessarily.
For that reason Mr. Chairman, I would again formally submit my proposal, namely,
that we start the summer session on 27 July, with you yourself in the Chair for
the rest of the month.

Mr. WAGENMAKERS (Netherlands): Mr. Chairman, I would like to endorse the
proposal of the distinguished Ambassador of Sweden.

Mr, GARCTIA ROBLES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish): I, too, agree to that
proposal, Mr, Chairman.

Mr. AKINSANYA (Nigeria): Just to say briefly, Mr. Chairman, that my
delegation endorses that proposal.

The CHAIRMAN: Which proposal?

Mr, AKINSANYA (Wigeria): The Swedish proposal.

Mr. HASSAN (Sgypt)(translated from Arabic): I would like to support the
proposal made by the distinguished Ambascador of 3weden.

Ms. EXANGA KiBiYa (Zaire) (translated from French): Mr. Chairman, my delegation
also supports the proposal of the representative of oweden,

Mr. STEEIE (4ustralia): My delegation also supports the Swedish proposal,
Mr. Chairman,

Mr, ERDEMBILEG (Mongolia) (translated from Russiaq): The Mongolian
delegation can support the proposal of Sweden with the amendment that in July
there will be the appropriate Chairman for that month and not the representative
of a country whose period of chairmanship has expired. If I understood the
representative of Sweden correctly, he said that in July you should continue
serving as Chairman. We cannot agree with that proposal because it would be a
violation of the rules of procedure.
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Mr. de BEAUSSE (France) (translated from French): Mr. Chairman, I was ready to
give my full support to the Swedish proposal but if the distinguished representative
of Mongolia insists on the application of the rules of procedure, which is in fact
very praiseworthy, I think that we can respect the letter of the rules. le could decide
to convene the Committee for its next session in the first days of AKugust, and then ue
could decide that, in view of the amount of work we have to do, that we need to convene
a special session. Since this special scession would take place in the interval between
two resular sessions, it would be held under the chairmanship of the current Chairman,
naimely yourself, ilr. Chairman, and this special session could be convengd between
27 July and 1 Ausust, or, if you like, between 23 July and 1 August. In this way, the
letter of the rules of procedure would be strictly respected. Ve should in fact be
applying rule 3, uhich authorizes the Chairman of the Committee to convene the Committee
in special session without, moreover, including any stipulations as to the reasons for
such special session.

The CHAIRIAN: (translated from French): You mean a special session of the
Committee? llot an informal meetinz?

Mr. de BEAUSSE (France) (translated from Frcnch): No, a special session, as specifiec
in rule 3 of the rules of procedure.

The CHATRHAN: You have heard the last proposal. 1Is tliere a consensus on that one?
According to the proposal of TFrance, the present Chairman would convene a special
session of the Committee towards the end of July, and the second half of the 1982 session
would besin on 5 August. Do I have your consensus on that?

ilr. LIDGARD (Sweden): Ir. Chairvinan, if this praposal of France can achieve
consensus, I would certainly not block consensus here. I only wish to add that I
understood that there was also a proposal that the Uorking Group on Chemical 'leapons
should start on 20 July: it was not my intention in any way to chanpe this proposal,
on which there already previously seemed toc be consensus. :

The CHAIRMAN: Thank you. I do not think any delemation objected to that part of
our proposal == that the Chemical 'leapons Yorking Group would meet on 20 July. I think
we have reached an agreement.

r. BRDEMBILEG (Monnyolia) (translated from Russian): Mr. Chairman, as regards the
proposal that has just been made by the distinzuished representative of France, the
llongolian delegation can be flexible. llowevar, this would likeuise be a violation of
the rules of procedure. I{ the Committec uvere to decide to hold a special session, then
I do not think that this could last only a few days. A special session, as its name
implies, should be specially convened in order to discuss urgent, hish-priority matters.
That is how I understand a special session: it is not one that is simply the
continuation of a normal session. From this point of vieu, I have an objection.

llr. SARAY (India): Mr. Chairman, as Ambassador Trdewmbile~ has said there must be
an inportant question that ue must discuss at the special session, since the second
special session on disarmament will have just ended, I would propose that our topic
for discussion at the special session of the Committee on Disarmament should be a
consideration of the decisions and recommendations taken at the second special session
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament.

The CHAIRIIAHN: Diztinguished delerates, interpretation will stop very shortly. I
intend to adjourn the meeting at 11 o'clock.
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tir. MIHAJLOVIC (Yugoslavia): I have kept silent, Sir, but since everybody is
speaking, I thought I should ask a question. My question is: what is the specific
reason uhy the Ad Hoec lUorking Groun on Chemical Ueapons has to begin on 20 July? Why
can it not he convened at the sane time as the Commnittee on Disarmament? Ihat is the
specific urgency? That is my question.

Mr. UAGENIMAKERS (Metherlands): lr. Chairman, if you are indeed going to close
the meeting at 11 o'clock, I think we have no other choice than to convene another
meeting tomorrou afternoon. I would propose that ue hold another meeting of the
Committee tomorrou afternoon, the 174th mceting of the Committee on Disarmament.

iir. DO UAIIJIRA (llenya): ily delesation would find it difficult to accept that
proposal. T think that wvould not be appropriate to my delegation.

The CHAIRIjAll: T propose to adjourn the meeting at 11 p.m. The next meetinz uill
be announced later.

iir, iITHAJLOVIC (Yugoslavia): I want to make " it very clear, Iir. Chairman, that
I ai not blocking consensus: I simply asked a question. '

The CHAIRMAN: llaybe we shall have an ansuer tomorrou.

1fr. GARCIA RODLES (ifexico) (translated frow Spanish): If ilr. HMihajlovic was merely
asking a question, then the only difficulty I see in the way of our adopting the
solution proposed by the representative of France is the scruple of the distinguished
representative of Mongolia about there not being a sufficiently important reason for
holding a special session. However, I think that the reason given us by ilr. Saran,
the distinguished representative of India, is sufficiently inportant to justify a special
session. I have no objection, lr. Chairman, to your announcing the next meeting later,
but for the reasons I have already given I havz to exproess my opposition to a meeting
being held tomorrou. I am sorry, but that is hou things are.

The CHAIRIIAI': Thank you. The next wmeetiny of the Committee on Disarmament will
be announced later. I uill adjourn this meeting.

The meeting rose at 11 p.a.




