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The CHAIRMAN: Distinguished delegates, I declare open the 169th plenary meeting
of the Committee on Disarmament. The Committee continues today its consideration of
item 6 on its Agenda, entitled "Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament". As usual,
members wishing to make statements on any other subject relevant to the work of the
Committee may do so, in conformity with rule 30 of the Rules of Procedure. I have
on my list of speakers for today the representatives of Mongolia,
the United States of America, Indonesia, the Netherlands, Sri Lanka, Romania and
Brazil. I now give the floor to the first speaker on my list, the representative
of Mongolia, His Excellency Ambassador Erdembileg.

Mr. ERDEMBILEG (Mongolia) (translated from Russian): Mr. Chairman, in its
statement today the delegation of the Mongolian People's Republic would like to
express some views on item 5 of the Committee's agenda, entitled "New types of
weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons; radiological weapons'.

But before doing so, I should like, on behalf of my delegation, sincerely to
congratulate you in connection with your assumption of the chairmanship of the
Committee for the month of April.

My delegation places great hopes in the successful outcome of - the  Committee's
deliberations under your wise guidance in this important and responsible period
covering the completion of the work of the first part of the Committee's 1982 session
and the submission of the special report to the forthcoming second special session
of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament.

Permit me to take this opportunity to express once again my délééétién}s
gratitude to the representative of Italy for the work done by him in discharging
the functions of Chairman for the month of March.

Today, the Committee on Disarmament, in accordance with its programme of work,
is completing consideration of agenda item 6. The Mongolian delegation has briefly
expressed its vievs on this item in its previous statements.

As is known, General Assembly resolution 36/92 F requested the Committee on
Disarmament to complete, during the first part of its session in 1982, the
elaboration of a comprehensive programme of disarmament and to submit it in time
for consideration and adoption by the General Assembly at its second special session
devoted to disarmament.

In this connection, I should like to point out that, notwithstanding the
considerable efforts made by the Committee in the contact groups and in the course
of consultations betveen interested delegations and apart from certain results,
there still remain unresolved problems and a number of difficulties in the way of
agreement on the text of the programme.

However, we have not yet lost hope that the Committee will prove able to make
the most efficient use of the time remaining and move ahead with the execution of the
task before it. N
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Mongolia's poéition on the question of the prohibition of rew types and new
systems of weapons of mass destruction has been stated in this Committee on several
occasions. We, like many others, continue to hold the view that the simplest
and most reliable means of resolving this problem is the conclusion of a
comprehensive agreement that would erect a firm barrier to the emergence of any
nev types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons. At the
same time, meeting the position of the western partners in the negotiations in the
Committee half way, we do not preclude the possibility of concluding agreements on
individual types of such weapons.

In this context, radiological weapons could already have been declared illegal.
When the joint Soviet-United States proposal on the prohibition of radiological
weapons was introduced in the Committee, many delegations expected, with fully
Justified hope, that, on the basis of this proposal, agreement would be reached
in the Committee on Disarmament on th1= type of weapon of mass destruction in the
near future. )

But facts remain facts and it can only be regretted that the negotiations have
moved in the direction of the complication of the problem. We consider the first
requirement to be to reach agreement on the gquestion of prohibiting radiological
weapons themselves without linking it to other, unrelated questions.

With regard to the problem of ‘he prohibition of new types of weapons of mass
destruction and new systems of such weapons, I should like to refer to
General Assembly resolution 36/8 9, which "calls upon the States permanent members
of the Security Council, as well as upon other militarily significant States, to
make declarations, identical in substance, concerning the refusal to create new
types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons", that "would
be approved thereafter by a decision of the Security Council".

" In this connection, the Mongolian delegation supports the proposal of the
delegation of the Hungarian People's Republic for the holding, during the second
part of the 1982 session, of informal meetings of the Comm ttee on Disarmament with
the participation of governmental experts to consider the question of the
aforementioned declarations and other issues, relating to the prohibition of new
types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons.

In our opinion, such an approach would enable the Committee to make progress
in this matter.

I should like to say a few vords about the question of the prohibition of the
nuclear neutron weapon.

The concern felt by world public opinion about the threat of this most
inhuman and barbaric type of weapon vas fully reflected for the first time in
resolution '36/92 K, adopted by the General Assembly at its thirty-sixth session.

In this resolution, it is stressed that the introduction of the nuclear neutron
weapon in the military arsenals of States escalates the nuclear arms race and
significantly lowers the threshold to nuclear war, thereby increasing the danger of
such a war.
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Further on in the resolution the General Assembly recognizes the inhumane
effects of this weapon and requests the Committee on Disarmament to start without
delay negotiations in an appropriate organizational framework with a view to
concluding a con:aention on the prohibiticn of the producticn, stockpiling, deployment
and use of nuclear-neutron weapons.

Thus, the General Assembly has clearly and unamblguously defined its attitude
to neutron weapons.

However, it is to be regretted that, because of the obstructionist attitude of
some delegations, there has been no decision by consensus within the Committee on
Disarmament concerning this recommendation from the United Nations General Assembly.

Nevertheless, the Mongolian delegation, together with other socialist countries,
continues to believe it essential that, in accordance with the above-mentioned
recommendation of the General Assembly, the Committee should start concrete
negotiations on the prohibition of the nuclear neutron weapon and set up an
ad hoc working group for this purpose. In this connection, I should like to point
out once again that as long ago as March 1978 the group of socialist countries
submitted for the consideration of the Committee on Disarmament a draft convention
on the prohlbltlon of nuclear neutron weapons.

We consider that, in order to prevent a new neutron spiral in the arms race
and a further increase in the danger of war, the Committee on Dlsarmament mst heed
the call of world public opinion.

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of Mongolia for his statement and
for the kind words he addressed to the Chair. I now give the floor to the
representative of the United States of America, His Excellency Ambassador Fields.

Mr. FIELDS (United States of America): Although you have asked that the
customary tribute paid to incoming Chairman should be dispensed with, in your case
I must demur, for I would be remiss if I did not express the pleasure and
satisfaction of my delegation at seeing you, my dear friend and colleague, in this
Chair. We have important work before us this month and we are confident that your
experience, skill and dedication, so ably demonstrated during your tenure as the
representative from Japan to this Committee, will lead us to a successful conclusion
during this critical period in our 1982 session. I would also like to take this
opportunity to express my delegation's admiration and appreciation to our Chairman
for the month of March, my good friend the distinguished representative of Italy,
Ambassador Alessi, who has given unsparingly of his time and considerable talents
to the work of our Committee during his chairmanship.

Today I would like to speak on agenda item 6, dealing with a comprehensive
programme of disarmament. ,

For the past three sessions, the Committee has pursued efforts to achieve the goal
of general and complete disarmament under effective international control through a
Working Group dedicated to the development of a comprehensive programme of
disarmament. This work hes been carried out under the able and dedicated leadership
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of Ambassador Adeniji, the representative of Nigeria, in 1980 and our distinguished
friend and colleague, Ambassador Garcia Robles, the representative of Mexico,

in 1981 and 1982. This task -- inspired by the desires of all people to live in
a world of genuinc and lasting peace —- has not always been easy, due to the
fundamental nature and complexity of the issues involved. We have, despite these
difficulties, accomplished important and useful work. However, our task is still
far from complete, and significant work remains to be done, both here in the
Committee and at the second special session of the General Assembly, where the
results of our work will be submitted to the scrutiny of an anxious world community.
Although my delegation will undoubtedly have more to say about the programme when
we refer to the procedure for forwarding the results of the Vorking Group's efforts
to the second special session, I would like briefly to outline its views on certain
aspects of the work done to date.

In saying that difficult questions remain, I do not want my colleagues to think
that I am a prophet of doom. The resolution of the remaining problems is not
beyond our reach. It is, however, important that we understand fully not only
what the issues and the problems are, but the underlying rationale for the positions
of various concerned delegations.

The United States approaches the elaboration of a comprehensive programme of
disarmament within the framework of its over-all national security policy -- a policy
based on enduring principles aimed both at achieving and at maintaining peace. An
essential element of our policy, as reiterated by Lecretary Haig on 14 July 1981, is
the search for sound arms control agreements.

My Governmment is committed to this search and this commitment was reaffirmed
by President Reagan in his press conference on 31 March, in which he said:

. "I have and I will continue to seek realistic arms control agreements on nuclear
and conventional forces. I want an agreement on strategic nuclear weapons that
reduces the risk of war, lowers the level of armaments and enhances global
security. VWe can accept no less'".

In calling upon the Soviet Union to join us in pursuing the goal of peace,
President Reagan said:

"I invite the-Soviet Union to join with us now, to substantially reduce nuclear
weapons and make an important breakthrough for lasting peace on earth'.

The importance which our President attaches to arms control issues was highlighted
yesterday by his decision to address the second special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. In this connection, he expressed both the
hope that President Brezhnev would also attend and his desire that the two should meet
at that time to discuss’'issues related to disarmament, so important to all of us.
In his announcement, he said:

"The whole idea ... of arms reduction, arms control, is one of the most
important things that is facing us, and I hope that we'll (Presidents Reagan and
Brezhnev) be able to address the conference".
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These statements by President Reagan make it clear that there can be no
question about my country's commitment to the search for an enduring peace and
its strong desire to begin the process of reducing nuclear weapons as a major
contribution towards this goal.

I would like to point out that President Reagan spoke of "realistic arms
control agreements". It is with this sense of realism and commitment to the arms
control process that my delegation has approached our negctiations on the
comprehensive programme of disarmament. I cannot over-emphasize the attachment
of my delegation to a workable and realistic programme. Regrettably, past
attempts by serious and dedicated men and women to create- and maintain peace
have not always been marked by great success. The fundamental causes of war and
international tension have not been eradicated despite our best efforts. For
us to achieve success, our endeavours must take full account of the interaction
between the causes of tension and the accretion of armaments. Agreements to
limit and reduce arms must be carefully negotiated to protect and ehhance the
security of all the parties involved and to ensure that such agreements do not
create instabilities which increase the risk of the very conflicts they are
designed to lessen. The obligations they create must be precise and compliance
with them must be verifiable. The process of negotiation is necessarily a
consensual one. The technical and political complexity of these issues, the
fundamental nature of the interests involved and the impossibility of foreseeing
with precision relevant future developments make it unrealistic to predict a
rigid sequence or arbitrary time-tables for the conclusion of particular agreements.
Distrust and suspicion are obstacles to disarmament; thus, collateral measures
to promote openness, or "transparency", and enhance the building of confidence
are vital to the process. Moreover, progress in disarmsment must go hand in hand
with the strengthening of international procedures and institutions for peace-
keeping and the peaceful settlement of disputes. For these reasons, we believe
that, to be successful, progress must be made by discrete steps and through
specific agreements. '

While experience and practice have shown that success in disarmament can only
be achieved through a realistic step-by-step approach, we have none the less
supported, and continue to support, the broad approach to disarmament adopted by
this Committee in the negotiations on a comprehensive programme of disarmament.
My delegation has participated actively in this work, in the belief that such a
programme can provide both a broad guide to action towards disarmament and a
means of measuring progress. It is our belief -- one shared by many in this
Committee — that the comprehensive programme of disarmament should provide the
necessary framework for action towards disarmament. It should not dictate
specific actions to States, but should, rather, serve as a guide or plan for
use by States in the development of the specific actions to be underibeken by -
them. ' It should identify measures that require negotiation and the principles
to guide those negotiations and suggest priorities to be observed. It should
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also indicate procedures for ensuring adequate and effective verification and
compliance with the measures to be negotiated by States, as well as the appropriate
mechanisms for review and appraisel.

The content of the comprehensive programme of disarmament must reflect
realistic, as well as effective, balanced, verifiable and appropriately interrelated
approaches vhich take fully into account the existing security needs of all States,
the international atmosphere and political realities. The ccncept of the
integration of measures and the negotiations on them is extremely important.
Negotiations can be pursued on different measures at the same time and several
measures may be discussed in one set of negotiations. This concept reflects my
Government's policy towards arms control and disarmament negotiations.

The United States is at present engaged in a variety of arms control and
disarmament negotiations. In Vienna, we are involved in negotiating the reduction
of arms and armed forces in Europe. Here in Geneva, we are negotiating bilaterally
with the USSR on intermediate-range nuclear forces. We have discussed the
expansion of confidence-building measures in Europe in the context of the
Madrid Review Conference on Co-operation and Lecurity in Zurope. In this
Commi ttee, we have been pursuing negotiations on a radiological weapons convention
and the elaboration of a chemical weapons convention. On all of these issues,
our desire is to achieve agreements as soon as possible. However, these efforts,
and others to be commenced,; involve complex and difficult issues, on which it
is not possible to reach agreement overnight. Iy delegation therefore believes,
as do others, that it is unrealistic to include deadlines or even indicative
time-frames for the initiation or conclusion of specific negotiations on measures
contained within the comprehensive programme of disarmament. The establishment
of such time-frames without regard to unpredictable future international
developments is illogical. The concept of urgency can be more realistically
reflected by agreeing on the need to achieve general and complete disarmament
under effective international control in as short a time as possible and by
setting in motion a process of pericdic reviews to give impetus to the
implementation of the programme. buch z dynamic process would take the best
advantage of progress reached in negotiations on the measures outlined, the state
of negotiations in progress and the international atmosphere and political
realities.

As to the nature of the programme, my delegation does not view the
comprehensive prograrme as a substitute for the negotiation of specific agreements
which will move the world towards general and complete disarmament. The binding
legal commitments which will further this process can only be entered into as a
result of successful negotiations on effective, balanced and verifiable agreements.
We earnestly seek the conclusion of such agreements. What is required now is
the political will not only to subscribe to, but also to undertake to implement
the programme. This is best done not in words, but in deeds -- and, specifically,
through the activities of States to create the kind of trust which enables true
progress towards disarmament.
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I would like to turn now to the question of measures for inclusion in the
programme. My delegation has always held the view that, if the programme is to
serve effectively as a road map to disarmament, the measures included in it should
indicate the subjects upon which negotiations should take place, as well as the
general issues to be discussed in these negotiations. The measures should thus
not be too specific and should not be phrased in such a way as to prejudge the
outcome of such negotiations. It is, after all, the primary responsibility of
the States undertaking "such negotiations to determine the specific contents of the
negotiations, as well as the manner in which specific measures will be discussed.

My Government also has had some difficulty with the placement of specific
measures in a series of stages or phases within which the negotiation of measures
are to be implemented. The negotiating process is a continuing one which does
not lend itself to the conclusion of a particular package of measures at any
specific time. We do agree that measures to be negotiated can be identified in
2 logical sequence and we have worked in the Working Group on this basis. It
also seems logical to us that measures can be grouped according to the steps that
are initially required by the present situation, intermediate steps and steps to
bring about general and complete disarmament under effective international control.
Through this approach, some progress has been made in the Working Group's
Contact Group on measures. Some headway has also been made in an informal
contact group which is hard at work in attempting tc reconcile the different texts
submitted concerning specific measures.

We have made progress in our negotiations on a comprehensive programme of
disarmament both in the Working Group proper and in our informal contact groups.
Under the respective chairmanships of the Ambassadors of France, Brazil and the
German Democratic -Republic, we have developed negotiating texts, albeit in some
cases highly bracketed ones, on objectives, vriorities and principles of a CFD.

We have also, as I have already noted, made some progress on the identification
and elaboration of measures for inclusion in the programme. Furthermore, I think
we all agree on the need for a periodic review of the comprehensive programme of
diszrmament and my delegation does not foresee great difficulty in working out the
specifics for such a review. Ve believe that at the end of this session we will
have a negotiating document, however bracketed, however informal, that delegations
can refer to their Governments for intense review before we turn again to the task
of the final shaping of a comprehensive programme of disarmament. At the

second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, we must
strive to negotiate a comprehensive programme which will command the necessary
consensus. We must avoid inequitable or unbalanced formulae which, in their
impact, are destabilizing and would Jjeopardize peace. Our programme must
responsibly take account of the longing of the peoples of the world for the
establishment of a framework for disarmament which will lead to lasting peace.

It is a noble effort, and I pledge the co-operation of my delegation in-that
effort.

The CHAIRMAN: I thank Ambassador Fields for his statement and for the kind
words he addressed to the Chair. I now give the floor to the representative of
Indonesia, His Excellency Ambassador Sutresna.



CD/PV.169
13

Mr. SUTRESNA (Indonesia): I take the floor this morning for the purpose of
introducing the joint technical report contained in document CD/27O and submitted
by Indonesia and the Netherlands concerning the destruction of about 45 tons of
mustard agent at o site near Bandung, the capital city of the Province of West Java,
Indonesia.

It is a source of satisfaction t¢ ry delegation that, at this juncture in the
Committee's work, the delegations cf Indonesia and the Netherlands are in a pcosition
to submit this report tc the Committee with a view to sharing with all other
member States the experience of co-operation gained ty our twe countries in a field
related tc a subject — that of chemical weapons —— which is under censideration ty
the Committee. We sincerely hope that the repcrt will contribute, in one way cor
another, to the progress cf the work being dcne by the Committec in this respect.

As you may have noticei from the dccument, the desitruction cf this dangerous
agent took place three years ago ir my country. The report is teing submitted at
a time when the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Veapons, under the able chairmanship
of the distinguished representative ¢f Poland, Ambasszdor Sujka, is elaborating
provisions of the future convention on the prchibition c¢f chemical weapons relating,
in particular, to their destructicin and verificatien. The crux of this prohibition,
in the view »f my delegation, is the destruction of existing stockpiles of chemical
weapons and chenical warfarz agents.

I believe it apprecpriate to stress that the existence of this rustard agent in
Indonesia was an inheritance from the then Governmeni of the Netherlands East Indies,
under whose authority this chemical weapcn was intended for use in retaliation in
the event that chemical weapons were used by the encemy during the Second World War,
which was extending to the regicn. As it turned out, chemical wcapons were not used
there during that war,

As you are aware, Indonesia underwent rhysical struggle pricr tc the
proclamation of its independencc in 1945 and in the years thercafter. Under such
circunstances, it was insvitable that thc Indcnesian authorities shculd have been
campletely unaware of thc prescnce cf the mustard agent in the country. This also
seens to have been the case in the Netherlands.

It was fortunate for the twe countrics that, in 1975, a Dutch national whe had
been involved in the dismantling of the plant around 1949 was conscientious encugh
to bring the matter to the attenticn ~f the Hetherlands Government, which in turn
informed the Gevermment of -Indonzsia.

The two main cornsiderations that motiviated the decision of the Indonesian
Govermment to disposc of this dangercus agent as soon as possible were:

1. The realizatisn of the scrious consequences its prelonged existonce
night have for the populatien living in the vicinity and for the
environment, ecspecially after the subscquent discovery of a corroded tank;
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2. Strict adherence tc the 1925 Geneva Protocol by Indonesia,.a. party
which did not make any reservations. Indonesia therefore congidered
that the countries party to this Protocol arec obliged to destroy on -
their own initiative ‘dangercus chemical agents existing in their

respective countries or in the territories under their jurisdiction.

For this destruction, the Indonesian Government requested the Netherlands
Government, the authority responsible for the existence of this agent in Indonesia,
to provide technical assistance; for its part, Indonesia provided logistics and
security for the whole operation.

The ensuing co-operation between the Governments of the Netherlands and
Indonesia in the destruction of this dangerous agent was indeed exemplary and
reflected the prevailing cxcellent and amicable relations between the two countries.

When the Indonesian-Netherlands joint operation came to an end, it turned out
that there were still about 2,000 litres cf mustard agent at the 51tc. Indonesia
took upon itself to destroy them by the hydrolysis method.

It is not my intention to dwell nan the techniczal aspects of this cperation,
which wag called '"Obong". However, sonc of its highlights of a non-technical
character are perhaps worth menticning.

Indonesia, a country whichk does nct pcssess or manufacture chemical weapons,
gained invaluable experience from the destruction cperation.

Despite 40 years of storage in the underground shelter, the agent was still
potent mustard. This nay serve 2s a reminder that, even after being stored for
such a long period of time, thc agent still possessces its full destructive capacity.
Such agents are at present probably still in the possession of a nunber of countries.

In a future convention, the need for on-site .inspection during destruction is
essential to ensure that the destruction cf the agent is really carricd out im
terms of its declared type, quantity and locaticn, thus climinating.possible doubts
abcut the sincerity of the parties cencerned.

The destruction of such a quantity of mustard agent using relatively simple
equipmént in a relatively short pericd of time might become an clement for
determining the time-limit for the destruction of stocks of chemical weapons of
the same category, having due rcgard fer local conditions.
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For a develcoing country like Indonesia, such destruction requires technical
assistance and exnertise from developed ceountrics; this might also be considered
as an eleament of the future convention.

lastly I wish to submit that the casc cf Indcnesia might also be applisable
te other countries which have similar historical backgrounds. In this conncction,
may I avail myself cof this opportunity to express once again the appreciation and
gratitude of the Government of Indonesia to the Netherlands Government for the
assistance and co-operatirn extended during the operatien.

While I have the floor, may I be permitted to touch briefly en two aspects of
the item on chemical weapons to which my delegation attaches great impertance.

Many members of the Committee have veiced concern about recent develepments
with regard to the production of a new generation of chemical weapons, nanmely,
tinary weapons, which they consider might impedc the Committce's work on the
banning of chemical weapons.

The emergence of these new weapons will undoubtedly add a new dimension to
the chemical arms racc.,

My delegation does not at all question the right of any State to develop and
adopt a policy which it conceives would best serve its defence cr security interests.
But if States have committed themselves to achieving a particular goal in a
negotiating forum, it is only logical tn expect from them that they will not take
action or develép policies which, by their very nature, contravenc that same goal,
lest the credibility of their pronouncements be diminished, if not undermined.
Apparently, what appecrs to be logic for countries like Indonesia does not appear
to be sc for others. But, my delegation submits, two wrongs do not rake a right.

My delcegntion has telen noie of the statoment by the distinguished
r.presentative of the TUnited States, Ambassador Fields, on 25 March 198., in
which he gave an essurcnee the+ "the United States commitment to the goal of a
conplete and verifiable tan nu chonical woapons hao been reaffirmed by iae highess
authority of our Govarmment".  Anbassador Ficlds further stated thet "if we are
successful in achieving such han, we would bec willing indced to terminate our
binary programme promptly'.

My delegation interprcts this assurence as having a dual nessage. On the
one hand, it asks the Comuittec to work speedily on the prohibition of chemieal
weapons and, on the ather, the United States will strive for the achicvement of
the goal of the complete prohibition of cheniieal weapons.
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It is th2 sinccr: hope of my dclegaticn that this pledge will becone a
reality in the nrt ton di 4

There have bazn soue co,2°

o27ticng, roiscd in this Cowaittec, to the nced
. ’ ]

tc irslude a ban on use in the futurce ceonventicn since the topic was alrcady
envered by the 1929 Goneva Jretcenl. Lrgically spoaking, as the use of

a

chonical waapens has alreadys been rrohivited in the Gencve 192" Protocol,
isting stocks sheould have boon dastrey.d and there should be ne point in
3 ng uov tyros ol ouch wearens. Tha contrary has, regrottobly, proven

STl .
Thig situation, os vy delegnizcen soog if, has beorn meinly duc to the
following:

FPirstly. thc recervations nade ty a nwiber of counirics, including the most
powerful ones, tc the 1925 Protcenal on the eventuality of ncn-conpliance with
its provisions by ar cneiyy State, have breught atout a situation under which |
cheniical weapens continue te be of potential use;

Secondly, the linitative scope of use in the Geneva Pretocol, which dees
not cover Hther forus of aricd heostilities sheort of war; and
¥
Thirdly, the absence of compliance machinery in the 1225 Protocol has
rendered nore probable the potential, or evon actual, use of chenical weapons.

The continucd existence of churideal woeopeons in the arscnal of States and
the reported intention of :anufacturing a now type of such weapons only reinforce
ny dclegation'y convictien thet the ban on the use of chenical weapons in the
forn which appeears :ir the 1925 Prctecel should be strongthcned; hence the neod
tc reaffirm the prchitition of the use »f such weapens in the comprehensive
chanical weevons coavention that we are now elaborating.

The inportaince eof the need to include the ~lenient of use in the future
convention on the prehitition of chedicel weepons has been further underlincd in
the Canadian propor- eentoined in donwaent CD/ié?, in the light of new developnents
regarding the protlens of dval-purnesce agents and binary: compounds.

Furthermere, the distinguished roprosentative of Australia,

Anbzssader David Sadleir, spoke wery ologuently and in a crnprchensive nanncer on
the guestion of us: in the statorcnt he uzade en 1 April 1982. I hove nothing

to add to that stntencnt. It sulfices for e te rccall that Indenesia, togother
with Australia, Argentina, China »nd Pokistan, has subuitted a propesal for
alternative wording for the scowe of proldtition of the future chomical weapons
convention,
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:'r. van DONGEN (Netherlands): This is the first time that I take the floor to
rnake a formal stateient in plenary session of the Committee on Disarmament and it
gives we great satisfaction to bz able to do so under your chairmanship. In the short
time that has elapsed since my arrival at Geneva, I have already learnt the value of
your knowledgz and your judgement, and when I therefore congratulate you on taking
the Chaipr of our Committee, enlightened seli.-interest makes me congratulate myself
as well that ny first formal stocps in the ficld of disairmawent can be made under your
guidance. Belated thanks are due to your distinguished predaecessors,

Ambassador Mahallati of Iran and Ambassador Alessi of Italy, and to the several
colleagues who both formally and informally welcomed me to this body. Before going
into the substancc of my statement, I particularly wish to put on record, @y respect
for the work done anere by ny valued friend and predeccssor, Ampassador Richard Fein.
It is both a privilege and a challenge to follow in nis footstups in the Committee on
Disarmament.

Mr. Chairman, invoking rule 30 of the Rules of Procedure, I wish, like the
distinguished representative of Indonesia before me, to introduca the joint working
vaper CD/270. Aftcr the intervention of uy distinguished colleague, its subject~matter
nzeds little introduction.

The Netherlands delegation has tuo good reasons for wzlcoming the opportunity to
speak today, the first being the fact that, jointly with Indonesia, w2 can repoirt on
something that was actually done and not wmerely talked about in tnoe disarmament sphere,
the second that we can report on a2 joint effort made by tne two countries concernad
in an atmosphere of haranony and mutual trust.

Operation "Ovbong™ can be regarded as an implamantation "avant la lettre" of a
possible chemical weapons treaty. Such a tireaty rcmains of iamediate priority for
ovr two delagations and I am happy to note that one uway concludea from the active
ncgotiations in the Ad Hoc Yorkinz CGroup on Chemical Weapons that this appears to be the
case foir all deleszations and that keen interest has been displayad by a number of
~bservers.

An essential element ol any (. “rcaty is the destruction of existing svockpiles of
cnemical weapons and chemical warfairc agents under adcquate international verification.

To geneirate maximum confidence in a C¥ treaty, countries should declare all their
stocks and if possible start destroying thea beforz the tircaty cnters into force.
This, of course, you rcalize, would ve the optiwsal scenario. In reality, it is
probably too much to expect that all countries will declare their ooerational stocks
beforce the trecaty enters into force, while destruction of opcirational stocks is likely
to start ornly after the treaty has coae into Jorce.

At the same time, tacre are no reasons why obsolcte stocks should not be
declared and destroyed as of now. lic know tuat saveral countries are in the process of
destroying old stockpiles of chnemical w2apons or nave alrcady done so, recognizing
the iaxportance of removiing extremely to:ic naterials froa the environment.
Publicizing such activities may nelp to »uild conf{idence and help other countries in
the scarch for suitable nethods of destroying tneir stocks.
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She deatruction of cheaical weanons and azents is often far froa simple. Tacis
ucireane touicity and, thus, thz risks involved for tia aersons woriiing at the
gstiruccion site sequir? nith safsty stanuards. Transportation of ¢ld ntockoil:zs can
oc daazgerous and thereforce ancesircavle. Tae nossidiliiy of ad sersce environaental
effects nust aiso D2 taken inco account. As a result. €az catir2 dustruction cporacion
.8 liltoly to ne costly ane tino-consuning.

2
1
-

Ortuecen the two Viorld :fars, a aunbeir of countriec p-oduced o rossessed wastara
2 mita.  Accer che Sacoad Cloeld iy, soveenl ol tazi cecided to destooy their old
aastans stoeclka. Jirleront ac-truction metaods uldice dezizned. Thase .ee2 citacer
niznly coanlex - ia nart because of o2 roquirceent foo larsae ~uantitiozs of water
aadt/or Jdecontaninants -« or cnraliled the ris’t oF an unaccoptbz o). 2nvirconacntal iapact.

ixanples of tac former acrce the hydreiysis acthou ant fac aet.ou used by ac
Unitcd States Cheuical Agent and dunitions Disposal Systea (CaviDS); open--pit vurning
and ocean duaping are exanples ol thz latter. All mctnods hav: their advantagzes and
taeir digadvantazcs.

Today, tina delegations of Indonesia and ta2 Hetherlands present to you a report
on tnair Jjoint operation to destroy a consiceranle amount off austard azents. Tais
technical report is containcu in docunent CD/2Y0. Tae operation doserived was, of
course, adapted to tne mirevailing soecific conditions, sut, we are confident, that it
also deaonstrates tnat the destruction of mustard azents is a viavle fairly sianle
and cost effective operation that can »e carried out uwitiout endangeiing public health
or the environaent.

My distinguisied colleague from Indonesia nas alrcady siven you the sua of the
historical background and I shall try to lkeop this part of my inteirvention as brief
as possiole. Tnh: 3tockpile at the site on the island of Java orizinally was intended
as a deterrrent against possible chemical warfaire in the region. Uut as it turned out,
chenical weapons weie nov us2a in the wvar tnat brolie out. After the war, the plant
that nad iLeen in operation to produc: this stocknile was dismantled, Bui the austard
agent itseifl, scoced in scaled tanks in undergiround sn2lters, vas not destroyed. And
only a fcu people weire in posscession of all tie facts: in particular, neither the
Indonesian nor the letherlands authorities were aware of tue existence of a stock of
mustard agent. And only in tia szcond nalf of the seventies was attention drawn to
the matter by one of the persons who hau been involved in dismantling the plant.

The Indonesian and detherlands Govornments then deeided to eliminate the dangerous
substance and they agreed tnat the dNethei'lands Government would provide technical
assistance, including tochaical cxnerts, and the Indonesian Governaent uwould be
charged with providing logistics and guaranteeins security auring the oncration. The
Pein: saurits Laboratcey TH0 in the dethorlands was charged vich the nrovision of the
technical assistanco.

A fact-finiin; mission in- April 1973 revealod tic pireaence
to an acrtillery range and in close proximity to an inhabitzd areaz, of five steel tanits
of 10 cupbic =etres cach in as aany undersround stone shelters half--filled wich water.
fne of tha tanits had corirodcd to sucn an extenc that the concents had apparently
lcaed out. TYet no mustard agont could be dcetected in rolaticn to that tank although
decomposition products ware piresent. The ciulir fours tanis wese found to centaln
Auatard ageat, to an estimaved total of 13,000 litres.

on a 3itc adjacoent
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The presence of such a large amount of mustard azent in close proxiaitvy to
populated areas and the possinility tnat the tanits could leak were, of coursé, of sreat
conceirn to thne Incdonesian Goveinment. Cor.equently, it was decided that tae agent
should ve disposed of as quiciily as possiole.

Several uethods of destruction uere considered, takinz into account that on-site
destiruction was necessary since transport off the agent over large distances vas evidentl
too risky. Tais latter factor limited the availables ontions, in vicw of restrictions
on energy, on uater and cn watecial supplies. 12 wethods I aentioned ecarlier .-
aydirolysis, the CAMDS and TA.D3 12tuods, open-—-pit burning o ocean dunping -.- were
therefore rejected. Otiner methods were also rejectad, wainly vecause thoy preseated
disnosal problems.

In the 2nd, thz dzecision was nade to use a .a2thod of controlled ineineration.
A specially-designed iacinerato., was built in the .etherlands and shipoed to Indonasie.
after tae Indonesian #dbC vefence Corps had nade tue neceasary preparations on the sita,
the construction and the testing phase started. This phase lasted for about a wonth.
Tne actual incineration or tae austard azent toolr vlace in Junz 1.79. A total quantity
of 32,000 litres of austard agent uvas dzstrorved. You uill find in the uorkingz document
a detailed desciription of the incinaration uetned, as well as of tae difficulties
encounteirad in tiae destruction of part of the stocic.

Uhat lessons can be drawn froa this onerntion and tae history behind it? The
first is that the destruction of consideravlc quantities of wustard age.t under the
conditions described can be safely carried out in a reasonavly shoirt period of time
and with relatively sinmple equip.aant.

The second, no less important, is the demonstiration of the value of co--operation.
Vle have here a tangible examaplie of a joint, nractical efort to hnelp build the tasis
for a treaty banning chemical weapons altosethes.

The third lesson concerns verification. Duiring the destruction operatiocn, Zuz
attention was given to a possible vzrification nechanisa. 3upposing for a :nouaant that
the Obong operation had taken place underr a chemical veapons convention, the question
of a required type of verification would tnen, of course, have arisen. And our reply
would have been that, uith the technology nov available, only on-site inspection on
a regular vasis would havez provided adequatc prool that the chemical warfare azeat
had indeed been effectively and totally destroyed. ‘rhcoretically, possihilitiec of
remoté observation and control e:ist, but they are still a lon; way froua becowing
operational. lluch ireseairch and developmentc uwill be required before the feasiblilily
of sucn a system can be estavlished. Tor the foireseeable futur'z, only on-site
inapection during the descruction will oniovide adeauate verification for the
destruction of stocl:piles, as in Operatica Obong.

These are soae preliuainary ovservations as z2a introduction to docuient CD/270
Jointly cicculated by the delegations of Indonesiza and tiie Hetheirlands., Our tuo
delesations intend tc arrange foir a nresoncation o a mooe techmiezl natuice in this
Comuictee later in the vear.

it goes wvithout saying, and ia tuis I am sure that I can spea: forr my Indonesian
colleazue, that both our delegations are prepared to aasuer any question that aay
arise concerning this operation.
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The CHAIRMAN: 1 thank the representative of the Hetherlands for his statement
and for the kind words he addressed to the Chair. I now give the flooir to the
representative of Sri Lanka, His Excellen:y Ambassador Jayal!oddy.

Mr. JAYAKODDY (Sri Lanka): ilr. Chairman, T.S. Eliot, perhaps with poetic licence,
described April as the ‘cruellest monti". Let me hasten to say that ay delegation
does not thinlk that the monti of April necds to be the cruellest month either for you
or for the other distinguished representatives in this Committece. It can becone a
hard and punishing month in wihich .the Committee endeavours to couplete its work,
hopefully vith a measure of success.

Your lonz and distinzuished recoirrd of work in this Committee and the intense
commitiment to disarmament of you:r country, its Government and its psople aie greatly
appreciated by distinguished representatives here. It is therefore an honour and
privilege for ay delezation to welcome you as Chairman, wish you success and, at the
same time, pledgze to you our fullest co-operation and assistance. le are confident
that you will, with your infinite patience, great competence and unfailing courtesy,
help to bring the Comnittee to a successful conclusion of its curirent session.

e vere privileged to have the distinguishad Ambassador of Italy to guida us
thirough the Ides of ilarch. The last iionth was a difficult one for all of us. It
called for quiet diploaacy, tenacity and skilled persuasiveness to steer the Committee
towards important decision--making. Ambassador Alessi demonstrated all these
qualities in aiple neasure, thus helping the Coumittee to malke several strides towards
accomplishing the tasks before it. Iliy delegation would like to express its sincere
thanks to Ambassadoir Alessi foir his invaluable contribution during the month of HMarch.

I wvish to make a feu observations on the comprehensive programme of disarmament
which is on our agenda for today. We have all accentod that a comprehensive programme
of disarmament could becoile the centre--piece of the second special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. I do not wish to anticipate wvhat kind of
centre--piece it will be, but my delesation hopes that it will not be a disappointment
to those who hope for something significant and substantial. The Committee owes 2
very large debt of gratitude to distinzuished Ambassador Garcia RNobles fo.' his
indefatigable chairmanship of the Ad Hoc Working Group on a comprehensive prograume
of disarmament. Ilie has, uwith great pains, unsuerving deternination and single-minded
commitment, tried to move the negotiations forward. Vhat has been achieved up to now
in the Ad Hoc Uor!iinz Group is modesty, but there is still time and an even greater
desire for more accomplishment. e hope that, vy the end of this session, ue shall
have something worrthwhile to place before the second special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmawment.

My delegation has no illusions about uhat the eventual adoption of a coulprehensive
programme of disarmauent could mean. lle do not think that the formulation of a
compreilensive programae of disarmament by the Committec and its adoption by the
special seousion will trigger an avalanche of instant disaimaaent that will nake us
turn ouir ailitary weapons into ploughshares. HNor will it, by itself; end the
nuclear arms race or reliance on deterrence and countei--force strategies to ensure
national security. Our expectations are more limited. A comprehensive programie of
disarmament will, in our view, De a starting point that reflzcts a coumon will and
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comnitaent to initiate a balanced, conpirchensive ant realistic process that encompasses
genuine and effeective aeasures of disaraaaenc beias neqgotiated aad lLamleneatad.  ic
will, in our wview, sigaifly ctnat uc aceent a Sramevork of positive, afficmative action
Sowards s2neral and complei2 disacaacat, taling into account tihc various
incerirelationsnins betueen sccurity, military preparedness and the desirz to create

ain incernationa’ oirder in waicn wars is not usec any loaser as aon extansion of polities
ang diplomacy. It ic ia ©unas Limiv ant Laced ol such a code tiat i delegation vieus
the Forauiaction or 2 couproiensive nrogsrauane of disarmaucnt ane itc eventual adontion

2.t Lapleencwtion.

T uould 1lize to Louch on wito aailtairs taat olll oo ol arred to in T2 coupirticnsive
acosraaie of dicacanaent Yhe Filist ozfors o the establishizat of oncs of paace.
nave in aindg aer?, snecifiecally, cac declaracrion or t.oir ading Ocean as a zZone of peace.
fis cae distinzuished -~oprescontacives on tails Coumittec well o, .iv enuntry has,
cince 1972, boan active fa prooiing thio coacapt o7 the dndian Ucean seilaf daclared
a zone of peace. Gi. Lankz- s unsverviag comaitacac to ¢ils proposal asd our
unintesiupted puesuit of thais goal acss basoed op the dxen conviction thav its
scalization can 2liainate a seitious ciareat to vace neace and seocucity of fae entire
mdian Oceoan rojion. . Tac wilitarizaticn of the oc.an that nas ogon under way over

0a o‘d Nnas hqun risc to jsrcac
atcle
i

the Lasi decads nas cesultad in an oscalation of tensi

concasn tnat the lndiair Ceccoan could becowe a auzlears o romd. This is an
crontuality that e wisn vo avoia b valzing aill olfrece
late.

e ;casur:s safore it is too

Xeening this in vizg, ay delezation nas, in taz course of nesotiations on the
CPD, emphasized the iipoctance of roraulating the weasuv-~c dealing wrich the declaration
of the Indian Ocean ao a wone oF peace witn accuracy aau clarcity aad of attaching the
deeessary high piiority te it in the pitocass of inplouentation. ‘e feel that failure
to recoznize tine full signilicance of tnis ucasurz, o a postnonaiiont of 1its
iaplewencation ¢o a irar-distant date, will contiisute to a fusther aggeavation of
tension and thiz uideniag of auclear confliict arzas in ti2 world., e therefore hope
that the aeasure and tiaing of its i.aplaemszavation will ba rceflectod appropiriately in
the CPD wy consencus 2ad without resarvations.

ciy delezation attacacs oa:‘icula. inportance to tac awacuinory and nroceduite
cavisared in thoe CPD to promote th2 disamaaeant ufOCybu, to osev i:: continuously the
orogiress of iaploaentation ang to aold speeial reoview scssions. These aite vital
functions to assist and cnsuire tant the CPD is beoing iuapleaoncew and to identify
probleils or sci-bacizs taat way be experiencced. It is nairdly nacessary to anphasize
that progross in iaolooentatvion trill bc influenced by a uide varwccey of factors anc
interrelationsiiips in dilfferaont cdegr Adjustaent, rcadjustient ad the neced fov

cos.
changes of pacs, takias account of dev cio naents, papc;cularlv in tae Ti:lds of secilnece
and teccunologzy, will have to bHe considecad on 2 systeimatic basis il icalisn is to

arevail.

Taese requiresents help to underline the need [or a .aore couprehensive revieu of
stitutional arrangemcncs relaci.g to disaramament vithia th: United dations systea.
This question uas already beon recoznized and we have tae report of a Gooup of Lidairts
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on institutional airangeawncs relating to tnz process of disarmaaent. The report

will coae vefoire the socond snecial sossion. It is neccssary to reier in this
connection to thc proposals .ad2 at tie fiist special sossica rezarding institutional
arprangements rrelating to tihe disasizacab process ainu dhe iole of tac United flations in

[V
this field. Dlaragrapn 125 of tie Tinal Docuaoent has listed 2ll of thom. Thcy include
thz proposal for a vorld disarmaaent autherity made by the pPresident of Sri Lanka,
dis Inecellency J.R. Jayewardena. Subsacuently other pirooosals veire azde in the
Geineral Asseibly.

All thess proposals, in our view, Jeirit serious consideration by this Committoco,
as uell as action by the seceond sncocial asession and futuire sessions of the
General Joseably. 1t is our view thnt the process of refining; and revitalizinzg tae
United ifations disaraancnt wachinery nas not encded. le feel that the prronosals that
hava been made sontain very useful zleiicats uiiich can be refined and eslavorated
further befoire boinz given an institutional character. They could then onhanca
consideiradly tne central icle of the United iations in preaoting disz.uancnt and
stimulating wore accelerated nezgotiations.

Zven a cursory study of tne activities of nmembeirr States in the Unitoed Hations
General Assendly in receat years on disairmament issues-clearly illustrates the
quantum leap that aas ta'z2a nisce in theis interest in disaraaaent. Lqually
significant is the fact that the issues have incieased not only in nunver, but also
in complexity and pervasiveness. The adopiion of a CPD vill malie its own impact
on existinsg disarmanent machinery 2id insticutional arranzescunts. If we are g
fortunate enouzh to uitness the adoption and implouentation of a CPD, we can surely
hope to see at least a marginal incircasc in the further comnitaent of States to the
accaleration of disavaamcnt and a bigmes increase in the determination of people all
over tine world to purssue the goal or disaraancnt.

In the light of thesz conditions, it is the view of uy Covernament that it is
neither prcumatuire nor utopiaa seriously to considar the nced to bring eiisting
disarasanent wachinery and institutions fully into line with the cuiirent nceds of

disarmasment and, to soire extent, eoven to {orcshadou {utura wvovelopuents.

ity delegation considers, tacrefore, that anv reference in the CPD to the cuestion
of macinlnery and proccdure shoulld scrve a wider »urpose, naiely, to contribute to the
crramnination of 211 e:nistins institutional =machinoery wvitiin tho Unitod ilations systen
rolated to cisarmancat uwith a view to fasnionias tine .03 Cfective arranzenaents wiich
yill fulliy respond to cur.cont condicions and needs aad ¢ d -

t e
flractively sarve tie neu necds
that hopefully will anorzge in tais sccond Disaramaacat Decade. Iy delegation hopes
that this uill becouc tae shcred intesest of all deleogatioas in this Comittee and at
the second special session. ' -

inally, av deloezation uclcomes the statenane that uvas wade tiils worning by the
aistinguished Aabassadors of thz United Scates, iie. Fields, co the cffect that the
distinguisied President of his country, iir. Jeasan, will address the second special
sossion. e hope other distinguisued lcauers, too, will warticipzte in this scssion

to aalie it the sucecess it deserves to bz,

(X1}

e CHAIRUAW: I than!: Awbassador Jayakoddy Jor his statcacnt and for the kind
woras he addressed to the Caair. I nou give the [loor to the represcentacive of
Romania, iwr. ficlegcanu.




Mr. MEIESCANU (Romania) (translated from French): Ifr. Chairman, may I first of

all associate my delemation with the congratulations and the varm welcome extended to
you on the occasion cf your assumption of the chairmanship of the Committee on '
Disarmament for the month of April.

Your qualities as a diplomat, negotiator and colleague are well !mown to the
Committee and stand cs evidence thet our work durins this difficult wonth will take
Tlace in the best possible conditions for the positive conclusion we all desire. I
should like to assure you that you will have my aelefatlon' fvll suppert in the
iischarge of your importent responsibilities.

. I should like to take thin enpertunity of warmiy extending to Ambassador Ilaric ilessi
of Italy uy delegeation's wost uincere thanizs for tic efliciency, courtesy and friendship
which characterized hic uuhlrmanship.

In its statement todoy, the lomanian delegation would like to refer tc the agzenda
item relating to the comprehensive prograure of disarmament.

Since the initiztion of nenctiations on thig cubject withir the Committee, the
Romanian delegation has had several cpportunities tc eznress its views on the impertance
of the elabcration of such & document in the context sf the second srecial session
devoted to digarmement, as well as its standpoint irith regerd to the Programme's
structure, content anl rcnerszl apprcach. Ve have supncrted the initiatives aimed at
securing the aclievement of thet objective and, in particular, the proposals of the
neutral ard non-aligned countries of the Group of 21. Ait this stage in our work, I
shall therefore confine uyself tc making a few observations.

An analysis cf the stage reached in our nezotiations on this subject dres not give
us cause for much optimisu. Despite the intensification of efforts and the negotiations
that heve been foinz on under the zble chairmanship of Ambagsador Garcia Robles of
I'exico, the Romenian delegation considers that we are still far from having a broadly
acneptable draft document for submission to the special session. This leads us to
believe that, in the days to come, we shall be forced to tale a decision of principle
concerning the vay in which we should present to the special session the results of the
efforts ve have made in the Committec.

It must be acknowledged that the task of draving upr 2 comprehensive programme of
disarmament is certainly o complicated orne. It involves nothine less than re-—establishing
general and compiete disarmament as the foremost tagic of disartament nepotiations and, to
that end, fortmlating 2 coherent set of measures that will lead to the achievement of
that objective., This amounts tc saying that the task has been to prevare, on the basis
of the existing documents and, primarily, the Programme of .ction of the first smecial
session devoted to disarmament, a genuine disarmament strateg; for the years to come.

Secondly, it wust alsec be recognized that, since the beginning of our negotiations,
tliere hos been a differense of approach, snd that, desrite the negotiations, it has not
vanisied., On the contrary, e would rather be inclined to say that these differences of
approach have been reflected throughcout our discussions and have left their mark on



CD/PV.16S
24

(iix. lelegcenu, Romania)

gnecific issues relating to the programme, especially the legal force, the phases of
arrlication and the terms for the implementation of the measures. It is quite obvious
that, in these circumstances, it has been difficult to arrive at concrete, generally
acceptable formulations for the substance of the draft programme.

The proposal by the Chairman of the Working Group to set up a drafting body to try
to find -possible ways of reaching an agreement represents, without any doubt, one of our
last chances to equip curselves tc submit a draft comprehensive programme of disarmament
to the special session. The Romanian delegaticn supports this initiative and, for its
part, is ready to make a constructive contribution to these activities. At the same
time, we should like to point out that this exercise should take place within the limits
set by the first specizl session of the United Nations General Assembly devcted to
disarmament and those deriving from the practical value which we should like to impart
to the programme.

With regard to our wandate, the Final Document of the first special session states
that the Committee on Disarmament should elaborate a "comprehensive programme of
disarmament". )

My delegation considers that the following consequences may be drawn from the
contents of paragraph 109 of the T'inzl Document: R

We are supposed to elaborate a programme and, therefore, an instrument in which the
time element must be present. Even if it is a question of indicative time-frames, as
many delegations have emphasized, the time element is, in our opinion, an essential
feature of the programme.

Secondly, we have been asked to elaborate a comprehensive programme. For us, this
means that the document will contain a comprehensive set of measures designed to lead
from the present situation to general and complete disarmament. We should like to stress
that this concept implies at the same time the existence of several phases of
implementation, for the process in question is 2 long-term one that cannot conceivably
be completed all at once. ‘

Thirdly, the special session instructed us to elaborate a2 comprehensive programme
of dis@;mamen%. I should like to stress the word "disarmament", as it is an important
indication. What thé General Assembly has in mind is the elaboration not merely of some
arms control measures, but of a genuine programme of disermament having as its objective
the halting of the arms race and the initiation of a real procéés cf disarmament,
especially nuclear disarmament. ’ )

In addition to these limits which stem from the mandate given to the Committee on
Disarmament by the special session of the United Nations General Assembly, there are also
practical_considerations which must be taken into account.

If the cowprehensive programme of disarmament is -t6 be of any practical use, it
should not be a carbon copy either of the Programme of Action adecpted by the first
special session devoted to disarmament or of the Programme of the Second United Nations
Disarmament Decade.
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As my delegation has repeatedly emphasized, the comprehensive programme of
disarmament should be 2 genuine practical instrument for the mobilization of the
political will of all States in favour of disarmamernt. Consequently, it is unimaginable
that it should be given no more binding force than that of a mere resolution, even one
adopted by consensus. My delegation supports any initiative designed to make the
programme as binding as possible, in order to make it a real practical instrument for
starting the disarmament process, beginning with nuclear disarmament.

We are convinced that the time has come for all delegations, including our own, to
show goodwill and a spirit of compromise so that we may finalize the draft comprehensive
programme of disarmament. 1My statement today is intended to assure you of the Romanian
delegation's desire to contribute to the achievement of solutions which are as widely
acceptable as possible. HNevertheless, it should be stressed, as we have already done,
that there are, stemming from our very terms of reference, as well as from the
considerations of practical usefulness that we must bear in mind with regard to this
important document, limits to every spirit of mutual understanding.

It is in this spirit that my delegation is prepared to co-operate, both now and in
the future, in the elaboraticn of the draft comprehensive programme of disarmament.

The CHATRIMAN: I thank the representative of Romania for his statement and for the
kind words he addressed to the Chair. I now give the floor to the representative of
Brazil, His Excellency Ambassador de Souza e Silva.

Mr, de SOUZA e SILVA (Brazil): IMr. Chairman, it is, for my delegation, a source of
special satisfaction to see you in the Chair of our Committee, not only because of your
personal qualities of diplomatic skill and statesmanship, but alsc because of the very
close and co-operative ties that prevail in the relations between cur countries. The
same I could say of your distinguished predecessor, and of the relations between Italy
and Brazil. To Ambassador Alessi I sheuld like to pay a warm tribute for the highly
praisevorthy mamner with which he discharged his functions last month.

The first part of the 1952 session of the Committee on Disarmament started and is
about to end under the shadow of heightened confrontation between the two major military
alliances and particularly between the Superpcwers. Both sides utilized this chamber, a
negotiating forum, for rhetoric or propaganda, blaming each other for the armaments race
and misconduct in international relations. Since their mutual relations are based on
hostility and mistrust, the accumulation and improvement of weapons of mass destruction
is seen as a viable answer to their security preblems. They have also made it clear, by
implication, that the individual security of nations outside their irmediate system of
alliances has but little impact cn their over-all strategic policies. Accordingly, they
do not seem to assign to multilateral fora anything more than a marginal role. This
situation has, of course, a direct bearing on the ability of this Cormittee to fulfil
its mandate.

In assessing the first half of the 1952 session, cne striking feature immediately
comes to the forefront: the unwillingness of the nuclear-weapon Powers and their allies
to accept even an initial engagement, let alone a clear commitment, seriously to undertake
multilateral negotiations on any measure of nuclear disarmament. This has been especially
apparent during the protracted activities of the Working Group on a Comprehensive
Programme of Disarmament, but let us briefly examine the current status of the work on
each of the items of our agenda.
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I wvill not make corments on item 1 (Iuclear test ban), en vhich procedural
nerotiations are beins held. Ily delegation and several others have been actively
participating in these negotiations on the formulation of = wandate and it is our hope
that all delegations will .show enough flexivility and spirit of understanding to allow
those efforts te come to a successful end, so that the Comnittee may at long last deal
with the substantive cspects of the question.

Of the remaininz six substantive items, only one has been the subject of concrete
miltilateral efforts to elaborate 2 convention banning a certain category of weapons of
mzss destruction. The laborious process of providing the Working Group on Chemical
Weapons with a negotiating mandate for the performance cf such a task bespeaks the
reluctance of some major Powers tc enatle the Committee to discharre its functions.
VWorl: on the "elaboration" of a chemical weapons convention has bLeen nlagued by dispute
over accusations of the past and present use of such weapens. Ibreover, one side openly
enbroces the debatable theory that, by increasins the sophistication of its chemical
arsenals, it will previde an "incentive" for the other side to come to terms at the
negotiating teble. Its omponent refuses even to consider includiny the prohibition of
the use of such weapons in the scepe of the ~nvention ond does not seem prepared to
agcribe a meaningful role to international means of verification in the mechonism aimed
a2t ensuring compliance with i%s w»rovisicns. Dy the iime the new generation of chemical
weapons starts to be deployed, the other Sunerpower vill probably claim that it, too,
mst procure the same kind of weapons with which to face the new threat coming from the
potential adversary. In such a climate, prospects for the ecrly conclusion of a
convention seem very slim.

In the field ol radiologicel weapons, 'a different situation reflects the scome
realities. llere, the two Superpovers, having cgreed in happier times on a draft treaty
to ban a kind of ireepon the precise definition of which they thenselves seem at pains to
supply, have =zslied the Comuittee to sanction tleir agreement as fast as pessible, so
that this bod;” can at least present the United llotions with one specific text. Some
delegations, howvever, not convinced either of the timeliness oxr the usefulness of the
initiative, sought to inject some substance in that draft. Their substantive proposals,
winich dealt mainly rith the rwohibition of :ttaclis on nuclear facilities, with the link
between radiological non-armament and. nuclear disarmament and vith the effective
promotion of the reaceful uses of radiocactive material, cll met with fierce objection
froti the proponents of the oririnal draft treaty. A meaninsful instrument on
radiolorical weapons will remain a distent possibility os lonz as the Superpowers
insist on dealing with this questiorn according cnly to their ovm strateric perceptions.

But it is in the chapter on nerative security assurances that the confrontation
between the Superpovers and, for that matter, amonz all nuclear-weapon Povers, has had
2 definite maralysins effect on the procedures of this Committee. Their declarations
on security are solely aimed at each other, wiile the right to seccurity of the rest of
the world has been utterly disregarded.

The elaboration of a comprehensive procremue of disarmament, also subject to the
same distortions, lias continued to elude this Committece. In the painstalins process of
putting together the verious chepters nf the draft programme, the nuclear-weapon Povers
have clearly avoided undertaling eny deiinite commitment to nuclear disarmament. The
vagueness of their own propcsals and their inebility to accept even the slightest
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indication of the timing for the inplementation of the various phases of the programm
cast serious doubts on the possibilit;r that the second swecicl session will adopt ary
effective such document by consensus. In Lhe absence of a negotiated compromise, the
last resort might ¢1ly be to utilize the & les of Procedure c” the General Assewm.ly for
the adoption of the progrerc.

The consideration of tile new 1tem introduced this year in the agenda of the
Cotmittee, the prevention of an zims race in outer snace, zgain reflects the
confrontational aspect of the relaticnship betwzen the two Superpowers, already evidant
in the formulation of the two resolutions adcpted by the thirty-sixth session of the
General Assembly on the mziter. DTach resolution seels to prohibit the development of
specific space activities in wnich each side nerzecives the other as holding a
technological edge. Prazil cautioiled the Tirst Committee last year about the possibility
that the introduction in our agenda of an iter on outer space might prove detrimental <o
the pursuit of efforts towards a siructured treatment of item 2 (Iuclear disarmament) in
the Committee. It seems now clear thot cur fears were not ili-founded. Last yeor, this
Cotmittee held an interesting, albeit incouclusive ard oddly secretive, debate on iiem 2
of its agenda. During this first half of the 1932 session, however, the treatment of
this priority item has gone no furthsr than its wention in statements in plenary. Iy
delegation, for one, views this develcprent with the utmost concera, since the cessation
of the nuclear arms race znd nuclcar disarwanent hi.e becn assigned the highest pricrity
by the United Nations. Ve wveculd azain urgze the Commitiee to devote adequate time to
item 2 of its agenda at the forthcomirgy second nari of the 1982 session.

In a word, the ability of the intexraatronal cormuiiy to negotiate effectively in
the field of disarmament has so Iar izen the moot concuicucus casualty of the heightened
climate of hostility and confronteciou bsiueen tie Suivirp. .sers

This rather grim assessient of the results of tihe forst part of our 1932 session
voints to the urgent need to “ake zerious slocl: of th» curranl situation in the field of
disarmament. This Committee was crzai=d, foux years co, upon the trust of the community
of nations that the fundamental tenz*s of tle Final Dozument would be observed in gcod
faith in the pursuit of a common gozl. T 22 _ulﬁemenual ternts stand clearly ahove the
ratural fluctuations of the ~Twa~l-im - Todinm-tie v - wem - wogions and should not be
questioned at the vhim of such chenzec. Tet, 1n this shert span, some members have
openly questioned their val dity ~rd refuse, py word and deed, to live by the commitments

they solemnly undertool in il 2975, Aisuwoats to the effect that the realities of the
vorld situation now justify o differe.t allitude are misleading inasmuch as reality is
2lso a consequence of thr very aclicne zad perceptions of nations, particularly the most
heavily armed. The assessment ¢f reality. moreover, should not be restricted to the
state of the relationship of ihe uUPGi“"’*“ and their allies; it encompasses the
aspirations and the security rneeds ol the vast majority of nations as well. It is thus
for all nations together, parsicularly those that bear tioe greatsst responsibility for
disarmament, to reinforce the commitments lormaily undertaken, rather than detracting
from them by narrowly seeking individuval security at tie expense cof the security of
others. The special responsibility for disarmament does not mean exclusive responsibility
for negotiations; it makes the nuclear-weapon Powers accountable before mankind and does
not confer upon them any special privilege.
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The second special session devoted to disarmament offers & chance for sucli serious
stock-taking and for a political understanding of great siznificance for the future of
mankind, an understandingy that would have its concentual basirs in the I'inal Document and
would find its operctive expression in a meaninsful comprehensive programme of
disarmament. The most powerful States on earth, however, now seem to have second
thouzhts about the conceptual basis previded for in the Finazl Document, which ourht to
be incorporated in the comprehensive programme. Until tiey realize that there is no
alternative to disarmament, mankind should nct be condemned to watch helplessly as the
threat of nuclear war locns larger ahead. The snecial session cffers a framework for
achieving political deflinitions and findingz vathways for action on the most pressing
issue of the prevention of nuclear war.

Nuclear war cannot be prevented by heightened confrontation or simply by increasing
the odds of destruction azainst a potential adversary. There must be instead a strong
political commitment to act now, through aprropriately binding agreements, to ensure
that nuclear var no longer remains a contingenc;” in the strategic planning of the
nuclear-weapon Powers. Juch a bold step forward vould be even mere effective in a
disarmement perspective and must thus be nredicated upon a genuine will actively to seek
nuclear disarmament. Will, in political matters, derives from the conviction of one's
legitimate interest and perceived needs. It seems, hovever, hardly nmossible to assert
that there is any leritimate interest or need tc nursue the course of nuclear armament
vhen such a course is seen as a threat by the very pepulations whose security it was
originally designed to protect. '

1
The Superpowers have in the past concluded pertial arrecnents Detween themsehves

vith a view to preventing the possibility of o nuclear war by accident or miscelcuwlation,
such as the establishment of hot lines, limited exchanres of information and the like.
While those agreements are certainly useful, they lack the disarmament perspective which
is demanded by the community of nations. Such agreements vere desirmed to minimize or
offset the involuntary use of nuclear force, which is voluntarily kent in o constant
state of preparedness fecr a strike. They seek to bolster reliance on and acceptability
of nuclear force ard not gradually to phase out existing nuclear arsenals. Prevention
of nuclear war in an operative sense should zim at a wuch nore ambitious teal. It must
look beyond the narrow perspective of parochial security interests towards genuine
security for all nations.

All nations of the world, including the peoples of the nuclear-veapon States and
their allies, wherever they can be freely heard, demani explicit reassurances that will
allay the growings feor of extinction. Resolution 36/31 L, adopted by consensus at the
thirty-sixth session of the Genersl issembly, can supply the basis for the achievement
of such a political commitment, which is of prolound significance for the community of
nations as a whole. Ict the second special session of the United Nections General Assembly
devoted to disarmament be remembered as the historic nccasion when the nuclear-veapon -
Powers finally decided to use their might for the bDenefit of mankind and not for its
annihilation.

The CHAIRIAL': I thank Awbassador de Souza € Silva for Lis statement and the
Iiind words he addressed to the Chair. . '

That concluldes my list of speakers for today. Does any cther deleration wish to
talke the floor?
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lir. HERCED (German Democratic Republic): Today, document CD/271, entitled

"Technical BEvaluaticn c¢f 'Receover! Technicues fer (W Verification" and sponscred
by the United States ~f America, the United Ningdem and Australia, was circulated
in this conference rocm, Ir. this official dorument, reference is made to a
demonstration system which has been deplcyed since 1080 ir. certain countries,
inter alia in Germany. Since there is nc Germeny, neither in thé United Nations,
nor ir th: Committee on Disarmament, nor elsewherc, I wonder which country is meant.

o nmy knowledge, the German Demccratic Republic has not jeined this system.
Pernapq the =zuthors had in mind the Federal Republic cf Germeny? I wculd therefcre
like to ask "the authors of this document, through you, ilr. Chairman, to ccrrect this
part of the document and to use the names of countries in accordance with generally-
recegnized international practice This is nct only a matter of mutual respect,
tut also necessary to avoidl any Tleunderstundlng and poscible misinterpretation.
I am particularly grateful in this cconnection tc the Russian translaters, who,
cbviously on their own initiztive, have mzde the nececszry correction in the Russian
version =f this documert,

The CHLIRM.IG: I thank imtassador derder for his statement. Befeore I give
the floor to the next speaker who s asked fcr it, may I ask the authcors of this
decument if they would like tc scy uh’tHW‘

£ of the Tnited States and,

Mrs. HOIEKES (United States of Amer 12lf
G cs our opolegies for this oversight.
t

I am sure, the co-sponscre zu ] e
I aw sure thet it will e remedied, with due ha

Mr, SKINNER (Canada) i have s small anncuncement. In June 1930, the
Canadian delegation t‘sle¢ in the bunmltt=? en Disarmoment o compendium, a rather
lazrge document, dealing with arms contral verificaticn proposels. This document
surveyed & number »f proposals —— 1 think well aver severzl hundred —- which had been
put to the Compittee ani its predecessor bodices and which anenated frem some very
ambitious and energetic pecpie in Ottawva. They have now undatei that original
~ompendivm and it is my honcur te cubzmit it te you, with the reoucst that it be
~irculated 1o members ~f tlie Committce for their interest, enjoyment and amusement.

The CELTIIUN: Thank you, k. Skirmner. Are there any ~ther delegations which
would like to taize the flocr? Thet Joez not seewn i~ Te the rase,

-
o

Distinguished delegntes, the Secretarist hrs circuleied todzy at ny request
Voxrlting Prper No. 590, dated 2 iLpril, as well ac 2 communication received from the
Permanent Mission of Turisia t~ the Tnited Nations Nffice at Geneva. Copies of
that ceommunication were zlso piaced in the delegations' toxes last Friday. The
last decisicr follows the rattern of previcus decislions adcpted by the Committee
in corme~tion with requests froo nen-menbere of the Commitice wishing to participate
ir its work, Befeore we zAjourn this rplenary meeting, 1 suggest that we suspend it
bricfly to consifer Viorking Paper Mo, H9. We :ould then resunc the plenary meeting
and take the relevent decisinn if crnsensus exists? I see ne cbicction to this
suggestinn, The plerrry neating is therefore suspended.

R

[N}

The meating was susnended at 12,10 p.me and resumed »t 12,25 T.o.
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The CHLIRMLAN: The one hundred and sixty-ninth plenary meeting is resumed.
I invite the Committee to take a decision on Working Paper No. 59. ;/ If there
is no objection, I will take it that the Committce adopts the draft decision.

It 'was so decided.

Before adjourning this plenary meeting, may I remind members that the Committee
will hold ‘this afternoon at 3 p.m. cn informal meeting to consider the fellowing
questions: (a) the draft report to the second special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament; (b) the closing date for the first part of the Committee's
1982 session; and (c¢) modalities of the review of the membership of the Committee.

T now give the floor to the representative of India, Mr. Saran.

Mr. SLRLN (India): In the programme of work that you had circulated, there
appears to be a meeting of the Ad Hoc Vorlting Group on Radioleogical Weapons also
scheduled at 3 p.m, I had indicated in the Working Greup the problems that could
arise, particularly for small delegations like my own, from the holding cf concurrent
meetings, both of which will be considering very important questions. To my mind,
it would be advisable for the 4id lloc Group on Radiological Weapons to convene after
the informal meeting.

The CHLIRMLN: Thank ycu, Mr. Saran; I was just about to address that question,
The Chairman of the id Hoc Working Group on Radiclogical Weapons has asked for the
floor to make an announcement.

Mr., WEGENER (Federal Republic of Germany): Indeced the distinguished Indian
colleague's concerns can be met easily because the Working Greup, at its last fermal
session, did take a decisicn to make contact with the Secretariat to arrange for a
meeting this afternoon subsequent to, rather than concurrent with, the informal
meeting of the Cormittee and I expect that the Radiological Weapons VWorking Group
will resume its work immediately upon conclusion of ycur informal meeting. In
this context, I am happy to note that arrangements have been made with the interpreters
to stay after 6 o'clock. However, the meeting time will be so limited as not to
endanger the success of certain social functions that are likely to take place later
in the day.

Mr. LIDGLRD (Sweden): Ls we have half an hour at our disposzl,.-I would suggest
that, to save time, we open the informal meeting to start consideration of this
afternoon's programme now.

1/ In response to the request of Tunisia [CD/252 and €D/276] and in accordance
with rules 33 to 35 of its rules of preccedure, the Committee decides to invite the
representative of Tunisia to participate during 1982 in the mectings of the ad hoc
working groups on the comprehensive programme cf disarmament and effective
international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapons States against the use -or
threat of use of nuclear weapons,



CD/PV.16%
21

Mr, SLRAN (India): Uy thanks are due to the Chairmen cf the il Hoc Werking
Group on Radi<Idgicdl Wezbons. Hay I request similar consideration from the Chairman
of the .d Hos Werking Group c¢n Chermical Weapons, who I see has also scheduled a
meeting of the id Hoc Working Group simultanecusly with the informal meeting tomcrrow?

The CHLIRMAN: Thank ycu, Mr. Saran, Pernaps we should give ILmbassador Sujka
time to consider that request.

Meanwhile, I would like to seek your comments or reactions to the practical
suggestion that emanates from /imbassador Lidgard of Sweden. The proposal is that,
since we have roughly ancther 30 minutes, the Committee might reconvenc in an
informal meeting and start the discussicn thot was supposed to take place from
3 o'clock this afternocn.

Vir, AKINSINY. (Nigeria): My delegation would not have any problem with the
proposel of imbassadcr Lidgard, but I would like to say, Mr., Chairman, that it looks
forward to hearing about progress made in your ongoing ccnsultations on item 1.

The CELTRI/.Y:  Thank you, Mr. .kinsanyc; I will bear that point in mind.
Does silence mean that the Cocmmittee is in favour of .mbassador Lidgard's proposal?

Mr. DON NiIJIR.. (Kenya): 0f course, silence could mean agreement or disagreement,
depending cn how you lcolt at it. However, I think mest delegations were prepared to
tackle this question this afternoon, and, usually, when a meeting ends earlier, there
is the hope that we are gecing to leave earlier, to prepare for the next meeting.
However, if the Committece decides to teke up this matter now, it would mean that we
would continue with it this afternoon. If the decision is to start the informal
meeting now perhzps we could start with sub-item (v).

Tre CHLIRM.le I thark Mr, Nanjira for nis very useful suggestion, I would
propose then, if there is nc objecticn, that after we conclude the formal meeting of
the Committee in a few minutes' time, we convene an infermal meeting to discuss
sub-item (b), which is the clcsing dete cf the first half of the 1982 session.  Will
that be agreeable to the Committee? Thank you very much, we will act accordingly.

Now I would like tn invite .mbassador Sujka, the Chairman of the .4d Hoc
Working Group on Chemical Weapens tc respcnd to the question put to him by
Mr. Saran of India.

Mr., SUJKL (Poland): I would like te respcnd in & most positive way to this
requirement but I cm afraid that it will be impessible. If the Chairman of the
Working Groups are asked tc present the reports of the subsidiary bodies to be
included in the repert -f the Committee, 4o the plenary meeting cn Thursday, 8 Lpril,
1y Group would need prolcnged discussion on the second reading cf the draft which
was prepared yesterday. It was discussed for the first time yesterday and it is
scheduled to discuss it tomorrow afternoon, together with twe other also rather compricated
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i1ssues, deriving from the programme of work of the Working Group for the spring
session. This is why we have even discussed the possibility or rather the
necessity, of having a night session of the Working Group touorrow. If the plenary
reeting of the Committee does not consider the reports cof subsidiary bodies on this
critical 8 LApril, we can certainly agree with the suggestion to convene the meeting
cf the Working Group after the informal meeting of the Committee tomorrow at

3 o'clock. But it depends on the programme of the meetings and the issues tc be
discussed during the plenary meetings of the Committee. It is totally in your
hanés !r. Chairman.

The CHLIRIL.N: The statement from the Chairman of the .id Eoc Group on Chemical
Vezapons was, I admit, more or less along the lines that I anticipated. I will
recall thet, when we adopted the timeiable for this week, I referred to the need for
similtaneous meetings in some cases, in view of the shortness of the time available
to us before the end of the session. So I feel that we should try, after all, te
hold simultaneous neetings, although it may ceuse scme inconvenience to certain
delegations. I do nct think we have any alternctive, but I would be willing to

te71 to the views of others. IIy inclination weuld oe tc havb the meetlng of the

cec 1on.

ir. SARLN (Indiz): I rcalize tn t we have a rather full agenda in front of us,

and that, in certain cases, it might be necessary to have simultanecus meetings, but

o far we have avoided holding concurrently important meetings, such as the informal
neeting to consider extremely crucial issues, and meetings of negotiating bodies.

Of roursey if it it the decision of the Cor ittee to hold & m-zting of the Zd Hoc
Unriring Group simultaneously with the informal meeting of the Committee, I would not
ctject, but I would only like to meke it clear that my delegetion might find it
rnecessary, wher the report ~f the id doc Working Group on Chemical Weapons ccmes
tefore the plenary, to suggect rather drastic amendments if they do not correspond to
ocur pesitions. My delegation would certainly net like to face the plenary of the
testirng with such a situation, but we have certair important interests in the
negr tiations which are taking place in the ..d Hoo Werking Greup and we would certainly
iike 1o see a reflection of cur views in the report. Infcrmal consultztions have been
1eld along with other meetings which we have not been able tc attend. Decisions which
are taken in these informal consultations are not binding cn cur delegation, sc I
=oulf like to wmake it clear “that, while we have nc objection to such sirultaneous
reetings being held, I would like tc resexve the pesition of my delegation concerning
any report which may be submitted tc the plenary.

The CHLIRMAN: I thank the representative cf India for his statement and for
nis understanding and the point that he has just mode will certainly be borne in mind
oy the Chairran in the scheduling of future meetings. The next plenary meeting of
the UCrmmittee on Disarmament will be held on Thursday, 8 .pril, at 10 a.n. I
would wish to remind the members of the Committee that the time feor the opening of
1w Cocumittee on Thursdey is 10 2.re and nect 10.7%0 a.m. Immediately after adjcurning
this meeting I will convene an 1nLormu1 nmeeting of the Committee to discuss the
clceing date.  The meeting stends adjourned,

The nmeeting roce &t 12,40 Doiie






