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The CHATRMAN: I declare open the 182nd plenary meeting of the Committeec on
Disarmament,

The Committee continues today its consideration of item 1 of its agenda,
"Nuclear test ban". However, members wishing to meke statements on any other
subject relevant to the work of the Committee may do so.

At the outset, may I recall that at our last plenary meeting the delegate of
Japan submitted document CD/319 concerning a request addressed to the Secretary-General
of the World Meteorological Organization in connection with the utilization of the
Global Telecommunications System. As I announced on that occasion I have requested
the secretariat to circulate, for the Committee's consideration and decision, a
draft communication to the Secretary-General of WMO in connection with that matter.
That draft is contained in Working Paper No. 73. We will take up the working paper
at our next plenary meeting together with the report of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific
Experts.

I have on my list of speakers for‘today the representatives of Czechoslovakia,
Sweden, Belgium, China, the Federal Republic of Germany, the United States of America
and Ireland. '

I now give the floor to the first speaker on my list, the distinguished
representative of Czechoslovakia, His Excellency Ambassador Vejvoda.

Mr. VEJVODA (Czechoslovakia): Mr. Chairman, first of all allow me to express
my regrets that we are losing another colleague, Ambassador Vrhunec of Yugoslavia,
a good and old personal friend of mine and delegate of a socialist country that
Czechoslovakia has very good relations with. Ve say goodbye with regret and wish
Ambassador Vrhunec all the best in his future activities.

Item 1 of our agenda, -on a nuclear test ban, is indeed a question of the
highest priority, being in the focus of attention not only of this main international
body for multilateral disarmament negotiations but also of the whole international
community, Its importance has been emphasized by numerous United Nations
General Assembly resolutions including such an important international document
~ag the Pinal Document of the first special session of the General Assembly devoted
to disarmament, the validity of which has been reaffirmed by the General Assembly
at its second special session,

The so-called Moscow Treaty of 1963, banning nuclear weapon tests in the
atmosphere, in outer space and under water, which became a useful instrument in
curbing nuclear weapon developments as well as a necessary step aimed at the protection
of the environment, does not encompass underground nuclear-weapon testing. Moreover,
two nuclear-weapon Powers until now have not found it necessary to join this Treaty.
It is therefore quite understandable why the peoples of the world and the mejority
of States have been for many years striving to reach an unconditional prohibition
of all nuclear-weapon tests. It is hardly necessary to explain in this forum that
the conclusion of a treaty prohibiting nuclear-weapon tests would represent an
important step towards curbing the arms race, create a barrier to further improvements
of nuclear weapons and reduce the danger of nuclear war. Its conclusion would also
strengthen the principles of the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons by not giving
States aiming at acquiring nuclear weapons the possibility of carrying out nuclear
explosions, which represent an indispensable stage in their production.
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Czechoslovakia pays special attention to the cessation of nuclear weapon tests,
Its representatives already in 1958 took part in the first conference of experts at
which the feasibility of detecting violations of a possible ban on nuclear explosions
was discussed. Already then the experts came to the conclusion that it is possible
to create a practical and effective system in this regard,

Both in the Committee on Disarmament and in its preceding bodies we have fully
supported all proposals aimed at the early elaboration and adoption of a treaty
prohibiting nuclear-weapon tests for all time in all spheres and with the participation
of all States, including, of course, all nuclear-weapon States. We have always added
our veoice to that of those who have called for the initiation of businesgss-like
negotiations in this respect and for the creation of a working group on this subject.

We welcome the fact that the A4 Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban has
started its deliberations. However, it is the considered viesw of our delegation
that the mandatec of the Group is not wide enough. And we note that this view is
widely shared in this room. 3¢ believe thet it would not be wise to unduly’ restrict
our discussions and to focus only on some particular aspects of the given problem.
An approach to the mandate of the Working Group whéreby other vitally important
aspects than those of verification and compliance would be completely ignored could
become a serious obstacle to ocur work., It seems rather obvious thet verificaticn
and compliance cannot be discussed in isolation from other related aspects, in
particular the scope of the prohibition, Our approach to the activity of the
Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban is based on the assumption that anything
the Group will deal with must contribute to the early elaboraticn of a draft
agreement on a nuclear test van. It would be highly useful if the Committee on
Disarmament could adopt measures which would ensure the elaboration of such an
agreement in all its aspects

Cur opinion as tc the orientation of the Ad Hoc Working Group's activities
under its existing mandate is expressed in the document of the group of socialist
countries introduced on 16 August of this year by the dplegation of the German
Democratic Republic. We consider that the zsven "t ms proposed, nanmelys

National technical means of verification;

International exchange of seismic data;

Committee of experts;

- Procedures for consultation;

On—-site inspection;

Procedures for complaints, and

Possible relevance of arrangements between two or more parties,

create a logical and ccmplete structure which could serve as the basis for .
effective and fruitful negotiations.
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For several years the Ad Hoc Working Group of Scientific Experts has been
“dealing with technical aspects of international co-operative measures to detect
and identify seismic events. Our experts have been taking part in the work of
this Group from the very beginning. The experts have done a lot of useful work
for the effective solution of the problem of the identification of seismic events
by national means. The detailed reports in documents CCD/558 of 1978 and
CD/43 of 1979, containing instructions for the exchange of seismic data, testify
to the fact that there are no basic, insurmountable difficulties for the elaboration
of a realistic system, based on existing possibilities of scismological practice,

Permit me in this conncction to make a few remarks on the relation of a
possible test ban to the technical assurance of verification. We all agree that
seismological detection and identification would be an effective instrument of the
verification system of a future nuclear test ban. However, from the purely technical
point of view it is quite clear that 100 per cent reliability of detection is not
attainable. Hence, all debates about the so-called threshold of detection and
efforts to define it with maximum precision might be interesting but at the same
- time they do not serve the purpose. One cannot avoid taking into account that
seismological methods do not represcent the only way of verification and that
verification and compliance will be ensured through a set of various procedures.

We also proceed from the understanding that the verification of a nuclear test ban
should be carried out by national technical mecans. An international exchange of
seismic data should also be ensured in such a way that each member State would

have access to seismic data, while the identification of events would be undertaken
by member States through their own national means. International data centres will
have to be built in order to ensure the smooth, reliable and prompt exchange of
seismic events data. The functions of these data centres are now under detailed
discussion, :

The results achieved so far by the Group of Experts demonstrate that the system
of international exchange of seismic data obtained through national means has
reached a high level of reliability with some of its aspects being tested on the
basis of ‘international experiments. These results also support the opinion that
each verification system must be in accordance witnh the technical capabilities of
all States parties to the future treaty with the equal rights and obligations of
all ensured. We consider this a very important aspect if we are to create 2
realistic and effective system. And let it also be noted that even where some
technical problems persist, it is always possible to overcome them provided that
all parties concerned exert good will and readiness to find an acceptable solution.

Present developments lead unequivocally to the conclusion that the technical
aspects of verification must be subject to an overall concept of the future
agreement in all its aspects. We cannot decide on verification before we know
what the scope of the agrecment will be, without knowing whether it will be unlimited
in duration or whether all States, especially nuclear-weapon States, will participate
in it. The needs of verification and compliance can only be derived from a thorough
consideration of the future agreement in all its aspects. Even if we wish to abide
strictly by the present mandate of the Ad Hoc Working Group it is hardly possible
to discuss verification and compliance with any seriousness in isolation from
other basic provisions of the future ban.
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Two years ago, after we studied the tripertite report to the Cormittee on
Disarmament (document CD/130) we were able to note the progress achicved at the
tripartite negotiations between the USSR, the United States and the United Kingdom
on a nuclear itest ban. We were also sble to take into account with satisfaction
that the tripartite negotiators were "determined to exert their best efforts and
necessary will and persistence to bring the negotiations to an early and successful
conclusion" (paragraph 25 of the tripartite report).

Recently, however, wc have witnessed = dangerous shift in the United States
approach to this priority question. It deeply concerns us, since vwhat is at stake
is either the continuation of the nuclsar arms race or its effective curbing, the
strengthening of international peace or its furthsr undermining. The decision of
the Unites States President Reagen not to resume thc trilaterzl negotiations, the
refusal to ratify the agreements on the limita tl m of underground nuclear-weapon
tests and on peaceful underground cxplosions signed in 1974 and 1976 respoctively,
efforts by the United States to continue an extensive programme of nuclear-weapen
tests exceeding the agreed limit of 150 kilctons ond other ccncrete measurss
contrary to the demends of the peoples of the world for the prevention of ths danger
of nuclear war can hardly assure anybody that the United States is considering
seriously the possibility of the cenclusion of & nuclear test-ban treaty, be it
now or later.

It is thus not very encouraging tc nete that cut of all the nuclear-weapon
States there is just one expressing the political will and readincss to toke part
actively in the elabeoration of a nucloer test ban hoth within the maltilateral
negotiations in the Committee on Disarmement and by resuming the trilateral
negotiations. %Ye regret that the United States and the United Hingdcom are prepared
to tackle only verification and ccmpliance aspects. We also deenn it highly
regrettable that two nuclear-weapon States, China ant France, do not find it
necessary to take part in the activities of the Ad Hoc Working Group, the creation
of which had been sought.by the majority of momber States for quite scme time.
Whatever their own assessment of the present situation, all States ropresented
in this body should exert maximum =fforts tc contribute to the adoption of measures
aimed at curbing the arms race, especislly in the nuclear field, ¥We can therefore
fully agree with Ambassador ven Dongom ¢f the Netherlands whe gtated on 17 August
that "danger of nuclear weapons is such that we have difficulty in accepting the
thesis that for some States furtbcr testing te enhonce their nuclour capability
remainsg necessary before a helt can be considered",

In conrclusion I would like to ewpress the conviction that the
Cormittee on Disarmament with 211 five naclear—weapon States represented in it can
undoubtedly play an important role in solving the problens with respect to the
prohibition of nuclear-weapon tasts. However, the political will of all States,
and primarily of the nuolear—vnapnn States, tL telte an active part in this
exercise is an 1nd1qwewodllc prerequisite for success.

Mr, HYDPENIUS (Sweden): Mr. Chairman, I am today going to make o statement
on the question of a nuclear test ban in =y capac 1ty as acting head of the Swedish
delegation.
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(Mr. Hyltenius, Sweden)

the time being, however, it offers the only possibility within reach for at
least initiating a negotiating process. A determined effort should be made to
examine substantially the aspects of verification of and compliance with a
nuclear test ban, as outlined in the mandate of the Ad Hoc Working Group. It is
our hope that it will prove possible to cover sone ground in the Group in
preparation for real negotiations on a nuclear test ban.

In his intervention in plenary on 12 August, after having accepted the
chairmanship of the Ad Hoc ‘“orking Group, Ambassador Lidgard said, among other
things, the followings: "I want to emphasize that we have accepted this task on
the specific condition that the two major nuclear-weapon powers will co-operate
in earnest to achieve what can be achieved within our mandate'., I hardly need
to underline further the importance of this assumption., It is only with the
active co-~operation of all participants, and in particular the leading nuclear-weapon
Powers, that it will be possible to make progress in the Working Group.

Some countries have repeatedly claimed that the lack of adequate verification
methods is the main obstacle to a comprehensive test-ban treaty. This is the time
and place to start resclving these important verification issues in a multilateral -
context. My delegation therefore expects that all countries are now willing to
undertake sincere discussions of these matters,

I should now like to dwell upon some iuportant aspects of the questions
regarding verification of compliance with a ruclear test ban, which in the
view of my delegation should be dealt with under the mandate of the Ad Hoc
working Groupe.

One of the matters of verification to which my country attaches great
importance is the question of an international verification system., It is the
right and duty of all parties to participate in the verification of a nuclear
test-ban treaty. Countries might, however, owing to their geographical locations,
available technical means and other circumstances, have guite different technical
possibilities to monitor a treaty by national means alone. '

The purpose of an international verification system is to even out such
differences and to assist all parties in the nonitoring of a treaty. By providing
easy and rapid access to compiled and pre-analysed data and to recordings obtained
on a global basis, an international verification systen gives all parties
essentially the same possibilities of monitoring a treaty. To fulfil these
general requirements an international verification system must have a capability
of providing information, data and recordings sufficient as a basis for verifying
the treaty. 4n international verification systern: should, therefore, be an
advanced and modern system having technical equipment and capabilities which
are not inferior to those available to individual countries. The internatiopal
verification system:must also have a capacity to provide information and data in
a form which is useful to all parties.
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Most global verification systems are likely to produce such a large amount of
basic data that, for most countries, the handling and analysis of all such basic data
would be an unreasonably heavy and expensive task, There are, further, no pclisical or
taechnical reagons why these basic and standardized analyses — neceszsry in iy cass —
should not be carried out at international data centres (IDCs). & few such centres
will be needed in order to give all countrics o fair chence to monitor a nuclear
test ban. The analyses at IDCg, therofore, hiave to take advantage of the most recent
technical and scientific develepments ond be based on all data produced and made
available within the international verificetion system. Any linmitation of the data
to be used at IDCs would considerably reduce the efficiency of the international
verification system, For those countries vhich are dependent on the:services of -

IDCs such discrimination within the ivternstioc-sl verification system would hardly.
be acceptable.

On several occasions the Swedish Government hag stated its readiness to establish,
sperate and finance an infternational data centre in Sweden., As part of the national
research work in Sweden on test-ban verification, an cxperimental data centre has been
established with the aim of further developing methods and procedures to be used at
IDCs. Detailed presentation of the results of this work has bzon given to the Ad Hoc
Group of Scientific Experts. .

Co-operative seismic measures to be part of an international verification system
have heen considered in depth by the Ad Hoc Croup of Scientific Experts. In the view
of the Swedish delegation, the work of the oxpert group will provide a good basis for
the design of the seismological part of an international verification systom. It is,
nowever, mogst important that recent scientific and technological developnents and
results be taken fully into account in all the corponents of the global system. A
further modernization of the global seismolegical system is thus an important task
for the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific BExperts within its present mandate.

Last zpring Sweden raisad the cuestion of whether an international verification
system should include also a network for the global detection of airborne
radicactivity, supplementary to seismslogical wmeans, to look for clandestine nuclear
explosions in the lower atmespherc (CD/?S?). Such cxplosions, which are prohibited
under the partial test-ban treaty of 1963, have so far been monitored by naticnal
technical neans alone.

Sampling atnospheric radicactivity is the obvious method for detecting nuclear
explosions in the atnosphere, and it is also o method which should very much benefit
from international co-cperation, as it is difficult for any nation tn establish by
itgelf a network with sufficient, global coverage. The Swedish delegation, therefore,
feels that the possibilitics of estoblishing a global network for the detcection of
airborne radioactivity, similar to that for seismological detection, should be
exploreds Such @ network would give all partics essentially the same capability of
detecting radicactivity in the atmosphere from nuclear explosions.

Other technical mecans can provide additional valuable information for test-ban
monitoring, for example, recordings of low-frequency sound and gravitational waves in
the atmosphere, electromagnetis neasurenments similar to those conducted to record
strokes of lightning, and hydroacoustic measurciients of gsoundwaves in the deep occans,
Such hydroacoustic recordings night alsc impreve the capability to monitor underground
explosions in oceanic areas where fow seismological stotions exist.
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The introduction of verification measures in addition to the generally recognized
seismological means should not be looked upon as an attempt to prolong the verification
discussion or to make the verification issues more difficult to resolve., The purpose
is merely to explore potential benefits from all technical means of verification and
to make such means, if deemed useful, available to all parties to a future test-ban
treaty and not only to a limited number of well-equipped countries.

Finally, I would like to briefly touch upon some institutional aspects of
verification and compliance.

In the implementation of a treaty, & number of political and technical issues
will arise, and it is, therefore, important to have a mechanism that can handle such
issues at appropriate levels of authority and competence. In addition to arrangements
for bilateral and multilateral consultations between parties, two committees with a
common secretariat should, in the Swedish view, be established.

One of the committees would be a technical committee entrusted with the task of
overseeing the operation of the international verification gystem and of solving any
technical problem that might arise in the operation of that system. It should also
follow the scientific and technical developments within fields of relevance to the
international verification system. Further, it should be entrusted to propose the
technical modernization of that system. Another task would be to provide a forum
for technical discussions of observed events, about which countries might seek further
clarification. The Committee could also be responsible for the technical conduct of
on-gite inspections.

The other committee, to be entitled the consultative committee, would be a
political body entrusted with the task of overseeing the operation of the treaty
as a whole. That committee would be a forum for political discussions of issues
related to the implementation of the treaty, including its verification. It would
in this respect, inter alia, receive requests for and results of on-site inspections,
It would also supervise the work of the technical committee. The consuliative
committee could also plan and prepare for necessary review conferences.

In conclusion, I wish to emphagize again that the Swedish Government will
continue to make every effort in the Committee on Disarmament, its Ad Hoc
Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban and in the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts
to contribute to progress toward a comprehensive test-ban treaty. Sweden hopes
that all countries, and especially the nuclear-weapon States, are now prepared
to fulfil their responsibilities and international obligations in this regard.
Time is a crucial factor. Therefore, a serious and concrete treatment of this
important matter must not be further delayed, even if we, so far at least, have
to operate under a less than satisfactory mandate.
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It also has the advantage of not diverting oar attention to the discussion of
matters that the Committee is not in a position to settle for the time being., I am
thinking in particular of the subject of peaceful nuclear explosions.

Such an approach would mean setting out at once to determine the requirements
for the verification of a total absence of nuclear explosions. This verification
is essential since clandestine tests could give the country carrying them out an
unacceptable military advantage. ‘

I should like here to make a perenthetic comment which my colleagucs will not
find in the text of my statement that has been distributed. I wish to express my
regret at the delay in the adoption of the Working Group's programme of wvork., It
is a pity that all delegations could not have evinced, on a matter which ought,
after all, to hove been regarded as secondary, sufficient flexibility to have made
it possible to embark on the substance of the discussiouns sooner. At least threc
meetings of the Working Group have ween wasted, vhereas adcoption of the document
prepared by the Swedish Chairman would in no way prejudice national positions on
the various subjects under discussion, and I should like to make en appezl for
negotiations, consultations, to be carried out rapidly today so that tomorrow, when
the Working Group meets in the afterncon, we shall not again be obliged to waste
time on a discussion which I myself consider entirely secondary. We ought as soon
as possible to get down to the essence of the subject, that is, to discussing the
points proposed by the Swedish delegation.

My delegation also considers that we should basc our work on a political and
legal approach rather than go into pseudo-technicelities which would not help us
at all and would give rise to pointless discussions, for example on the acceptable
level of verification. Experience has shown that, in this zrea, the loevel of
verification becomes established at some intermediary position after negotiations
but not before them.

The Group of Scientific Experts on the detection and identification cf seismic
events clearly provides the necessary technical support for our work. Relations
between this expert group and the Working Group ought to be cloge but flexible,
without any need for onc group to be subordinate to the other. The participation
of the Chairman of the Group of Ixperts in the discussiounsof the Working Group --

a participation which we all welcome -— should be enough to ensurc the co-ordinaticn
of the two bodies' activities.

As I have already said, verification requirements for o complete ban are naturally
more stringent than those for a partial ban,

The Secretary—-General's report to which I have already referred states, that,
in the case of a comprehensive ban, "it may not be possible to obtain, through the
parties! own means alone, assurance that the prohibition ig being obscrved. Provision
for verification by both national and international mecans must therefore be made".

Verification by national technical means might possibly, in a given case, satisfy
the nation which possesses them, But that is rather an optimistic hypothesis, as we
know. Furthermore, States which did not possess such national means would then be
reduced to resorting to the judgement of a third party. Lastly, the use of these
national means is hardly compatible with detailed internctional co~ordination, since
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each State would have the govereign, right to make such use of thom as it saw

fit. Generally speaking, therefore, wve can confine ourselves, in an international
convention, to agreeing that the parties may use national means and mutually
undertake not ito interfere with the use of guch meens. Provisions relating

to access b third States to information collected by national means could
also be the subject of possible agrecments. Bub no provisions of this kind

can ever replace an international system of verification. Such a systen at
present appears essenticl. Tor, assuming thot there ie a complete bhan on

tests, it will no longcr be possible to substitute underground nuclear
explosions for cxplosions in other enviromments, as wzs the case after the
adoption of the 1963 Treaty. The letter 3id not in fact provide for any
international system of verification, mainly becouse of the high cost of
concealment and the rigk of the detection of clandestine explosions in the
atmosphere, in outer space and under water. But a complete ban on explosions
will have to be verified, and precise measures of international verification,-
including the possibility of on-site inspection, will be essential ot zll stages,
both for routine checiting and for the determination of the facts in cases of
doubt or suspicision.

‘Obviously, seismological verification will be one of the key elements in
a global system for verifying compliance with a bon on underground tests.  In
this connection, we attach the greatest importance to the zetivities of the

oc D of ientific Exnerts, of whic elgiwm has been ¢ member fromn

Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Bxperts, of which Belg 1 been o member from
the outset. One of our first concerns, when Belgium became a member of the
Committec on Disarmmment in 1979, was to strengthen the liniks between the
Committee and the Group of Experts. This resulted in the informzl meeting of

ommittee o 30 with th articinati I @ nembers of the
the Committee on 18 July 1930 with the porticination of the members of the
Group of Exnerts.

As regards the worls of the CGroun of Bxperts, it seems to me essential
that the value of international data exchanges should bhe verified further
by experiment, Ve therefore hope that it will at last be possiblc to corry
out a global data trensmission experiwent, with the widest possible participation
by States..

The forthcoming Congress of the World Meisorologicsl Organizetion ought
also to provide an onportunity for clarifying the role vhici: that organization w-—
and parficularly its globel tzlecormuncations system — could play im the matter
of an international data exchange. The document gubmitted by the Japanese
delcegation that was recently circulated contains useful suggestions in this
connection and we believe that the Committce should take a decision on them
as soon as possible.



¢p/Pv,182
17

(1lr, Onkelinx, Bolgium)

The distribution of the seismclogical stations which would participate
in the data exchange networic is another matter to vhich we should continue
to give the utmost attention. Here, tco, we huve noted broad agreement in
favour of the widecst possible geographical representation, beaoring in mind
in particular the insufficiency of seismological stations in the southern
hemisphere, but also the nolitical advantages of associating o lerge namber
of States with an internetional verification system. Wo realize, however,
that the attainment of this objective vill pose considerable problems oz
regards access by States to the requicite tec nnoWOQy, particularly in respect
of the automatic extraction of seigmic narametors -

-

The status of the exchange of waveforn —- or level 2 — dote, clsc needs
to be clarified,

%

Since the new techniques now availeble for the cxtraction of such data
make 1t casier to identify the location, depth and megnitude of seismic ovents
and thus meke thesc data as necessary os the level 1 dota, that is thn asic
parameters of detected seismic signals, cught we not tc contem pr”+ ne routine

"

o]
transmission of level ¢ detn rother than their ilan51ls>lon merely "on request"?

‘2,,8

We ought likewise to give thought to the "internationcl! status of the
national seismologicel staoticrs particinmating ir the network as well as that
of the internotional dat:o centres.

N

Document LD/O) submitted by fustrclio could form a useful basis for
consideration in this conncction,

But it is »ncgsible that seismological verification is not sufficient to
meet the needs of international verification., This is something which we-
should try to determine.

Ought we, for example, to provide for additionsl method:z of verification,
such as surveillance of atmospheric radicactivity?

Is such surveillance capable of 1den+1fylng vith certainty radioactive
emissions in the atmosphere resulting from underground explosions?

Would this method be effective in the event of the miniaturization of
explosions?
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Ought we perheps to recserve this means cf detection for the discouragement
and verification of possilble clandeetine atmogspheric explosions or the clearing

un of dountes such zs those gurrcounding thoe incident of 722 September 1979 off
the coast of Scuth Africa?

Cur = tos to give o > questiong of the kind T

hove Just nentioned rong for o review of the
mendate of the Group axpansion of its membership,
11T the use of othar eth 3N i bo the seismic methed

is deemed to be necissary.

Purther nothods could alse bhe contcmplatea, ii they would make verification
more credible without, hewever, rendering the wrovisions of an international

-

agreement necdlessly complicatod.

For example, the difficulty of dietinguishing between small nuclear
explosions cnd lerge chemical explosions could werhops be overcome through

¢

a process of nrlor notificotion and verification of the lattoer.

On-site inspection iz enother essentizl aspect of internctional verification.

Political atti'"desin this regrrd sesm to havs evolved in recent years. The
Protocol to the 19786 Soviet-AmericmTresty on Undergrouni Nuclear Explosions

for Peaceful Purposes marked an imnortant development in the t respect.
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Other indicaticons of thiz davelopment hao given to us in
other fields, in pexrticular in raspeo+ o} chemical L~Lpons wnd the verification
cf the civilian part of the mcle 1

On~site inspection gi uwld form part both of routine control procedures and
of the procedures for the dActermincation of the facts in cases of doubt or
sugpicion. ' -

Here ageirn we shoell hove 4o specify these wrocedures in detail while paying

penrs to he o nev and uweeful principnle in respect of verification,
imun necessary degres of intrasiveness,

that we
ablishing

I should 1ike to express the hop:

In concluding this siat X
crected for ourselves in cs

shall not waste the opporiunity
the Working Groun on ¢ Tucle: v 1

2
En
va

Cur first tesk should b - , > How that I have mentiouned
a number of them here, it to nme that they cre meny and complex, We shall
ien have to suggect solutions, and subsequently to try to harmonize them.

<

(@]
2

el ttee will be able to contribute
of o nuclecry test ban.

It is in thig way, I bolieve, that
best to the aottainment ol the ogsentisl
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Mr,TIAN JIN (China) (translated from Chinese): Mr. Chairman, today, I wish
to make a few observations on the question of the cessation of the nuclear arms
race and nuclear disarmament, which is of universal concern.

But first of all, in the name of the Chinese delegation, I would like %o
extend our warm welcome to our new colleague, Ambassador Cannock of Peru. I would
also like to take this opportunity to express our gratitude to our colleagues who
have left us or are going to leave us for their contributions to the work of this
Committee, and to wish them much success in their future duties. I refer to
Ambassador Venkateswaran of India, Ambassador Salah-Bey of Algeria and
Ambasgador Vrhunec of Yugoslavia.

In recent years, the intensification of the nuclear arms rade between the
Superpowers and the acceleration of their preparations for a nuclear war have
placed the people of the world in the dark shadow of a grave nuclear threat.
People urgently demand that the nuclear disarmament issuc be dealt with on a priority
basis and effective measures taken to prevent nuclear war. The large-scale, mass
anti-nuclear campaigns that have taken place in some regions of the world reflect
the strong desire of the people of all countries to safeguard peace and security and
their strong opposition to nuclear war. Regrettably, the second special session of
the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, which attracted world-wide attention,
failed to meet public expectations. But even so, a number of reasonable proposals
and recommendations on the cegsation of the nuclear arms race and on nuclear
disarmament put forward by many countries during the special session deserve our
attention and further consideration. -

Innumerable facts have demonstrated fthat the nuclear arms race, nuclear
monopoly and the threat of nuclear war have all emanated from the rivalry for
hegemony by the itwo Superpowers. At the second special sgession, some non-aligned
countries proposed that the two major nuclear Powers, the USSR and the United States
of America, should proclaim the immediate cessation of the testing, manufacture and
deployment of nuclear weapons and their delivery wvehicles. This proposal,
pinpointing the characteristic of the present state of nuclear armaments and
underscoring the special responsibility the two countries with the largest nuclear
arsenals should assume in nuclear disarmament, rightly demands that they immediately
halt their nuclear arms race. It deserves serious consideration. In order to
lessen the danger of nuclear war, the USSR and the United States should not only
cease the testing, manufacture and deployment of nuclear weapons but also
substantially reduce their nuclear arsenals. The Chinese delegation has specifically
proposed, in this regard, a reduction of 50 per cent on all categories of nuclear
weapons by the USSR and the United States. Since both already possess such gigantic
nuclear arsenals, such a reduction will not in the least impair their security.
After they have taken action to narrow the enormous gap between them and other
nuclear-weapon States, all nuclear-weapon States should then cease their testing,
development and manufacture of nuclear weapons, and reduce and ultimately completely
destroy them.

Some countries propose that the use of nuclear weapons should be prohibited
pending nuclear disarmament. We endorse this proposal. We hold that if all
nuclear-weapon States undertake an obligation not %o use nuclear weapons, the danger
of the outbreak of a nuclear war can be reduced to some extent., However, we should
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not ignore the fact that, with the nuclear armaments cf the Superpowers already

at the dangerous level of overkill capacity, a mere prohibition of g "Gbviously
cannot eliminate the nuclear threat. . Especially at a time when the Superpowers

are still stepping up nuclear arms expansion and continuously updating and deploying
new types of nuclear weapons, how can .the smell and medium-sized countries feel
secure and free from apprechension?

In view of the above-mentioned reasons, we hold that prohibition of the use of
nuclear weapons should be linked with their reduction and destruction. Moreover,
at the same time as nuclear diszrmament is being carried out, sufficient attention
should also be given to conventional disarmement. Only this can truly contribute
to world peace znd the security of States and to the reduction of the threat of war
facing mankind. '

On the question of the cessation of nuclear tests, we are of the view that this
is one aspect of the over-all question of nuclear disarmament. The cessation of
nuclear tests will contribute to slowing down the nuclear arms race. But only
when it is carried out in conjunction with other nuclear disarmament measures can
it help to reduce the threat of nuclear war. The two Superpowers have already
conducted more than 1,000 nuclear tests of various kinds and possess a great number
of nuclear weapons of high accuracy. They ought, in response to the demands of
the people of the world, immediately‘td cease all nuclear tests and the nuclear arms
race and to conduct negotiations on a genuine and drastic reduction of nuclear
weapons so as to achieve nuclear disarmament at an early date. If they were really
to act in this way, the other nuclear-weapon States would be willing to cease the
testing and production of nuclear weapons and to reduce them, In addition, this
would also help to dissuade those States with potential nuclear capability from
developing nuclear weapons. However, reality runs counter to the wishes of the
‘people. One Superpower has openly declared that in order to recover its lost
superiority, it cannot stop nuclear testing at the present stage. The other
Superpower, while paying lip service to nuclear disarmament and the complete
prohibition of nuclear tests, is in fact intensifying its nuclear tests. In 1979,
it set a record by conducting 29 nuclear tests within one year. This figure exceeds
the total number of nuclear tests conducted by the other nuclear-weapon States
combined in that year. Its nuclear tests in 1980 and 1981 also outnumbered those
of other nuclear-weapon States. How can one believe that this Superpower is really
sincere about the cessation of the nuclear arms race and about nuclear disarmament?

China's limited nuclear capacity is a self-defence measure necessitated by the
existence of grave external threats. As a developing socialist country, China
needs to accelerate its economic development, and does not wish to use its resources
on nuclear weapons. However, confronted by the Superpower military threat, we
cannot but meintein the necessary defence capability while engaging in constructlon
efforts. The head of the Chinese delegation to the second special session on
disarmament reiterated. once again that at no time and under no circumstances w111
China be the first to use nuclear weapons and that China undertakes unconditionally
not to use nuclear weapons against any non-nuclear-weapon State. This testifies
fully to the fact that{ China's very limited nuclear capacity serves the sole purpose
of self defence against foreign aggression. China is also prepared o undertake
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the obligation of nuclear disarmament. Once the two States with the largest
arsenals take the lead in ceasing the testing, improvement and manufacture of .
nuclear weapons and reduce their nuclear weapons by 50 per cent, China will
undertake the commitment to cease the development and manufacture of nuclear
weapons and will jeoin them in the reduction and eventual total destruction of
nuclear weapons. The Chinese people, like the people of other countries, hope
that this day will come at an early date.

Mr. WEGENER (Federal Re spublic of Ge many)z Mr. Chalrmaz, I beg your indulgence
if my intervention touches upon several items and does net concentrate sclely on
today's main subject. By contrast, it will bs orief.

It is preoccupying for my delegaticn that the Weorking Group on a Nuclear Test
Ban is gtill trying to agree on its work programme, and that the prospects for
consensus formulations are net as good as we would wish. For cur part, we welcome
the new text of a work progranume: which has been informally discussed in various
groups, on the basis of consuliations and contritutions by several delegations.
In our view i% is imperafive that an agreement cn this text be azhieved by 27 Lugust,
in order to allow at least s minimum amcunt of time for an initial reading of the
various topics to ke discussed. If an agresment is not achicved we should clearly
establish the responsibility of those wro, for ulterior motives as we must then
presume, withhold their consent. 41l delegations know that the mandate of the
NTB Group is limited. To many, this is an unpatisfactory state of affairs. But
however delegations feel, the only constructive way of shewing the alleged deficiency
of the mandate would seem to be to couplete the present worl assigmment as quickly
as possible., Once it ie completed, reguests fer a future broader mandate would
certainly hocome mors Lorsuasivoe.

£t 1ts plenary meeting ~f 24 august, the Committee he@ an cceasion to discuss
the progress report of the £4 Hoo Troup of Scientific Bxpe . The rerort, and
the supplementary informaticn so readily pﬂOVJdnﬂ Wy ita rompctent Chairman,
Dr. Ericsscn, have done much to “h”v tl“ ' Lh\ urcup thnuo in 1ts
work. My dslegztion, as others, is
his probing and incisive questions as 1r
endeavours. I would like %o Join rmany cother delag ho ef1on to see the work
c¢f the Group #o on ferever as a2 purcly acaderic sxsroise. i ylegation would
encourage the experts to termins their rext progress report as uarly in 1983 as
they can, preferavly by springtir at the vresent junciure, the seismic experts
have accumulated 2 wealth of writie arial. They are lacking on the experimental
side. LSpGClalL” in view oi e e NUB Working Group is now smbarking upen,
this Committee shouid give sericus uzlt 10 enlevging the mandate of the sd Hoe
Groun of Scientifis Bxmerts and xe : it mere vreciso. Such an amplified
mandate should, in our visw, contain sach assimwents as the following:

ld 1rpat 1ts furfhor

7

AlL aspects of an ternational i data exchange system should be
investigeted experimentally with the aid of wvery available scientific and technical

method

Within a time-franc to be o
cxtraction of all Leval 1 parambty‘s

: . / . .
3 subomatic and/er interactive
a test pericd of at least %
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The transmission of this complete set of parameters via the GIS/WMO system on
the basis of an official recognition of the Group of Bxperts by WMO;

Bxamination, by rractical tests, »f the possibility of the transmission of
Level 2 data over W0 lines as wzll as other dzt2 channelss; the elaboration of
standard formats for this purpose

The develcpment and experimental verificaticn of anzlytical procedures in
data centres, using modern svaluation methods, and leading to 2 comparison cf
results of Level 1 and Levsl 2 date respectively. :

I would like to stress that a more experimental ecrientation of the work of
the experts would provide results which would be particularly valuable for those
countries which are. net seismclogically equipped themselves and which cculd use
the exchange system as a basis for their own verification efforts in the field of
nuclear testing. In any event, my d“lpgation feels that both the work of the
Group of Experts during this year and our debate in plenary on 24 August have
demonstrated the necessity of building into *he mandate the assumption that all
varticipating countries are politically and technically prepered to apply the
most recent insights of scisnce and technclogy, and makz the fullest conceivatrle
use of them. '

Turning now to the field of chemical wesapons, T would like to voice the
satisfaction of my delegation over the mode of work which the Ad Hoc Vorking Group
in that field has adopted. The present nesgotisting method of launching a number
of amall, spirited groups without a precise mandate has turned cut to be quite
successful. This is an experiment in multilateral negotiation from which we may
wish to draw cur lesscns for cthsr endeavours as well. We should ceormend
Chairman Sujka for having introduced this flewible negetiation scenaric; for the
first time, our chemical weapons negotistors have gone beyond the mere juxtaposition
of the pesitions of individual country rersvectives. They have now started to
evaluate the difference betweszn their views and to agree, increasingly, on common
positions.

Barlier during this session my 1olchu icn commented upon a vnarticularly
important feature of the current r uessfﬂn' the new language on
international verification r;”‘r,‘ tha Sovizt delegaticn and
reintroduced here. Yo have triszd to mov otiation aleng constructively
bty asking the Soviet dsls on aspects whizsh we thought would
need further clarific tldn ; were vut forvard in document
€D/Cd/CRP.E7. In oxder to mzke our llmt ;uestiOnn even ~learer, and to
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facilitate responses by the Scviet delegation, we joined forces a few days later
with the Dutch delegation to reformulate cur small questionnaire and to structure
it more'logically. I an grateful te hwbassader Issraelyan for having supplied
some initial answers te our firsi soriss of questions in his statement on

12 August. 4t that ﬂuncta*u it was cuite obviously impossible to have replies
ready on all our questions e all recognize how complex this subject matter is.
Yet, reiterating the hiﬁh Wnt:rest of my elvgaujhn in the Soviet Union's views,

I would like to state that my delegation continues to hope for a full femmal
response to our queries at tho appropriate tine. The Seviet Unicn has besn
particularly articulate in stressing the urgency »f an sarly conclusion of a
chamical wecapons convention, Since it zppears that the clarificaticns in the
international verification realm which my dslogation seeks weould be impertant for
rapid. progress in ocux negotiation, we can cenfidently assume that szarly repliss

to our guestionnaire would help to advance the course of our nogotiations. I
would also like to remind the Aistinguishad Soviet delegate that my delegation
was 1mmed1atolv ready o supply answers o similer questions in the verification
field whlch_wers directed to us afver the circulation of o working paper CD/265.
T myself addressed. these quostions in a d2tailad statement in plenary on 15 April,
and ny delegation took an eopportunity to claborate our replies and elucidate
additional aspacts in divect contact with our Seviet colleagues. Some degree of

reciprocity would certainly ba welcome.

Y

©

In conclusicn, may I make a briocf statement in my capacity as the current
Chairman of the £4 Hoc Working Group on hadiclogical Weapon In response to
the letter circulated at the veginring of cur sessicn on 3 kdbdst, I have received
211 replies from 13 delegations, - 1d one reply frow the spokesman of a regional
group, purporting tc speaik for its wight members. Thet makes replies from about
nalf the members cf the Committee. T an particularly grateful to those who have
responded. In the next fow days I would be pleased to be available te those who
prefer oral communications and tn those whe would like to elaborate on their
written replics, I would ask those delegaticns to contact me et the earliest
possible point. A formal meeting of the Working Group on Radiological Weapons
will. be held in the afternoon of 2 Septamber. T intend during that session to
report on the views expressed to . rme and to neke suggestions for the further
course of work.
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Mr. FIELDS (United States of America): btir. Chairman, I associate my delegation
with the woprds spoken by yourseli znd other colleagucs noting with some respret but
great appreciation the work of our two departing colleagues wno have left sincs my
last intervention, the distinguished Ambassador of Yugoslavia, Dr. blarco Vrhunec
and Ambassador Anisse Salah-Bev of Algeria. VUe wish both of these colleapues
God speed and success in theii nav endeavours. Likewise, I wishh tTo associate nmy
delegation with the wany kind words of welcome extendad to our new Peruvian
colleapue, Ambassador Peter Cannock and we look forwaird to a pleasant, long and
fruitful association; ue are delighted to have colleasues from our hsmisphere
participate with us, and we leok Torward to that.

AY our plznary moating last Tuesdey, this Committee was provided uwith
two sxamples of statements that, unfortunately, contribute Lo nindering, rather than
auvancing, the vitally iwportant uvoprk of tihe Committee. Rhetoric designed to mask
rather than to illuminate the real issues we face does not sarve any helpful purpose,
T do not believe that statcuents such as these, which atteupt --- through selective
quotation from free statauents made by free men in a free press =-- to lay blame where
blame clearly does not lies, advance the true cause of a more peaceful world.

The two statements to wnich I am referiing were made by the rzpresentatives of
the Soviet Union and ldexico. The Soviet statement was one to wiich 21l delecations
can attribute certain motives. The second can only be understoed as an attempt at
creating a narrow, and biased, view of history in order to shou, or attempt to show,

hat the position of @my Governient on the guestion of a nuclear test ban is somenow
unfaithful to the true national sescurity interests of the United States.

I should like briefly to respond. For any United States administration, the
most fundamental issues it must acdress -~- both for the American people and for
tne entire world -- are issues involving nuclear weapons. S0 long as threats to the
security of thz Unitad States and itz allies exist, in particular nuclear threats,
the United States has no choice but to rely upon & stratesy of deterrence. This
strategy which holds that our stratesic arsenal must be adequate to deter any
deliberate attack on the United States or ourr allies, has been endorsad by every
Unitad States President since President Eisenhower, It is inconceivable that the
United States would take unilateral steps to weaken that deterrent. But at the same
time, the United States will puirsue in good faith throush negotiations effective
weasures to reduce those threats, and ultimately to eliminate them. It is clearly
in our interest to uo so. :

Qur distinguished colleague, Amvascador Garcia Robles, treated us to a highly
selective history lesson. Thrze quotations from distinguished Americans, speaking
as private citizens scime 10 years aso, vere used to iliustrate his view of history.
The distinguished representative of the Soviet Union, fimbassador lssraelyan, has
sousht to use the gaue tactic by citing contenporary reports from the press.

A quick scarch throuzh tne lenzthy and readily available public record in the
United States would yield quotations from equally distinsuishsd Americans who held,
or hold, other vicus,

I will not undertake counterquotes, as our time is too valuable to be used in
such idle pursuits. iHoreover, such an exercise would miss the point. It would
ooscure the realistic peraspectivz which suides the actions of my Government. Let me
say a few words about this perspective. in June 1946, the United States, then the
sole nation possessing nuclear weapons, »oldly took the initiative by offering
to place these weapons under United Maticns control. FGir. Bernard Baruch, in
proposing thne plan which bore his nawe, said poisgnantly, "Ye are here to ma'te a
choics between thz quick and ths dead®. The Baruch plan was endorsed by a majority of
the United Hations, but effectively blocked by a member dation which was a short
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time later to launch the nuclear arms race. The acquisition by the Soviet .Union of
nuclear weapons and its behaviour led to the establishment of the North Atlantic
Treaty Organization, a regional collective defence body permitted under the terms of
the United Nations Charter. -This nerspective embodizs many patient efforts that have
been made over the past quarter of a century by the United States to control nuclear
veapons. - These include: the limited test-ban Treaty of 1963, the outer space Treaty,
the non-proliferation Treaty, the sea<bed Convention, and the strategic arus
limitation agreements with the Soviet Union. This perspective embodies also the
extensive efforts made by my Government to make available throughout the world the
benefits of the peaceful uses of nuclear energy, and its support for the establishment
of the International Atomic Energy Agency with its essential system of international
safeguards. Our perspective has another side as well, and that is the record of
behaviour of the Soviet Union. \lie recall the Berlin Wall and the Cuban missile
crisis. Our perspective is coloured by Soviet acquisition of enormous quantities of
nuclear and conventional weaponry in the 1970s at a time when the United States was
exercising restraint during the so-called period of détente. Ue are also cognizant of
the Soviet development of an anti-satellite weapon, and their consistent pattern of
adventurism and aggression, most recently by their brutal invasion of Afghanistan.

Given this perspective, what position would any reasonable person expect the
United States to take? Are we to react by disarming unilaterally? DBy putting our
faith in the goodwill of the Soviet Union and throwing caution to the winds? WNo
responsible American official could ever contemplate such actions.

But mutual reductions in the levels of armaments =- both nuclear and
conventional -~ are clearly in the interest of the United States. Thesc reductions
can free economic resources for better purposes in the world. Our economic
systens -- given the opportunity -- can create great benefits for the world at large.
The requirement to sustain a contest vith the Soviet Union in the military arena is
most certainly not a welcome one. DBullets do not feed children or build hospitals.

Let there be no question about the commitment of my Government to nuclear arms
control and nuclear arms reductions. HNo delegation in this chamber can be oblivious
to the fact that two vitally important negotiations between the United States. and the
Soviet Union are under way to achieve these cends. Let there be no question about the
commitment of my Government to the achieveuwent of a complete and verifiable ban on
chemical weapons. Let there be no question about the willingness of the United States
to pursué'the'mutual and balanced force reduction nezgotiations under way in Vienna,
And let there be no question about the commitment of my country to its international
obligations, under agreements to which it is a party, in particular the
non-proliferation Treaty. In the light of the strategic arms reduction talks and the
nepgotiations on intermediate-range nuclear forces -- efforts for which the
United States took the initiative -~ I fail to see howany Government could argue that
my Government somehow considers Article VI of the non-proliferation Treaty to be a
dead letter, as some delegations have asserted here durin~ our 1932 session. Uith
regard to the issue of a nucléar test ban, we have consistently declared it as a long-
ranse objective but one which must be considered in the broad range of nuclear arms
control measures, and the over-all seccurity interests of the United States. .ily
delegation is prepared to participate actively in the uvork of the HTB torking Group,
and I join our colleagues who have spoken this morning in urging early agreement on
a programme of work for that body.

It is reprettable that soume delegations seem to approach the work of this
Committee as a game - as political theatre where the objective is to make debating
points and ewuwbarrass those who take opposite nositions. My delegation certainly does
not share that view. tUthether popular or unpopular, this delepgation will continue to
take positions which are based on serious national intercsts and a realistic view of
the world in which we live.
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The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of the United States of America for
his statement. )

In accordance with the decision taken by the Committee at its 176th plenary
neeting, I now give the floor to the distinguished representative of Ireland,
His Excellency Ambassador Hayes, to whom I extend a warm welcome in the Committee.

Mr, HAYES (Ireland): Thank you Mr. Chairman, and thank you in particular -for
your kind words of welcome,

Let me begin my remarks by congratulating you on your assumption of the
chairmanship of this Committee. e would wish to associate ourselves with the
many =-- and well-merited -- compliments that have been paid both to you and to your
distinguished predecessor from the floor of this Committee.

It is a great honour for me to participate as observer in the Committee on
Disarmament during its consideration of item 1 of the Committee's agenda which is
before today's plenary meeting. As you, Mr, Chairman and the other members of
the Committee are aware, Ireland is a candidate for membership of this body. If
our candidature is successful, as we hope it will be, we are convinced that the
particular question of a comprehensive test ban will be one of the most important
questions we will have to address as a member of the Committee.

A1l who have followed this particular cuestion are aware of the importance which
the Irish Government attaches to a comprehensive test ban in the context of the
international community's efforts to achieve nuclear disarmament. Year after year
we have expressed our views at the General Assembly and have joined with other
States in co-sponsoring resolutions on this question.

Looking about us we see that while efforts are made to negotiate disarmament
measures in the nuclear area, all too often those efforts are unable to kecep pace with
the advance of technology and they thus fail to slow down the nuclear arms race. A
comprehensive test ban could fulfil a vital function. It would help to curtail the
qualitative competition among thc nuclear-weapon Powers by limiting technological
advance in nuclear weapons. Vhile the partial test-ban Treaty of 1963 and the
more recent threshold ban Treaty were important psychologically, they have not been
very effective in limiting the improvement of nuclear weapons. Ue are convinced
that something much more is needed. There is no alternative to the negotiation
of a comprehensive test ban of the kind to which the parties to the partial test ban
of 1963 committeed themselves on that occasion.

Successive Irish Governments have emphasized the need for action to prevent
the spread of nuclear weapons. In 1959, the then Minister for Foreign Affairs
of Ireland tabled a resolution on this question in the United Wations. In the
years that followed, we persistently pursued our initiative, gradually obtaining
increased support until the non-proliferation Treaty was finally concluded in 1957.
Ve feel that that Treaty has made a valuable contribution to the efforts of the
international community to 1limit the spread of nuclear weapons. The acceptance
by the nuclear-ueapon Powers of a complete ban on all nuclear tests would be
a magnificent boost to international efforts to maintain and strengthen the
non~proliferation Treaty. Ireland and others which sunport the Treaty argue that it
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should be universally accepted and call on the States in a position to acquire
nuclear weapons to refrain from doing so in the interests of all. Agreement now

by the existing nuclear-weapon Powers to end testing would show that they, too, are
willing to accept restraints and would give great encouragement to those of us who
want to see a non-proliferation Treaty firmly established and accepted by all. 1In
the words of the Palme Commission, a comprehensive test ban "would enhance the
acceptability and credibility of the non-proliferation Treaty’.

In view of the great importance which the Irish Government attaches to agreement
on a comprehensive test ban, it is for us a matter of great regret that the-
prospects for reaching agreement have not improved in recent months. The trilateral
talks to which we attach sreat importance have not resuaed and recent reports are
somewhat pessimistic regarding the prospects for an early resumption. However,
we are confident that the last word has not bcen heard on this and we, for our part,
continue to hope for an early resumption. Tt is our view that concrete discussion
between the nuclear-weapon States principally involved is essehtial if the efforts
of the Committee on Disarmament are to be crowned with success.

Those outside the Committee on Disarmament have watched your efforts within the
Committee in recent years to come to grips with this most important question,
including your efforts to agree on the establishment of a working group. UWe are,
of course, aware that you did decide in April of this year to establish an Ad Hoc
Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban and that you agreed on the mandate which would
be given to that Group. I must confess immediately that the mandate which was
agreed on would not have been the one which we would have suggested. I would add
that in our view the discussion should involve all the nuclear-weapon States.

I would recall that on 29 February 1972 the then Secretary-General of the
United Nations, speaking to the CCD, the predecessor of this Committee, regarding
a comprehensive test ban, stated: I believe that all the technical and scientific
aspects of the problem have. been so fully explored that only a political decision
is now necessary in order to achieve final agreement.’ The problem of verification
has, of course, been closely linked over the years with discussion of a comprechensive
test ban, However, it seems to my delzgatiorn that what the Secretary-General said
in 1972 is certainly true today. The quest for an infallible verification method may
prove to be a very long one, but the margin of error in verification is being '
constantly reduced by scientific developments in detection and identification. Ue
must be prepared to seek a balanced solution.. That, of course, is what the
Secrecvary-General meant in 1972 when he expressed the view that only a political
decision was now necessary in order to achieve final agreement.

From what I have said it will be clear why‘my'delegation has had some initial
reservations regarding the mandate of the new Ad Hoc Working Group. However, this
does not mean that our attitude to it is a negative one. The establishment of the
Ad Hoc Working Group allows the Committee to start work on this most important
subject. We are alsoc encouraged by our experience of the Ad Hoe Working Group on
Chemical Weapons which originally had what we mizht describe as a sGmewhat limited
mandate. In spite of that limited mandate it has been able, as we know, to do
extremely useful work. We would hope that in the light of that experience the
Ad Hoc Working Group which has now been established to deal with the subject of a
comprehensive test ban will be able to carry out similarly useful work.



CD/PV.182
28

The CHAIRMAN: T tﬁank the representative of Ireland for his statement and for
the kind words that he has addressed to the Chair.

That concludes wmy list of speakers for today. Does any other delegation wish
to take the floor? ' -

Mrs. GONZALEZ (Mexico) (translated from Spanish): Mr. Chairman, I have asked
for the floor in order to reserve my delezation’s right to exercise its right of
reply to the statement made by the distinguished representative of the
United States of fAmerica when my delegation has examined in detail the content of
that statement.

The CHATRMAN: The secretariat has circulated, at my request, an informal paper
containing the time~table for meetings of the Committee and its subsidiary bodies
for the coming week. As usual, the time-table is indicative and subject to change,
if necessary. If there is no objection, I will take it that the Committee adopts
the informal paper.

It was so decided.

The CHAIRMAN: Before T adjourn the plenary meeting, may I recall that at our
nert plenary meeting, on Tuesday, I will put before the Committee foi adoption
the schedule of work contained in paragraph 10 of the report of the Ad Hoc Group
of Scientific Experts to Consider International Co-operative Measures to Detect
and Jdentify Seismic Events, as contained in document CD/318, as well as the
draft communication in Working Paper No. T3.

May I also recall that the Committee will hold this afternoon at 3 p.m. an
informal meeting to consider the remaining proposals submitted under items 2 and 7
of the agenda, as well as the qaestlon of the 1noroved and effective functioning
of the Committee on Disarmament.

The next plenary meeting of the Commlttee on Disarmament will be held on
Tuesday, 31 August, at 10. 30 a.m.

The plenary meeting. stands adjourned..

The meeting rose at 12.35 p.m.




