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The CHLIRMAN: I declarc open the 183rd plenary meeting of the Committee
on Disarmament.

In accordance with its programme of work, the Committee will devote this
plenary meeting to item 7 of the agenda, “Provention of an arms race in outer
space". However, in conformity with the rulas of procedure, members wishing to
do so may make statements on any other subject relevant to the Committeets work.

Distinguished delegates, ladies and gentlemen, this is thc last plenary
meeting of the Committee that I shall have the privilege and the honour to chair,
as Kenya's chairmanship eixpiires at midnisht tonight. I would thercfore like to

make a few gencrzl observations as pernitted by rule 30 of the rules of procedure.

The Committec has closely followed the work programme contained in
document CD/%04, which we adoptud at the Committee's second plenary meeting on
5 August. UYHevertheless, rule 30 of the rulcs of procedure has afforded delegates
sufficicnt flexibility in handling various items at the time convenient to them.
4 general agreement emerged in the carly days of the session that it would be
more productive to discuss the items on 2 seloctive basis because of the early
clear indication that progress would not be possible on som2 of the topics on
the agenda. The Kenya delecation agreed to that selzctive aprroach to the
programme because we were convinced that the limited success of the
second special scssion of the United Wations General fAsscably on disarmamant,
several vecks before we nssembled here for this summer session of the Committee,
was still very fresh in our minds. I exprasscd the views of wy Government an
the outecom2 of the sccond zpecial session when I assumed the chairmanship of
this Comnmittce on 3 /ugust.

The issues before the Committac for negotiation are complex and require a
lot of patiznc:. Unless our efforts are backed by a firm political will and
commitment on the part of a2ll) States, in particular the nuclear-weapon States
and the other nilitarily significant States, progress in the vodk of this
Committee will continue to be very slow indecd. This waz, T balieve, the
fundamental reason why most delegations assembled herce have favoured and advanced
the idea of shelving the work of tne ad hoc working groups on a comprohunsive
programme of disarmament, radiological weapons and negitive sccurity assurances.
The fzilure of these groups to make real progress in tacir work during the
spring session of the Committes earliocr tnis year and the outcome of the
second specinl scession have blunted the expectations and hopes vested in this
Committee by the international comnunitv. My delcegation therofore hopes that
real prozress will e made <hon these werking sroups resume their work in 1933,

W2 wolecome tho reappeintuent of Jmbassader Garcit Robles s Chairman of
the Working Group on 3 Comprchensive Programme of Disarmament which was re-
established 1t the beginning of this session. I wish once more to congratulate
him on that important rcassignment and on his assunption of the Comnittee's
chairmanship for the month of Septembor 2s well as the inter-sessioncl period -
botween now and next February - when the Couaniittee will convenc here agnin at
the beginning of its 1933 spring s:osion.



(Th2 Chrirman)

I hope th~t th. informal ccnsultcotions which fmbassador Gareia Robles and
the chairmunm ~f the other worving grouns -- namlly, Jmbassador dhmad of Pakistan
and fmbassador MU ooncr of the Flderal Rerblic of Gormany - are coing to

1 2 <
conduct within their rosoective @workiag ~mrouvs booinien now and noxt Fobruary
will po o long way in layin~ the ground for real progress in thase gZroups
whien they necet next yoare.

crogress hno buen modest or lacking on the other items on our agenda,
nafniely, chemical wennons, 2 nuclenr tost ban, the ceazsation of the nuclear aris
race and nuclear disoroament, and tace pravention of an arms race in outer
apacc. The foraal nd infeoriwal discuscions he:ld sines we convened herc have
indicated that a scerious lLupisse still reins over the questions of nuclear
disarmament and the prevention of nn apas race in outer space. 1t has proved
difficult to agree on th. procedural questions of establishing working groups
to deal with these issucz.

The VWorking Group on a Huclear Test Ban has commcnced its work on a
negative note, with two of the nuclear-weapon States withholding their
participation. T hope that the Uorking Croup, under the able leadership of
fmbassador Curt Lidoord, will overcome its difficultivs and agrece on a work
prograqme for its future deliberations. T hope, too, that the Committae can
agres: at its current scgsion on estavlishing 2 working group on outer space,
with clear ternmn of refercnce.  The gquestion of the sroupn’s chairwanship could
then be finalized at the nest session of the Comnittec on Disarmanent.

The Vorkiawm Group on Cherilcnl Wespons has. done some serious work since it
convened here on 20 July., " Tnz "houcworit" sroups have done very uceful work,
and I wish to commend fAmbassador Sujka of Poland for the sood leadership he

T
I

hag provided to the chemieal weapons lorking Group.

The questions of the crpansion of the nmembership of the Cuamittee and
2nheancing its effectivenass s5till remcin to be dealt with., These questions are
highly political .nd scnsitive, but I brlieve it is possible to find an acceptabloe
compromigse on the membership issue. Ooviouslv, o clesr diztinction exists
batwoon the two issucs, and they should thorefor: be treated separately.

Informil consultations h2ld at the levils of groups and individual delegations

could bo continucd. Patience on the part of the applicants vill be necessary.

A1l delesations appear to me to be in favour, in prineiplc, of some expansion

of the mewbership of the Conmittee. The divergences of opinion that exist

concern the timing of and criteria for such cxpansion. The discussions on

these snould be pursued with sonc ur-ency, to 2nable the Committee to make firm
recommendations to the United llations General Asscubly 2t its thirty-scventh session.,

Of particular and gencral importance, hovever, is the question of improving
the effectiveness of the Committec on Disarmament. The Committue appears not
to have wmade up its mind on what nceds to be done. It would be zdviszble, in
cur view, to treat this guestion as 2 scparate itum on the Committoc's agenda.
L structured debate on the nattur is cssential, and the sooncr it takes place
the better.

Distinguish:d delcgates, the tasks lying ahead of the Committoe arc thus
cnortous and choilenging, and I wish again to express my full confidence in tha
leadership of tne incoming Chairmnn, Ambassadcr Garcfa Robles, and roiterate
my delegzation's support for him. I would alss like to tale this opportunity
to inform my colleagues in the Committee that I shall be returning to enya
shortly, at the c¢nd of my tour of duty as Fermancnt Representative of Kenya to
the United Nations. My departurc was delayed to enable me to undertake the duties
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(The Chairman)

of Chairman of this Committez for this month. I shall therefore be returning
to New York tomorrow, in order to prepare for mv return to Nairobi. 1 wish
to bid you farewell and to express my personal gratitude for the friendship
and co-operation which you have extended to me in the past four years, during
which I have had the privilege of working with you in this Committce.

In particular, I wish to thank all the delegations for the co=-operation
accorded to me during my chairmanship of this Committee. To my good fricnd of
many years, and Secretary of the Committee, Ambassador Rikhi Jaipal, I extend
my thanks for the invaluable assistance and advice he has extended to .a¢ during
the past month. My thanks also zo to tir. Berasategui and all the other amembers
of the secretariat, the secrctarics of the various werking groups and their
contact groups, the interpreters, the translators, tihe technicinns, the
Confcrence Room assistants and everybody else who has made a contribution in
his or her own way toward the success of the work of the Committee. To them
all T extend my sincerce thanks,

Finally, let me assure you that Kenyn will not relax her dedication to
the cause of disarmament. We shall continuc to stress thc negotiating
character of the Committee on Disarmament. We sh21l, to the bast of our ability,
continue to play an active and constructive role in the disarmament negotiations.

Before beginning with our regular business for this plenary meeting, may I
recall that, as announced at previous meetings of the Committwee, I intend to
put before the Committce for adoption today the schedule of work contained in
paragraph 10 of thc report of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider
International Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify S:zismic Events as
contained in document CD/318, as well as the draft communication circulated in
Working Paper No. 73.

I have on my list of speakers for today the roprescentatives of Bulgaria,
Sri Lanka, Italy, Canada, Ethiopia, the Gurman Democratic Republic, Algeria,
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, China, ifexico and Zaire.

I give the floor to the first speaker on my list, the distinguished
representative of Bulgaria, His Excellency Ambassador Tellalov.

Mr. TELLALOV (Bulgzria): Mr. Chairman, before beginning my statement
today, may I express our appreciation of the businesslike manner in which you
have led the Committec in this important period of our summer session. I am
very sorry that you are leaving us tomorrow. e should like to wish you
everything best in your futurs appointment which your Government will give you.

The great importanca that the Committee on Disarmament attaches to the
issue of a nuclear test ban was once again restated during the recent discussions.
We are all fully aware of the firm determination of the overwhelming majority of
States to put an end to all nuclear-weapon tests by all States for all time.
A nuclear test-=ban treaty is universzlly regarded 2s an effective means to curb
the qualitative development and proliferation of nuclear weapons and gradually
to reduce reliance con these weapons, thus contributing to the prevention of
nuclear war. -7

The Bulgarian delegation welcomed the long-overdue decision of the
Committee on Disarmament to set up an ad hoc working group on item 1 of the
agenda, "Nuclear test ban®. We hope that under the able chairmanship of
Ambassador Lidgard of Sweden this Working Group will make progress towards
preparing the grounds for a comprchensive test=ban treaty. My delegation will
do its best to contribute to this end.



{(Mr. Tellalov, Bulgaria)

I an tempted to say ~ few vwords 2bout the circumstances in which the
Ad Hoc Working Group on 2 Nuclear Test Ban has started its deliberations.

We fail to understand wity, :t sur last plencry uceting, the distinguished
imbassador of the Ynitaed States, iMr. Fields, reacted sc harshly to the well-
founded criticism nddressed to tine United States following its inconsistent
approach to the issuc of 2 nuclenr test ban, Harsh words and general zondwill
declarations do not have a persuazive power tc deny facts. Let us sce how the
facts stand on the record of the Committec on Disarmament.

First. Tt was the United States dalegntion that once =gain confirmed at
the beginning of our summer session that that country no lonzzr considered a
nuclear toest ban as a priority issue but that it regarded the conclusion of
A CTRT as an element in the full range of its arms control objectivesn, to be
derlt with in the procuss of achicving nuclear disarmament. At the same time,
however, it objected to starting nesgotiations on item 2 of our agenda. Can
we reasonably consider as normal o~ proccedure cnvisaging that the reduction of
nuclear wzapons should precede the nalting of nuclear weapon tests? Together
with the majority of delepgates we nave difficulties in understanding such an
approach. Ue share the d»rubts expressed bty the delegation of Sweden as to whether
the lumping together of the CTI: and "the kroad range of nuclear issues" can be
in full conforuity with the legnally binding ccamitments of the United States,
assumed in the partial test-ban Trzaty of 1353, wherc 21l Statcs parties pledged
te seek the achicvement of Y"the discontinunnce »f all test explosions of nuclear
weapsns for all timz". How cnn the Ad boc Working Grouv on item 1 seriously
examine and negotiite verificaition issues relating ¢ 2 nuclear test--ban treaty
if the delegation, which has initiated its present mandate is guided by the
belief that "the present time is not propitious {or thie nogetiation of such a
ban"v

Second. Many dclegations, including my own, have repeatedly underlined the
importance of the tripartite negotintions. The delecgation of Bulgaria associated
itself with those who welcomed the report of %30 July 1980, which stated:

"The tnrec nogotiatine partics have come frr in their pursuit of a sound treaty
and continue to believe that their trilateral negotiations offer the best way
forward. They arc deternined to cxert their best efforts and necessary will and
persistence to bring the negetiations to an early and successful conclusion',
Only two years after this oncourssming statement wnas mnde, the present
administration of the United Statoes, having first unilaterally discontinued the
tripartite negotiations, decided not to resume then any more. The United States
Government went even furthor in undermining the pregent basis four complctely
outlawing nuclear-~weipon testinz and announced that it would ncot ratify the
Soviet-imerican treaties on the limication of underground nuclear-weapon tests
and cn underground nuclenr explosions for peaceful purposes. It would be n pity
nf whnt has been achieved by the tripartite negotintions is to be lost.

Third. Not only have nany delegatinns in the Committee on Disarmament, but
the entire international community nhas been scriously worried by reported
official statements that the United States is "going ©o need testing and perhaps
cven testinz above the 150-kiloton level for 2 leng time to com2?. The distinguished
ambaasador of Mexico, Mr. Garcia Robles, convincingly pointed to the reasons why
the United States administration may need to continue the testing of nuclear
weapons.  Upon reading the experts’ testinony to the Senate Foreign Relations
Commiittec one cannot but arrive at the conclusion thot whenever international
efforts acquirc a1 asure positive womentum fowards achieving a CIB, "the anti-
ban forces In the US4 immediately gu to work and destroy overything achieved.



(Mr. Tellalov, RBulgaria)

These are some facts which are known not only to delegations to the
Committee on Disarmament but as I mentioned thz whole world is awarc of them.
s therefore associate ourszlves with those who have firmly stated that they
~re not prepared to tolerate a situation in which the Committee is being uscd
to conceal from the public a policy of continucd nuclear-weapon testing by the
United States.

ile 11l noted with resrct the statement made at our last plenary meeting
to the effect that whether popular or unpeoular the United States position would
continue to bz determined meinly by the sccurity interests of the United States.
411 States members of thic Committee have their own security intevests. This
is, however, no rcason for them to follow an approach tnat totally disregards
the common interests of the internaticnal community of States and questions the
very existence of the Committec on Disarmament.

In this regard, one cannot but recognize that the Soviet Union, which
certainly has its own security cocncerns, is the only nuclear-weapon State ready
to contribute to the achicovement of the CTBT and to nuclear disarmament as a
whole. Here, I cannot fail to register our regrcet and disapnointment that the
Pecple's Republic of China nnd France have refused to participate in the
Working Group cn a3 Muclear Test Bon.

T wish to turn now to some of the issues discussed in the Ad Hoc
Viorking Group on n Nuclerr Test bBan.

First. &5 21l of us know, the great majority of the delegations in the
Committee on Disarmament nccepted in o spirit of compromise a limited mandate
with the hope that discussing and defining issues relating to verification and
compliance would help us prepare for the actual drafting of 2 CTB treaty.
However, one cannot but notice - clear=-cut attempt to draw the Group into a
kind of abstract cxercise, which has nothing to do with the purpsses of evolving
common ground for negotinting 4 CTB treaty. And if the responsibility for the
Working Group's inability to start right awny its substantive work should be
attributed, as suggested at the 1lnst mecting by the distinguished ambassador
of the Foederal Republic of Germany, Me. Uegener, we have to point to those
delegations which have pcrsisted in their opposition to the Working Group's
defining an undcrstanding on the relationship of the verification examination
to the scope and other related issu2s of the future CT treaty. Referring to
one or ancther working ausumption just does not suffice if we are to carry out
a political rather than an acadeimic cexamination of the problem. I need not
claborate now on our ideas of the main szlements of the future treaty, since
this nas already bien cloquently done in the statements of the distinguished
representatives of the German Demucratic Republic and Czucheslovakia.,

Second. The Group is facilitatcd by the fact thnt the outlines of a
ranlistic system of verificntion providing a satisfactory degrec of assurance
that clandestine tests will be dotected have cuerged for quite some time. The
tripartite report reforrad to its basic components - - national technical means
of verification, international exchange of seismic data, other provisions for
consultations and co-operation, including on-sitc inspections on challenge,
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procedures for complaints and possible ndditionnl arrangements between two or
more parties to the treaty. A bclanced combination of these clements may form
the skeleton of a reliable systom of verification. The discussion being carried
out in the ¥Working Group has strensthened the conviction of the majority of
delegations that the present technical means of verification are sufficient to
ensure compliance with a comprehengive test<ban treaty.

Third. We highly appreciate the work done so far by the Ad hoc Group of
Scientific Experts. The Bulgarian delegation will continue to contribute to
the efforts aimed at fulfilling the tasks assigned to the Grour by the
Committee on Disarmament. Here we should like to be very clear in respect
of what the scientific experts are requested to do. Ue agre: that following
closely all new technical developments iz an wttractive goal for scientists.
The seismic expert Group should, however, concentrate on tne claboration of an
international scismic data exchange system serving strictly the purposes of
a CTBT -~ no more, no less. The basic elements of such 2 system, in our opinion,
were already formulated in the consensus reports ccntainad in documents CCD/558
and CD/43. it the same timc we should like to underline that such a system can
be of practical value only in the context of a clearly defined course of
international action towards drafting a CIB treaty. The extent to which the
international data oiichange procedures might be developed and utilized by
States parties to the treaty could be finilly determinad when and if, the
scope, the potential parties, the duration ~nag all other political and legal
aspects of the future treaty are known.

I would like to touch briefly now on the quastion of the “Prevention of
an arms race in outer space", that being the subject for cur me:tinz todey.
We have only one plenary neeting for the discussion of this issue, but the
serieg of infcrial meelings durine the spring and the summer sassion have amply
denonstrated the growing interest in the probles, as wcell as the urgent need to
establish appropriate organizational structures for negotiations and the
elaboration of agreements in this field.

When taking up the subject of the prevention of tac spread of fihe arms
race to outer space, we should first of «ll stress the fact that the cosmos
is »2ing turnad mcre and more into a constant field of huaan activity that is
of ever-growing importance to the over-all developaent of mankind. In the
quarter of a century that h:.; elapsed since the first Soviet ‘Ysputnik™, a
number of agreenentc regulating the exploration and the utilization of outer
space have been elaborated, including a treaty banning the stationing of any
kind of nuclear and cther wezpons of mass destruction in outer space.

While including this item in our as2nda and programae of work for 1932
we are aware of the responsibilities of the Conmittee on Disarmament for the
elaboration of 1 universally accent2ble internationnl lesal instrunent designed
to erect o solid barricr to the extenszion of the armas race to outer space.
Such 2 course of acticn would be in full conformity with and would constitute
a2 natural continuation of the existing agreemants in this domain of international
law.
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It is in this light that we evaluate the merits of the draft treaty on
the prohibition of the stationing of weapons of any kind in outer space which
was introduced by the Soviet Union at the thirty-sixth session of the
General Assembly and circulated in this Committee as document CD/274.

Article 3 of the draft stipulates: "Each State Party undertakes not to
destroy, damage, disturb the normal functioning or change the flight
trajectory of space objzacts of othar States Parties, if such objects were
placed in orbit in strict accordance with article 1, paragraph 1, of this
treaty".

Docs this approach not cover the meaning of both relzvant resolutions
adopted at the thirty-sixth session of the General Assembly? Is not it the
rignt moment to start elaboratinz mutually acceptable measures regulating the
conduct of States with a view to the latest developments and thus to prevent
a new extremely dangerous and costly stage of the arms race in outer space?
Or do we prefer to become hzlpless witn.sses of the transformation of the
Hollywood scenarios of “Star Wars' into a terrifying reality of our own
civilization?

Our position on the creation of a subsidiary body on this item is well
known. We note with satisfaction that practically all members of the Committee,
with the notablce exception of the leading western State, are in favour of
purposeful discussions and negotiations on these issues. The draft mandate
submitted by tho delegation of Mongolia is a basis offering wide possibilities
for various approaches to the matter. ‘e believe that, bearing in mind the
considerations presented by the delegations of Italy, Mexico, Sri Lanka and
others in the course of the informal meetings, we should continue the
consultations on a possible mandate for an ad hoc working group to pe created
before the end of thz current session. this would mean that as early as
next February we could proceed in a concrete manner with our discussion
and negotiations, supported by national experts, as has been suggestad by
some delegations.

From 15 to 25 August, the Second Internaticnal Assambly of Children,
“"Banner of Feace', took place in Sofia, uniting young representatives of
110 countries of the world, under the noble motto, "Unity, creativity,
beauty!". Along with many events, a mccting of a youth and children's
Parliament scssion was held., The appeal adopted stated, inter alia, the
following: "Statesmen and public figures, remove forever the horrors of
war! Protect thé children —= the greatest wéalth and hope of mankindi™
To my Government and its delegation to the Committee on Disarmament, and we
belicve to many others, this appeal is a new impulse and a confirmation that
we arc on the right track. Only the road to disarmament, mutual understanding
and peace can secure a happy future for the gencrations that follow us,



CD/PV,183
12

The CHATRMAN: I thank the representative of Bulgaria for his statement. Before
giving the floor to the noxt speaker on my list, the representative of Sri Lanka, T
wish to welcome him in the Committec. Mr. Arthur Clarke is an outstanding expert in
questions relating to outer space. He hac a remarkable background in that particular
area, including acadenic and scientific activities which have made him well known as
an authority in the field, Ycu have the {loor, Sir.

Mr., CIARKE (Sri Lanka): WMr. Chzirman, distincuished delecates, it is both an
honour and a responeibility to appear befcre you today, to discuss nilitary activities
in the last and greatest arena of human affairs. Although this meeting is concerned
with the prevention of an arms race in outcr space, prevention is only one aspect of
the problen. is the mathematiciaens would say, it is necessary but not sufficient. I
shall also discuss the positive uses of space technology for strengthening international
security.

Before doing so, may I very briefly zive ny qualifications for addressing you. 1
became a menber of the British Interplanetpry Society in 1934, and was later its
Chairman. In 1951 I presidad over the first London meeting of the International
Astronautical Federation and I have known nost of the leading figures in the field.
Only two months ago, I had the rrivilege of being hosted at “Star Village" by ny friend
Cosmonaut Alexei Leonov and his collecagues. I have written more than 30 books on space,
and this nonth spoke at UNISPATE !82 ag a riember of the Sri lanka delegation,

Back in 1945, as & Royal Air Force officer, I wrote the peper that outlined the
principles of satellite communicaticns. A few months later, my cssay "The Rocket and
the Future of Warfare" won first prize in a competition set by the Royal Air Force
Quarterly. It has been a strange oxperience reading: that paper again after almost

)

40 years, and I would 7ike to Aauobc e linus of uL@JjLJ with ﬁhlhm the esguny beonas

"Cease! ODrain not tc its dregs the urn of bitter prophecy.
The world is weary of the past,
Oh, might it die or rest ab 1ast'”

Nevertheless, "bitter prophecy'" is inde=d whal we are concernel with today. Se
first, I nust request you —— if you have not already done sc —-—- o read Jonathan ichell's
bock The Fate of tho Earth, which ig the most convincing accownt yet given of the
realities of nuclear warfare. It should ke required reading for every statesman,

And yet Carl Sagan has summed up the implications of this entire book in a single
chilling sentencet: "World War Two once a ninute, for the length of a lazy suaner
afternoon."

One other reference: I liope that you can arrange tc see the BBC!'e recent
HORIZON science prograrme, "The Race to Ruin", which showed the first test of laser
weapons on airborne targets and interviewsd both American and. Russian scientists on
the possibilities of war in space,

This month at UNISPACE '82, therc was some confusion as to precisely what is meant
by the "militarization of space". Thern arc very fiw of nan's artefacts which cannot be
ecqually well used for peaccful or warlike purposcs; what natters is the intention.

It is impossible to define a2 class of devices and szy that "These nust not be developed,
because they can be cnployed offensively"



CD/PV.183
14

(Mr. Clarke, Sri Lanka)

Let me give an example: few things would seem more remote from military affairs
than the geodetic satellites used to detect minute irregularities in the earth's
gravitational field., At first sight, this would scem to be of interest only to
scientists; nevertheless, these subtle variations are of vit~l concern to the
designers of intercontinental missiles, because unlecs the earth's gravitational
field is accurately mapped, it is impossible to target o nmissile with precision.

Thus purely scientific satellites, ty greatly increasing the accuracy of warheads,
can have a major impact on strategy. Yet doss anyone suggest that they be prohibited?

Even umeteorological satellites, one of the most benign of all applications of
space technology, because they have already saved thousands of lives, are of obvious
nilitary importance.

Similarly, communications satellites would play an absolutcly vital role in
nilitary operations. Yet neither represents a direct threal to peace.

Just as military helicopters can be used for Adisaster relief work, =o some
nilitary space systems can be positively renigm. Indeed, we night not be alive today
without the stabilizing influence of the reconnaissance satellites operated by both
the United States and the USSR.

Let me renind you of a piece of recent history: in the early 1960s, there was
a vigorous campaign in the United States claiming that the USSR was far in advance
in the development of intercontinental ballistic missiles. The so-called "missile gap"
was a major theme in the Kemnedy-Nixon campaign, and nillions of wonls were written
urging that the United States start a crash programme to cvercome the Soviet Unionts
"enormous" lead.

That missile gap was a total illusion ~- destroyed when American recconnaissance
satellites revezled the true cxtent of Soviet rocket Jeployment. President Johnson
later remarked that reconnaissance satellites had saved the United States many times
the cost of the space programme, by naking it unnecessary to build the counter-force
originally intended.

By-a fantastic coincidence, just yesterday I discovered President Johnson's
actual words, and I quote:

"We were doing things we didn't need to deo; we were building things we didn't
need to build; we were harbourins fears we didn'b nced te harbour.” (fy italics.)

However, in a sense, that information may have come too late. One can picture the
feelings of the Soviet military planners when contemplating this American debate. They
knew they did not have the weapons the United States clained, so what was the purpose
of the exercise? Were the Americans leliberately creating an excuse to rearm? That
might have seemed the most plausible assuapiion —- but in fact, ignorance rather than
nalice was the explanation. In any event, the Soviet Union decided it nusgt produce the
missiles which, at that time, existed only in the imagination of the Anericans. So
the sceds of a space arms race werce planted, almost a quarter of a century ago.

It is possible to play a :ambers garic with payloads and launching to prove almost
anything. Statistics indicate that the Soviet Union has now launched about twice as
nany "military™ payloads as the United States —- by 1981, roughly 860 ajainst 420,
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Does this mean that the Soviet Union is twice a6 ageressive as the United States? ot
at all, bccause the Soviet Union's reconnaissance satellites are nlannel tc cperate
for only o few weeks whereas the nmuch b*btur American satellites remain in orbit for
many months.  Sc the gquantity of iAmcerican reconnaissance information is probably nuch

greater than that of the Scovist Tnion, a peint to which we will return later.

However, photograrnic or television reconnaissance is limited by cloud conditionc;
only radar can (ive all-weather coveraze. And enly the USSR has ugsel radar satsllites,
powered by nuclear reactzrs to recconnoitre the iicvemonts ~f ghips al sea, as was
revealed when Kosmos 954 crashed in Canads in 197G,

Another arca of confusion and controversy ic that of Landsats cor earth resources
satellites, which give sup-rt views cof our planst, of c¢norcue valuce to farmers,
industrialists, city »lanners, fishermen -- in fact, anyone concexrncd with the use and
abuse of Mother Earth. The “nlth¢ States haz nade its Landsat photosraphs, which have
a ground resolution of rouyhly 80 metres, available to all nations. Net surprisingly,
there has been sone concern about the military infcrmation that these photograpns
inevitably contain. That concern will be increased now that Landsat D has started
operaticns with o resolution of 30 metres; I was stunned by the beauty and definition
of the first photographs when they were shown tce us at UNISEaCE a few weeksz ago.

The French SPOT satellite will have even Latter resclution (10 - 2C netres) and this

is rapidly approaching the are 2 nf nilitary importance, aithough it 1s neowhere near
(perhaps bty a factor of onc hwn eq\ the definitien of the test rcconnaissance satellite
under favourabls conditions.

There is a centinucus svectrun between the abilitics of the carth resources
satellites and the reconnaissonce sata:liites, and 1t is impossible 1o say that cne is
nilitary and the other is not., Whaot muatters ig, asgain, intention,

One may suw: up the situation oy saying that althowgk those

satellites may be
annoying to sone naticns, they are not agressive: and that is the ess

ential factor.
More confusion hos now been croated bty the inmerican space shuttle, which has been

heavily criticized in the Sovict Union. It ig perfeetly true that many of the shutile!

nissions will be nilitary —— yot, it is as petentially neutral as any other vehicle.

The one new factor the shuttle doos introduce is that, {cr the first {time, it
gives a space-faring powsr the ability to oxanine, and parhaps tc retrieve, satellites
belonging to soucbody c¢lse, thus crgning m Lronpbctq of "space piracy'" -- as the
Soviet Union has put it. Howaver, one cannct help thinking that fecrs cn this score
have veen greatly exaggerated. If you ﬂo nct wznt anyone to capture your satellite,
it is absurdly simple to boobytrap it and fthus to destroy, with very little trouble,
an extremely expensive rival space systern,

From past experience, I would venture » predicticn in thie area. When only the
United States possessed reccnnaissance sa 3L11tcs, there was a great outcry in the
Soviet Union about these "illegal spy devices"., When the Soviect Union alsc possessed
them, this cry was suddenly stilled., In the same way, when the Soviet shuttle is
launched, perhaps we will hear no nore talk of snace piracy ...

The essential point is that all these systens —— communications, meteorclogical,
geodetic, reconnaissance, and the shuttle itsel{ —- thoush they represent some degree
of militarization of space, arc still, for the noment, defensive or even benign.

Some countries may be upset by certain applications, but they can all live with ther,
accepting their benefits as well as their disadvantages. The new factor which has now
entered the discussion is that of decliberately destructive space systems, i.e. weapons.
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It seems to have been forgotten that the first weapons were introduced into
space almost 20 years ago by the United States, which exploded several nuclear warheads
above the atmospher: in tests of a possible anti-satellite system. This approach was
abandoned when it led to the discovery -- only recently rediscovered, tc the
consternation of nilitary planners —- that a few nuclear blasts in space could knock
out all satellites, simply by the intensity of the radiation pulse.

The fact hovers orminously over all discussions of space weapons systems. 2
desperate country could blind and cripple all its enemy's satellites -- as well as
everyone else's —— by a few larce nuclear explosions above the otmosphere.

Such lack of digcrimination has led to a search for precision weapons. Since
as far back as 1908, the Soviet Union has made nore than 20 teste of o non-nuclear
anti-satellite destroyer, or LSAT, which hovers near its victinm and explodes in a
shower of fracments. In June 1982, it tested this satellite systenm for the first
time in conjunction with large-scale ballictic missile launches from silos and
submarines.

The interesting question arises —— why are the Russians so concerned with
developing an ASAT system, with ite cbvious destabilizing inplications? One can only
assunie that the Sovict Tnion, which ig 2blc to obtein o grect anount of information
about the United States military establishment by old-fashicned techniques (such as
tuying trade nmagazines on the news—stands)f realizes that reconnnissance satellites
arz nuch more vital to the Americoans than to itself.

Predictably, the Uniteld Stotes hag not becen indifferent to this Russian lead.

?

President Rzagan has now announced the development of an L3AT systeom much nore advanced
than the Soviet satellite-killers; indeed, it intraduces a nev dinensicn intc space

werfare.

" The Anerican weapon is launshed, not from the cround eut from high-flying aircraflt,
thus jumping up out of the atmosphere t2 ho 2 on o satellite ~s it passes overhead.
Thig makes it very 1lexible anl extremely difficult to intercept, as it could be

]
launched from any point on the earth at very short notice.
Doubtless, scientists in the Snviet Tnion are attenpting to finl a counter to this
system and so the insane escalation of weapons will continuc -- unless something can
2 done to check it,

Neither the United States nor the USSE-A3AT systems will bo operational for some
years, oo perhaps there is = last chance to prevent the introduction of offensive (as

ged to defensive) systers intc space. The importance of halting this aris race
e 1t gets truly under way will be emphasizéd when one realizes that these planned
e only the primitive precurcors of systems now being contemplated. For a
horrifying description of the next phosc of space werfare I refer you to the recently
tublished "High Frontier" study directed by General Daniel O, Crahan. This envisases
tuilding, scores of orbital fortrcsses to intercept onconing ICBIIs before they could
rosol their targets, Such a system would cost not billicens, but hunireds of billione
~f lellars and of course weildd only be a stepping stonc to somathing even nore
oxpensive, which is the "Star Wars" just nentioned by the listinguished representative
of Bulraria.

b
19
-
&
197}
o
H




CD/PV,133

(Mr. Clarke, Sri ILanka)

Which leads inevitably to the subject of laser and particle bean weapons.  low
that the long-inagined "Acath ray"“is technically possitle, it has been seized upon
as a solution to the problem of defence ngainst nuclear missiles. 2 vigorous debate
18 in progress over the practicability of such systems and the consensus ﬁppearc to be
that although they are thcoretically possible, it will be decades rather than years
before they can become operational, cxcept for rslatively close—range PUTPOEES.

However, T am always suspicious of negative judgenents, because I remember vivid
the debate in the United States over the possitilities of leng~ranze rockets in the

late 1940s. Let me quote again the notoriocus pronouncement made by the chief American
defencc scientist, Dr. Vannevar Bush, in 1945: -

Ly

"There hes been o great deal said about 2 3,000 mile hich-angzle rocket ...
I lon't think anycne in the world kmous how to do such a thing, and I feel
confident that it will not be denc for o long period of tine to come ...

I think we can leave that out of our thinking, I wish the American public
would leave that ocut of their thinking."

The anerican public d4id; but the Russians didn't.

If something is theoretically possible, and soneone reeds it badly encugh, it
will be achieved eventually, whatover the cost. Ani when one side develops a new
system, the other will try to outdo it. The two Superpowers are both led by intelligent
and responsible nen, yet they sonetimes appear iike small boys standing in a rool of
sasoline -- each trying fo acquirc nore natches than the other, when o single one is
nore than sufficicent.

It is no lenger true that wars berin in the ninds of men; they can now start in
the circuits of computers. Yet the technologics which could destroy us can also be
used for cur selvation. Trom their very nature, space sycstens are uniquely adapted to
provide global facilities, equally beneficial to all naticns.

Ae you are well aware, in 1978 the French Government proposed the establishnent of®
an international satellite 1monitoring asency tc help enforce peace treaties and to
nonitor military activitiesi This has becn the subject of a detailed study by a
United lations Cormittce (see United Nations docunent A/AC 206/14 of 16 August 1981)
conucted by Hubert Bortzmeyer. The conclusion is that such a systen could well play
a major rale in the prescrvation of pcace,

The operational and political Aifficulties are obviously very great, yet they are
trivial vhen conpared with the possible advantages. The expense —- one or two
billion dollars —- is also hardly o valid cbjection. It has been estimated that its
recommaissance satellites saved the United States the best part of a trllllon dollars.
i global systern night be an even better investrient; and who can set = cash value on
the price of peace?

However, the United Statcs and the Soviet Union, anxicus to preserve their joint
monopoly of reconnaigsance Sﬂtellites, are strongly opposed to such a scheme. the
British Govermment is 2lso lukewarn, t- say the least.

Nevertheless, we have seen that in natters of great, though lesscr, inportance,
such as iInternational coumunications, it is possible to have extrenely effective
co-operation between a hundred or more countries, even with violently opposing
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Mr, ALESSTI (Italy): Mr, Chairman, since I spoke last, other eminent members
of this Committee have left. It is with regret that I note the departure of the
distinguished representatives of Yugoslavia, Ambassador Vrhiinec, and Algeria,
Ambassador Salah-sey, and wish them well in their new assignments. At the same
time, I would like to extend a warm welcome to the new representative of Peru,
Ambassador Cannock, who, I am certain, will give an appreciable contribution to
the work of this Committec.

T would like to address today item 7 of our agenda, entitlad “Prevention of
an arms race in outer space'. T am glad to note that the Committee has azllocated
formal plenary meetings for this item and that our discussions rrogress with the
active participation of all delegations. 1In this regaird, we have listened with
attention to the very interesting contribution just made by the distinguished i
delegate of Sri Lanka, iir. Clarke, who spoke with the knowledgc, the eloquence and
the frankness we would expect from an expert of his reputation.

The recently concluded United Nations Conference dovoted to the peaceful uses
of outer space (UNISPACE '82) should servc as a further induczment for us to advance
with determination in our substantive examination. It is to the credit of the
United Nations, in particular of the COPUOS, the motive force in international
co-operation, that progress in space-science and technology is being achieved in
an orderly manner and benofiting mankind zs @ whole. The Committece on Disarmament
is called upon to complenent that worw frow a differcent angle, that of arms control
and disarmaizent proper. In carrying out this expleratory stage of our proceedings,
we have to bear in mind the zonl that this Coamittee, heceding the recommendations of
the General Assembly, has set for itsclf. Our task is not just to deal in general
with space-related wcaponry, but to try to prevent an arms race in this new
dimension of human activity. It is thercforc csscential to have a clear perception
of tho avcenue or avenues wherchy an arms race misht be introduced into outer space.
We regard the present stage of our work as mainly directed towards acquiring that
perception which, in turn, would cnablc us to establish an order of priorities and
to orient our future cndeavours.

The view of my dclegation in that regard is known: we belicve that the
development of physical and technical means to dastroy or damage space objects or
to interfere vith their operation is the most immediately threatening problem
confronting us. We belicve that in this specific arca the ingrcdients for a
military competition arc present: the importance of satcllites as targets, the
devclopment of ¢ panoply of physical and teehnical anti-satellite mecans which
would give the holder a congiderable strateszic ndvantage, the difficultices of
protecting satecllites by making them less vulincrable cte., all these factors could
sct in motion < in our viow -+ the rcactive cycle which characterizes an arms
race.

Besides anti--satellitces systems, s0ore cxotic iypes of weapons nave been
mentioned in the course of our discussions, notably the "directed energy weapons®.
That old favourite of science--fiction uriters, the laser gun, as well as particle-
beam weapons have been mentioned as hoving o spacific potential as space -related
veapons. 1y this term of space-rclated wenpons we mein veapons that are such by
reason of the location of the weapon launcher or the locotion of the target. However,
Jdhether and when this potentinl can be translated into an operational capability
remains a moot question.
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Though lasers represent a branch of electronic technology that has been in
existence for over 20 years now, it appears that substantive difficulties remain
to be overcome before the principle can be put to full fruition, including its
military applications. The necessary requirement of cost-effectiveness makes
that task incomparably harder.

These are the conclusions of various authoritative studies which have been
made public so far, one of the inost significant being that carried out by
Richard L. Garwin, a scientist with an exccptional background in the more exotic
frontiers of technology. A rovealing article was recently published in the
Reviews of modern physics which gnve the results of a collaboration between
American and Soviet researchers in the field of lasers. The authors stated,
inter alia, that the achievement of certain extra progress which is now needed
to proceed further in the application of that kind of technology "presenis as
difficult a challenge as any that Man has ever undertaken®. They further stated:
fije cannot truly say whether we are closer to the goal today than in the past,
since it is not even possible to assert that the goal will ever be reached™.

Nearly all the problems encountered in laser technology would affect particle-
beam systems, in particular the hydrogen-atom beam, which is the only particle-
beam usecful in space. Moreover, particle-beams present certain difficulties
peculiar to themselves.

A realistic assessment of where lie tne real dangers confronting mankind in
relation to outer space is essential to our work. We can all participate in
evolving such an assessment, but only States possessing major space capabilities
can make a definitive contribution. In this field perhaps more than in other
fields of disarmament we depend on the contribution of those who have a full
knowledge of the subject matter.

Yie appreciate the argument that we should aim for a comprchensive agreement
capable of sealing off all possible avcnues towards an arms race in space. It
has been said here that it is easier to prohibit somethin: before it comes into
existence.

We believe, however, that, in this case, adopting such an approach from the
beginning might well result in one of two things: either an ineffective agreement
unable to stem the extension of the arms race to outer space or, more probably, the
unnecessary delaying of more limited but urgently nceded measures.

On balance, we continue to believe that the attention of this Committee
should concentrate with obhsolute priority on those spzce-related weapons which
are currently operational; our tasi would then ke a truec disarmament task, as
we would strive to prohibit and eliminate systems which zre in the arsenals and
have been deployed.

Satellites can be destroved or damaged at present by co-orbital intercept, by
orbital intercept and by direct ascent from the ground.

In our statement of 30 dMarch we undertook a preliwinary effort in order to
identify some of the issues reléting teo & ban on ASMT systems. We stated that
foremost among those issues were the definitional questions of what constitutes
an "anti-satellite systan and what constitutes an "anti-satellite activity”.

Following on those considerations I would add that thc answer to those questions
would alsc depend on the kind of agreeuent we seek and on what we actually want to
prohibit. Should we try to ban both wespons and activities? How effective would



(vr. Alessi, Italy)

be an agreement that confined the prohibition to attacks on or acts of interference
with satellites, irrespective of the systems used to bring about such attacks or
acts of interfer nce?

We noted, for instance, that, in its reply to the Secretary-General's note
regarding the second special session devoted to disarmament, Sweden mentioned as
one of the possible options an agreement restricting or prohibiting nctivities
charactcrized as interfercnce witan or attacks on space objects carried out both
from space itself and from Zarth.

With regard to ASLT weapons, a basic issuc would appear to be that of the
scope of the prohibition. It would be necessary to consider carefully which of
the various stages --- development, testing. doployment, acqguisition, use, ctc. --
should be includced in the scope.

Destruction of cxisting ASAT systems would also be 2 maior issuc to address.,

The question of verification should bce considcred simultaneously since it
would be relevant to & definition of the scope of the prohibition. In the casa of
ASAT systems, verification would be as important on issue as over. Even a limited
ASAT capability, retained or acquired in evasion of an intarnational agrcement,
could be of significant militsry value. for this very reascn the question of
destroying existing ASAT systems and their couponcnt parts, and providing for
verifiable dismantling procedures, could not be avoided in the course of discussions.

Quter spacc is still 2 medium moinly free from ltrillemechanisms. Existing ASAT
systems seem to be effective only against low altitude orbiting satellites., The
full testing in space of operational 4SAT weapons against high-altitude space
objects might forceclose the possibility of arriving 2t an adcquately verifiable
ban on anti--satellite weapons. Such an eventuzality can only be regarded with
apprehension: an ASAT world is a more dancerous world. The human and material
resources which a»c available should be used to promote our sccurity and welle! 2ing.
Satellites today perform o fundamental roie in this respect, and the precious
contributions that satellites have made to international co-operation and peace have
been eloquently underlined by the spcaker who preceded oc.

We no longer live in an age wvhen a world war would stem from the assassination
of an archduke; it is the instability of the situntion 2and not the instigating
event which is likely to be responsible for such an eventuality and which must be
avoided.

An effective and verifiable treaty banning ASAT systems would be an important
contribution towards this objective.

Last week, an International Svmposium on the prevention of nuclear war was
held at Erice, a small town in Sicily, under the auspices of tho Centre tinjorana.
Scientists and analysts of the highest reputation from mnny perts of the world
took part in the deliberations. Onc of the issues cvoked tucre, among mhny others,
was that of the outstanding importance of certain typus or satellites for that
purpose. Providing adecquatc protection for =zatellitcs viould also be 2 significant
contribution in this respect. The opportunity before us is ripc but perishable. le
should scize it without delay.

Mr. Chairman, 1 would be remigss if I concluded wy statcucnt without cxtending
to you our warmest wishes for your [uture. The talents that once again you have
displayed in providing suciy ~n ablc leadership to the Committee on Disarmament will
undoubtedly be of great value in the new assignment that awiits you in Kenyn.
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The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of ITtaly for his statement and kind
words addressed to the Chair. I now give the floor to the distinguished
representative of Canada, lr. Skinncr.

Mr. SXINNERK (Canada): M™r. Chairman, first I would like to join other speakers
who have congratulated you on the way in whicih you have conducted our meetings
this month. I think we have, in spite of a number of enormous difficulties,
actually achieved quitc a lot and a good deal of the credit belonzs to vou. At
the same time, I would like to say how sorry we are that you are leaving us --
as indeed are other speakers who have addressed the question of your departure -=-
we are sorry, but we wish you the very best. Before I begin my statement on
outer space, I would like to say a word or two about why Canada may have sone
credentials to address this problem, One is the question of our land aass.

Ever since there has been a consciousness about outer space; it has been critical
to us, as a country, to be involved in the question beccause of the communications
aspect that the curve of the zarth presents to us as a country. Through
satellites we are ablc to communicate with each other within our own country and
for this reason we are perhaps one of the leading countries in space technology.
Not only do we contribute to space technology but we have also been the recipients
of it throush the contributions of others, either directly, that is through
co=operation with other State Powers, or indirectly, when we have raceived, of
course, our Cosmos 954 which has becn an interesting =xperience.

I would like now to address the question of outer space in sowe detail. In
approaching the problems of aris control and outer spacc, we are taking up the first
arms control issue of the twenty-[irst century. #r. a-thur Clarke, in his statement
a few minutes ayo, has given us, I think, a pretty good idea of the dimensions of
the problems. Even so, we are only beginning to gauge the immensity of the issues:
we arc less than 18 years from the yzar 2000 and the nswotiation3 w2 undertake
here could have an important effecct on the manner in which we approach the next
century.

Several important events have taxken place between sessions of the Committee
on Disarmament, I wmean, in terms of cuter space. The completion of the test phase
of the United States spacc shuttle programme, culminating, as it did, almost
25 years ago after Sputnik I, portends certain commercial aspects of the application
of space technology which could rival as a henchilark in the =xploration of space
of placing the first satellite in orbit. The appearance of a reusable space
vehicle ~- that is, the world's first true spaccship -~ has implications, the
dimensions of which are not always easy Lo zrasp. On tihe Sovict side is the
increasing internationalization of its spacc prograiame along with its technological
perfection. While Columbia was completing its final test flight, a French space-man
was orbiting the earth in a Soviat spaceship, thus creating what is a unique
situation of having both astronauts and cosmonauts of three nations in orbit at one
time. Truly, space is being intcrnationalized in a real as well as a conceptual,
that is, in a legal manner.
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The second special session of the General Assembly dovoted to disarmawent,
despite the disappointment many feel, may have had one positive benefit among
others. It dispensed with illusion and stands as an object lesson of the necessity
of working within the framework of wnat is possible. AMready we see, 2t the
summer session of this Committee, a renewed sense of realism, and this sense is as
important for our deliberations in outer space as on any other issue which nay
appear beforc the Committec.

In this regard we should consider the effects of UNISPACE 'c2 recently concludea
in Vienna. 1t is readily epparent that the mandate cf the outer space Committee
on peaceful use and the mandatce of this Committece on arams control issues may be
considered to have in some respects a mere mirror imagc aspect. I do not wish to
deal at great length with the orsanizational aspects of arms concrol and
disarmament; this is a matter which scems to be of endless fascination, not oniy
to this Committee but elsewhere as well, e believe it would be better to move on
to more substantive matters. Nevertheless, it is our view that the basic
responsibility for preventing an arms racc in outer space has been placed upon this
Comnittee by the General Assembly. Vle should therefore take up our work in an
cnergetic fashion. It is equally clear that there is a background in the outer
space Committece discussions which will be of immense value here in the Committee
on Disarmament: for ecxample, the 1957 outer space Trcaty is a produect of the outer
space Committec. As we build upon the outer space Treaty and other aspects of space
law in developing the arms contirol treaty, which we all hope for, we must ensure
that the experiences of the outer space Committee as well as of the CD, the CCD
and the ENDC are fully utilized. Yle do not think, at this stage, that it would
be productive to prolong discussion about whether or not to set up a working group
on outer space if these discussions actually inhibit the Committee from addressing
the substantive issuecs.

On 18 June, before the General Assenbly’s second special scssion on
disarmament, Prime Minister Trudeau underscored the urgency of coming to grips with
the development of new weaponry for use in outer space. He noted that 25 years
ago, the first mzi1-made satellite was lau iched. That cven: marked a leap in ..an's
mastery of the natural environment. I have a note here on my paper, wiich is a
term that iMr. Arthur Clarke used in this regard; he called it the last and greatest
arena of human afiairs.

Mr. Trudeau noted that 15 years ago it did not seea premature to close off the
possibility that space might be used for other than pcaceful purposes. He observed
that today the Treaty on Principles Governing the Activities of States in the
Exploration and Use of Outer Space is, in our view, patently inadequate.

The need, therefore, is clear and unequivocal.
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I have noted that the Committee on Disarmament has a considerable wealth of
experience to draw upon. First and foremost is our negotiating experience based
upon other issues, and a good amount of useful work can be undertaken in preparation
for substantive negotiations. For example, an inventory of background material
relevant to outer space is essential. There are a number of treaties, both
multilateral and bilateral, which have served to attempt to reserve the "use of outer
space for peaceful purposes'’. In addition to the 1957 outer space Treaty there is
the 1963 partial test-ban Treaty, certain aspects of SALT I and SALT II, the ABH
Treaty and multilateral treaties such as the 1979 moon Treaty, all of which have
a certain significance in this resard. A compendium of relevant portions of these
and other aspects of space law, drawn up in a fashion similar to that used by the
experts in United Nations document A/AC.206/14 on the implications of establishing
an international satellite monitoring agency would, in our view, be useful indeed.

There is a considerable scope, in these preliminary stages, for dealing with
other essential and basic matters such as definitions, for it must be recognized at
the outset that if we are to proceed in this Comuittee we must do so on the basis
of a common and understood language.

For this reason, and in this regard, I wish to table in this Committee a
working paper on arms control in outer space which presents the issue in what we
have sought to make a balanced and non=controversial manner. This working paper
has been prepared in order to put forward under one cover some of the considerations
in developing an approach for this Committee. You will see now that it appears
in document CD/320 which has just been distributed. Amonsz other things, the paper
presents the dangers in attempting to categorize space systems in a rigid manner --
that is, some systems might lend themselves to categorization, most, however, have
characteristics which, depending upon the situation, can be either stabilizing or
destabilizing. You will notice, incidentally, as you go through this paper in
the fourth paragraph from the end of CD/320, there iz a reference to a table which,
you will note, does not appear in the document. The reason for this is because of
what I have Jjust said. After a long consideration it was decided that it vould
serve no useful purpose to try to categorize systems at this stage. Therefore, I
would ask that a correction be issucd to reimmove that paragraph.

In any event, I hope this working paper will be useful to members and will
serve as a basic presentation of some of the issucs, thereby contributing to a
measure of common understanding.

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of Canada for his statement and for
his kind words addressed to the Chair. I now give the floor to the distinguished
representative of Ethiopia, His Excellency Ambassador Terrefe.



Mr. TERREFE (Z:ihiopia): PMr. Chairman, it is with particular pleasure and
personal satisfantion even at tnis late date that I s2ize *he occasion to
conzratulate you on vour assumpcion of the chairmanshin for the month of August,

a responsibilitv which vou have so ably discnarged during a difficult month when
the Committee had to reflact on the Jisappointinz results of the second special
session of tha= General Assembly Jevoted to disarmanent and at the sane time plan
its future prosramme. The particular pleasuvra and satisfaction that I ewpress te
you originate ir che fact that our btwo naeiznbourlv countries have enjovad for a
long .time the best of relationshins, moing Hacl: to the time of the heroic strugzle
of your peobple against colonialism. This bond of frizndship beotween our two
countries has since bszen further strepngthaned by our comnmon struggcle against the
forcas which atiempt to divide our regicnal and subregicnal unity. On a more personal
note, as you ars about to lazave us to take up othsr appointments, may I =xpress my
warmest congratulations to you on a job w2ll done and wish you continued success in
your future assignment. My congratulations alsc mo Lo Ambassador Okawa of Japan
for the many significaat contributions h2 has made not conly during nis toerm of
office but throughout tna years hz has been associated with the Committec.
Ambassadors Venkataswaran of India, Valdivieso of Peru and Yu Prziwen of China have
left us, and Ambhassador Vrhunzc of Tugoslavia is about to leave us also. 1y
delogation wisnzs all of them success in thzir new assicnments. My delegation also
welcomes to this Committee Ambassadors Datcu of Romania and Cannock of Peru and
looks forward to co-operating and working close<lv with then.

The Committee on Disarmament is mazting at a juncture whon, after four year:z
of negotiations under a reorcanized machinery, th~ Committees has littl:e to show by
way of concreto rasults. Thz reasons, at least as far as the non--aligned membors
of this Committee are concernnd, are given in thelr comwon assa2ssment of the
implementation of the decisions and recommendations of the first special session
of the United MNations Gencral Assembly dovoted to disarmament, and T hardly nzed to
claborate on them. Suffic: it to recall herc that the review has underlined a
number of factors constitubting major obstacles to the implementation of the programme
of action for disirmament azr_ed upon at -he first special s=z2ssion. Thesc are the
doctrine of nuclear deterrcnce, the concept of the so-callad "limited nuclear war',
the suspended negotiations batwcen th: two major nuclea. -weapon States, the delay
in ratification of the SALT II asgrecment, th- refusal bv some nuclear-weapon States
to accord the highest pricrity to negotiations on the cessation of nuclear-w2apon
testinz in all environments and the giradual alimination of nuclear wsapons from
their arsenals.

These obstructive attitudes clearly manifested themsclves in official
statements made durine the second special session and the negotiatins sessions.
The present climate of intsrnational tension and confrontation coupl:d with
instances of aggression, intimidation, political and economic coorcion, dir:cted
particularly againat developing countries, have aggravated the prevailinz threat
to world peace and international security. 1In such a fluid situntion, the existence
of nuclear weapons jeopardizes all the more the security interoests of all States.
The prevention of the outbreak of a nuclear war, a war which threcatens the whole of
mankind, should have been a focal point for our deliberations and negotiations.
For these reasons, negotiations should have been intensified with a view to halting
the arms race and bringing about a gradual reduction of nuclear weapoas until they
are completely <liminated from the ars:nals of war. But w~ know, regrattably, that
this was not the casz. 1In fact the rcverse was the trend ~- cvading th: rain issues
by axaggeratinz problems such as thos2 connactzd with vorification inscead of showing
political commitment to essential requirements for proceeding with substantive
negotiations.
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In the past decades efforts to increase and refine nuclear weapons and
their delivery systems have been intensified to such an extent that it is now
possibla to deliver nuclear weapons at distances of thousands of kilometres
with such, accuracy that no place in the world is safe.

The variety of nuclear arsenals is such that, it is now contemplated for
increasing numbers of military personnel to exercise decisions on this most
destructive weapon, thus risking nuclear war by deliberate design as supported
by various reports suggzsting methods of winning "a protracted nuclear war'™.
Even if thes= reports are challenged, the risk of the outbreak of nuclear war
by accident, miscalculation, as a result of the escalation of international
tension, local wars, =ztc., is not ruled out. It is for this rsason that the
‘peopla of the world attach the greatest importance and urgency to the halting
of the nuclear arms race and to proceading to gencral and complete disarmament
under strict and effective international control.

Thz nucl-=ar arms race threatens the survival of mankind and its prevention
is, as stated in the Final Document, “the most acute and urgent task of the
present day". Viewed within such a global framework it is difficult to Justify
the policy of certain States which conceiv2 thair national security interests
as the sole criterion to which all other 3tate=s must conform, and defend nuclear
weapons on grounds of security and national int-:recst. This raises a fundamental
question: wher=as the inhcrant right of a State to protect its security is
recoznized, do=s that right extend to a point where the extinction of mankind
becomes an acceptable risk? Such an attitude, certainly, is at variance with
international norms governing inter--State behaviour. 1t further aggravates the
already t=ns2 international climat~ and in<pires mutual mistrust and thus
weakens confidenca~building afforts which could clear the way for more
substantive disarmament measures.

It is undeniable that the arms race is a manif:station of attempts to use
or :chreaten to use force a<ainst th2 territorial integrity of othor States.
Attempts such as interferenc: in the internal affsirs of other States, the
perpetuation of colonial and neo-colonial domination, maintaining under various
guises the present unjust and inequitable international economic relations, all
of thes= fall under the same category of manifestation of behaviour contrary to
enhancing international peace and sacurity. National sccurity interests are
misconstrued whan they are used as a means of destabilizinz other countries and
regions or simply for claiming them as part of that countrv's region of "vital
interest™ or when these countriss and ragzions are us=d as demonstration grounds
for exsrcising war games with unpredictable consequences for the countries of the
region concarned. Such an aszr:ssive policy hiz bezn recently witnessed in
Lebanon, resulting in untold misery and suffering of th~ Lebanese and Palestinian
people and causing ruthless dsstruction of life and property which my delegation
condamns.

The scudy entitlnd "Relationship betwzen disarmament and international
security"” (A4/36/597) by =he Group of Experts appointed by the Secretary-General,
states that "stretching the demands of national sccurity interests unreasonably
far would present an obstacle to disarmament®.

flo subject matter has aroused great.ir concern sincz th2 Second World Var than
the question of nuclear wzapons, and rhe unceasing offorts ever since to prohibit
their us=. For d=cades now Ethiopia's position has been that, pending general and
complete disarmament, the arms racc, particularly in its nuclear aspect, must be



CD/PV.183
27

(Mr. Tarrefe, Ethiopia)

halted. It was in this spirit that Fthiooia took the initiative in submitting the
proposal for the total prohibition of the use of nuclear and thermonuclear weapons.
This proposal was adopted by the United Nations General Assembly at its

sixteenth session in resolution 1553 (XVI), which declared the use of nuclear and
thermonuclear wesapons to be contrary to the United Nations Charter and a crime
against humanity and civilization. The resolution in its operative paragraph (c)
states:

"The use of nuclear and thermonuclear weapons is a war directed not
against an enemy or enemies alonc but also against mankind in general, since
the peoples of the world not involved in such a war will be subjected to all
the evils genearat=d hy the use of such w=apons.™

It is in this spirit that Ethiopia received with enthusiasm the declaration by
the USSR during the second special session that the USSR will "not be the first to
use nuclear weapons™. UWe =xpress the hope that this declaration, together with
earliar Soviet and Chinese declarations, will induce other nuclear-weapon States to
make z2quivalant declarations- banning thes first use of nuclear weapons. )

Like many other countrizs, Ethiopia had entertained the hope that disarmament
mcasures such as tha partial tast-ban Treaty and the non-proliferation Treaty would
lead to more significant disarmament measures. But to our dismay, there has bzen a
continued upward spiral of the qualitative and quantitative nuclear arms race.

To ceome back to the focal question of the prevention of the outbreak of nuclear
war, I would like to quote a passage from the study that T just referred to:

"As nuclear arsenals grow with a greater varizty of weapons under the
control or custody of an increasing number of military personnel, the danger
of a nuclzar war by inadvertence arows. A nuclear war could be unleashed as
a result of human or mechanical failure, by accident, by miscalculation, as
a result of ineffectivz command, control and communication procedures or
capacities, th~ escalation of a local conventional var, as a result of
blackmail or terrorism or thcoush sheer madness'.

Therefore an urgent task facing us at prescent is to remove the danger of the
outbreak of nuclear war.

Tt is with this frame of mind that my del:gation considerad the positive
proposal by the delesation of India to establish an ad hoc workin~s group on the
prevention of nuclear war. This proposal, supported for som2 tink: now by many
delegations, raccives our fullast undorszment.

My delegation is pleased that at long last the Ad Hoc llorking Group on a Huclear
Test Ban has besun its difficult work. As the task of the Yorking Group is made all
th2 more difficult by the limitsd nature of its mandate, w2 are assured novertheless
by the fact that it is chairced by the distinguishzd Ambassador Lidzard of Sweden and
his very competent delegsation. Vo regret, however, that China and Francz hava
decidzd not to participate in tha NTB Working Group. It is the view of my delegation
that a nuclear test ban could hardly be offectiv. without the participation of all
the nuclear-weapon States. Uz hope that the twd States will seriously reconsider
their positions and recognize the responsibility placed upon them by virtuc of their
nuclear status.
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At‘;&ery opportudity that ny delegation has had to refar to the comprehznsive
test ban treaty, it has always expressed its favour for the continuation of. the
trilateral negotiations on a CTBT. In f.is connection, th. decision of the
United States not to resunme the trilabtoral nezotiations is therefore regrettable
and such a movne would Aappear to dash the prospects of a meaningful progress on 3
nuclear test ban at peoe-seant.

I would now like to siy a [ words ragarding the guzstion of varification.
The Ethiopian dalemation has no intention of underestimating nor downgrading the
importance of an effective verification mechaniam for a given disarmament measure.
The importance and the necesszity of varificztion for disarmament measures are widely
recognized by zl1l. Lately, however, the issue of verification has been used by a
few dalagations in the Committee in a disproportionate manner. We do not question
at all the lsgitimate concerns expressed by thoze seeking adequate measures of
verification to ensure compliance with any agreczment to be concluded. We beliave
this concern is shared by all. However, to 2ongage the Committ=c in discussing and
negotiating on detailed procedures for verification without regard to the scope or
the naturs of each particular measure is to make negotiations contingent upon and
hostage to the structures of the verification process. It would be appropriate,
therefore, as expressed by the majority of the mambers of this Committee, rationally
to address the issues of scope and its commensurate compliance procedures.

We express the hope that tha Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons will show
progress corr2sponding to its current intensified work. In this context I would
like to express the admiration of my delemation for the able and dynamic leadership
that Ambassador Sujka has provided to the chemical weapons Working Group. The
emphasis placed on working out a cowposite text on the various elements needs to be
urgently reinforced by a new demonstration of a strong political input so as to
generate meaningful progress. In this reszard, the Ethiopian delegation would like
to reiterate its satisfaction, already expressed at the second spz2cial session, at
the initiative undertaken by the Soviet Union in submitting a draft document on the
basic provisions of a chemical weapons cnnvention.

The provisions relating to inturnational on-site inapections to verify the
destruction of chemical weapons stockpiles and to control the production of those
chemicals permissible under a futura convantion are most notable, The Soviet draft,
in our view, provides an impetus for serious negotiations on chemical weapons. Ve
would appeal to and encourage those delegations which have addrassed their legitimate
inquiries to the Soviet delezation and sought clarifications on the Soviet provisions,
to undertake likewise a correspondine bold initiative on this urgent and important
subject. '

Before concluding, lat me touch very briefly upon the item inscribed on our
agendz for today's plenary meeting, 'preventiion of an arms race in outer space™, a
subject with which we have to deal more fully in the future. The Ethiopian
delegation believes that space technology should be used solely for peaceful purposes.
Therefore, any military applications or any hostile use of space should be strictly
prohibited by an international treaty or international agreements. Faced with rapid
space technology and its frightening dimensiong, our afforts to prevent an arms race
in outer space will face greater difficulties the longer the realization of the
objective of a demilitarized outer space is delayed by lack of a common approach.
It is our earnest hope, therefore, that through the astablishment of an ad hoc
working group, concrete proposals can be pursued, developed and negotiated for a
common approach to make outer space a lasting and peaceful heritage of mankind.
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The CHAIRMAN: I thanli the reprcsentative of Dthiopia for his statement and
for the kind remarks thet he has addressed to thc Chair. I nov give the floor
to the distinguished representiotive of the Geraen Democratic Nepublic, His
Ixcellency fLumassador llerder.

—~
vy

lir, IISIDEL (Germian Democratic Renublic): In accordance vith its programme
of worik, the Committee telkes up today item 7 —— the prevention of an arms race
in outer spacc, Therefore, I would lilic to dwell upon this question in the first
part of ny ctatement, fterwards, I wi geingy te touch upon some aspects of the
worlz of the NTB Voil:ing CGroup.

There is no dcubt thot nuclesr discrmament, including particulsrly a
comprehensive t2st Lan, is the iten of highcot priority this Coumittee has to
deal wvith. At the sene time ve camnot leove cut of cight developments in other
fields which ~— if not prevented o1 an early stage =~ could have serious
destabilizing and doangerous consequences for internationcl security and the
maintenance ol peece in the futurc. Recent events prove that the militarization
of outer space is bLeconing ¢ reality. It is no longer a question of science
fiction. It is also no sccretv thot certain uwilitory planners regard outer space
as the "hattlefield ~f the future". Their progrommec of super-armement in outer
space have become port ond porcel of their concept aimed ot ochieving nilitary
superiority.

Taliing inte account these dangerous developmenis, my country favours the
prohivition of the deployrent of any lLinds of wveapons in outer space. 4n appropriate
international ogreenent would effectively curb an armgs race in outer space ond
promote the peaceful usecs of vhis arca.

Ve wore very much satisfied th-t this hasic posivion wns adhered to by almost
all delegrtions al the recently concluded Conference, UNIGULCE IT.

is fer as this Committee is concerned, 1y delegation is led oy the following
approachs

A

Tirstly, the ban should be a comprehensive one. It should prohibit the
deployment of any kinds of wcopons in nutcr space. Thus, the ban would include
the prohibition of enti-satcllite weopons, but vould not be limited to it.
Tocusing on anti-satellitec wveopons only would not exclude the extension ol the
arms roce in outer space into other directions.

o

Secondly, following thn recuest of the United Nations General Loscmbly contained
in resnlution 36/99, the Commitice on Discrmament should embork on negotiations.

Ve repreb that soue Siotes seem, up to now, not to be preparcd to accept the
negotiating role of the Cormittce concerning ihis iten,
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But how long should we wail for real necotintions, not Lo spaak about
measures to curb “he erue roce in outer o ce? Ve hove to 1 ke into account the

foct thot the United Licues orme Jacnr oo Drote 0T T ileteral talke on the
cessation of the srnc race in outer space. Dven tore: es ig well known, the
Unitel States only recoati: celb up 2 nilibcrr cuter unace commend ond is

inplenenting o huee niliuary preoromme in cuter spooe.

Therefore, ao efforts should be cperred 1o ohort imnediately negotiations on
the prohibition of the ¢rus roce in outer apace. The droft treaty tabled by the
UBOR lest ycor represents cn appropr:eoin besis for real negotiotions.

L Working Croup should be cet up on this cubject. Vhere should all substantive

problems be discussed ond explored if not in the fromeworil: of such a body?

One cannot pronounce oneself irn Trvour of the consideration of concrete
meacures against the orms roce in outer space while ot the sane time rejecting the
establichment of appropriatec bodies to deel with all the proposals, draft treaties
end documents vhich hove been submitted on this subject. Iy delegation fully
supports the draft mondote for such a Vorliing Groun proposed by the llongolian
People's Nepublic in document CD/272. The Committee should talze action on this
proposal ond not coufine itsclf to a non-committing acadenic exercise on the
preveniion of the ais race in outer soacc.

Iy delegation will cupport cvery initiotive to this end.

In the course of this session, my delegation has already on several occasions
explained ite position concerning sone basic as well as current problems with
regard to o couprehensive test ban. Since the nevly established UITB Working Group
is nov in an zlvenced stage of its vork, allov ne to umake some further couments
in this connection,

liy country at.aches greot importence .o the golution of the verification
problems connected with a CIB. .pprovbriate verificetion measures should cnsure
complinnce with the obligations of the trecty, enhonce confidence in it, and
thereby induce countricg *n cdhere to it. At the sene tine, it stands to reason
that issues concerning verification cannot be digcussed ond solved in & vocuuia,
but only in closc connection vith the basic question of the treaty -- the scope
of the prohibition. Concreate verificriionr neasures are only to be agreed upon if
it is known preciscly vhot is tae be prohibited end, thus, to be verified.

This relationship beturcn scope ond verilication wos clecarly spellcd out in
paragraph 31 of the Finrl Docuwent of the firct speciel session on disarmament.
Concerning the vorlt of this Group, ny delegation, like the dclegatlono of other
socialist countrics, nroceels frow the understanding that issues relating to
verification of compliance with o CTDT will be cuouined ag applied to a treaty
viiich would prohibit all test explosions of nuclear veapons in any environment,
vhich would be of unlimited Jurction, would provide for e solution, acceptable
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to all parties, of the problem of underground exrlosions for pecacefiul purposes,
and would include enong ils participants all rnuclear-veopon States., In close
connection with such an understanting on the gscope ni o CTB, the sccislist
countries proposed 2 list of seven items weleting to verification teo Le discusse:
in the NTB Vorking Group.

Unfertunately, it wvee not soccitle 1o aprece of the beginning of the work of
this Group on an outline of its progrommie of work baved on a clear understending
cn the scope of the prohibitiocn.

L ohstract discussion on verificetion cuestinns, i.e., vithout rclevance
to a specific scope, could hercly lcod to concrete cono]u°1on rith regard to
CTB verification.

liy delegation highly appreciates the efforts of the Chairman of the
¥TB Worlking Group, Lmbossador hidgard »f Gweden, ond his alternate, lir. Hyltenius,
to fulfil the nondate of thig Groun. The Veriting Group has =0 for had on
interesting exchonge »f views o1 the ccope of the prohibition as well as on basic
questions of verificetion., Ve ocpyrcciate the centributiocns madce in this reg
by the delegotions of the Soviet Unicn, India ond uUOu““, emong others, as well
as by the Chairman »f bthe sseismic cxperts Group, .li., Liricsson, '

It the scme time, vn cannct bub eprecs our concern ot the fendency shown by
some delegations to iunvolve the Verlking Groun in acodenic debetes on verification
questiong having nc nther purpoce than te acke Abe Cromitsee forget 2ll lhe
useful experience cccumulated curinge nerce then 20 years of nepotiations on CTBD
issugs. Those Jelegations eveou scon Ln necieet the veosults of the trilateral
negotiations in vhich come »i theuw prrticincted. 1In these negotiations, a
multilaterel verificetion syctes Lo a OO0 wew elaborated, It vos ~owatter of
grect satisfretion bo my delesation Shet the UboR c)1v recenlthly re-cnphasigzed
that 1t regards this verificeation cycicen oy adequot

5
[ale

In the judgenznl of my delesrticn, the NIT Ueriing Group seems to be novu
at a turning noint. either, it uight proceed iﬂnw the cegsunpiicn that all the
technical meanc necencary for veri £V1qm ronplionce uith o CTBY with a sufficient
degree of certainty exinst and 1t ie nov tirme te elaborate the politicel and legel
framevorl: or elements of such o verification syvotem; or, it might go the other
vay round, and stert o nov detailed debobtc on hipghly technical icsues, and study
21l pros and con: of the qeeny of verificotion with the hope of obteining in the
dictant fulure on iles of a possivle verificotion systen. This alicrnative is
not new: both trends delermined slso the ll'pusalmns hald in the 196Cs ond 1970s

in this Committiec oun o CTO.

But chould we nob toke inte reccount the experience grincd in order to avoid
the frilures of the post?
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goch other, Thic ~.oialoc woe o oo Loy loLy mive son-cligned and neutral
countrics 1.0 vercing otnor GO gimilor nondolon sran held by the cociclist
countrize,  Thz secons viesr wea thet ordondc Janu"h ol detveeting ”ﬂu 1ovut fying

nroviding

eion wver

underground nuclsor eiplosions would

naticnal technicecs Ll?t ihere

e \ it
vas . continuing neel v sgtudy aad reseerch lobe selcnice wenhods of desection
and identificatica n1’ underground held, inter alir, Dy the

1

United Kingdom in docuixent C‘U/ﬁx?. y ey positicn ues tolien by the

United States delegotion vhich Zgclered, for axemple, in 19742  “Tor us, the most
promising approach to zchieving a CTB lier in coni¢nq¢ng sericus vork on the
technicel issues thot must be rcsolved, soecifically those involved in the problem
of verificotion® (CCD/PV.GL4 ).

It is, of course, important to ~larify end colve technical problems connected
with verification ~f o CTB. Uowever, ot scme point o political decision should
be teken. Otheruise, there veuld be a denper of counverting uegotiations into
technical deliberaticns, and their narpoge == 2 CT2T —— would be buried wnder o
hean of techuical papers.

In vieuw of *he ectual inportence of thic quession, 1wy delegotion hag discussed
this “technical approsch! olrecdy in delnil in the ITB Vorking uroup. It
especially dueclt upnn the cusstlong of evanion tecnnicuesn waich in the 1¢7Cs
were advenced by the delegrtions of the Tmited 3trtes and the U i,nd dingdont and
which, in their view, could very much hauner the :fficieuncy of seisuic means

Of coursc, such posusibilitice moy theoretllcelly, cad even proctically, net
be excluded. DTub lere again, chould one uwot Jirnt of all tuxe into account the
political aspect of this wabter? It in oaly too obvicus that ¢ would-be violator
of a CTDT would heve to weich up the noosoible militery advantoges gained by
cheating using the above~mentionsd nethods agninst the poT‘tical disadventoges in
the event of the vinlution being detected. liorecver, the Governmenl concernec
must take into account tie 2apobility of on iunternotionsl seisnic network to
detect the viclation. Turthermore, would then not be adviscble to look for
an appropriate politicnl solution of ihis problew? This could he an obligation
by cach State varty to » CTBT nob 4n impede the netional vechnicel neans of the
other partiecs, including the rcnibiiicon of the use of ccncealnent measuves,
inter aolis, evasion techniques.

inother question vhich played ra importent role in the CID disc ussions vasg

the problem of on-gibte incpechtions. In seientific literature it is broadly
emphacized that those inspections coul ~cinclly odl to the efficiency
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of ¢ seismic networh. This view wag elso broadly chored by uany delepgations in

the discussions on CTB quectiions vhich have taken ploce in this Cownittee cver

the years. In this regerd, 1 would like to drew your attention to document CCD/./ 21
tabled in 1976 by the uwedupb delegation. (n the other hend, the United Giates
delegation in particulsr stressed the importcnce of on~-site inspeceion. It steted
for example in 1976 that "adequate verificaticn of -~ CTb contirues te requlire

some on-site ingpeciion” (CCD/5V.765) However, }1t drlegetion never provided

a cleer answer 1o the question of whot i ucant by Yederusts verification’ and

vhat special purpose on-zite inspection would serve. In 1978, the USER decln red
its support for the "verificatiocn by chellcuge" concept end inclwdted on oppr
provision in its drafi trecty on the ccmplbuc cnd ceneral prohiwvicicn of nu le
weapon tests (CCD/525). Thus, cne rmight heve thouchl that United Deotes concerns
had becn met. Iovever, ihe courze end the ccturl steote of the trilatercl
negotiations, cg well os the worl: of this Lorn1ttec, provolte the cuestions  vhet
is given more importance in the position ol the Uniteé Sirter —- the secrch forx
"adequote verification”, or the interest in continuing nuclerr veepon: teste to
develop the new nuclecr warnebds nececsary for the inplement-tion of their necw
nuclear warfore doctrines?

‘latc

(‘
KJ

Vhen considering issuez oi CTB verification, ve chould not ollow nuroehfg~
to be bogged dovn ina wealth of teclmical detoils ond vnreal questior The
overriding quections are politicel cnes and wve muct {ind prliticel onsvers to

~
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them, corroborated by certein techmicel methods, s.ov, in the fisld of verilication.
loreover, existing technical means ¢lrecdy provide o gufficient cepobility ler
CTB verificaticn. Tharefore, I conunet but opree rith the forner reprecenteiive

of Conada to the Committee on Disarmaneni, (nhascedor Pearson, wvho striad in 1970
hhe esteblishment of o fully-tested vworld Jdeta exchange syctem to

which all of us con contribute could be one cof tlc wouh effertive wethods

available to the international coumunitly for setting up ¢ ceonprehensive

test ban regime. Let uc be clesr, hovever, taat }IOLl g of verificotion

are a uutter of judgement, not of techniccl perfection’. (CD/PV.4)

It would also be Cifficult not 4o arree with the conclusion centnined in the
already quoted Swedish working raper, CCL/481: "It would be inmpossible to create
a verification system that would secure the timely detcction of any violation of

treaty at any time®. To look for such a "perfect" verification system could
only indefinitcly postpone ihe elaboraticn cnd conclusion of = CTBT. ith all
seriousness we should rather face the question: which dangcr ig creater -~ the
threat caused by the sbsence of o CTLT, or the lovw rick poced by © not
100 per cent verification systen? Given the precent siate of seisuic ort, no
country could realistically expect to couceal clendestine tests except nerhops
tests of small yield wveapons of little nmilitery volue.



. Lercer, Cerian Democratic Republic)
Thus, uy delemntion ;xale' thc opinicn cxprecsad ciresdy in 1972 by the

United Nationg Hecretary-Genera

"hile T recognize vied (iifersnces of vieus gUill remain concerning
the effectivenen.: of ccisiaic T i er? ientificaticn of
underyround necle~r heote, CL;~ atonding helicve thal it

re

to the 1lnvel of = fevu

hc conaucted. vlondestinely, it

teots could escone letoction. loreover,
o any dsiport-ny circilegic reacons for

is possivle to identifly o»11

jiilotons. Dven if r fou gwll
is most unliliel;” ithot e scries 21
it mey be quesiioned vhether
contan1ng ruuh to'uu or, inceed, vhellicr thore would be much militery

"hen one takes into acccunt the exicting meeans of verification by
seisnic and other methods, and the possidilitiec provided vy international
procedures of verificetion such oo consultation, inquiry and vhat hoc come
to be known as 'verification by challenge' or 'incpection by invitction',
it is difficult to understend further delay in achicving agrecwent on an
underground test ban.

"In the light of 21l thece considerations, I share the inescepable
conclusion thet the potentizl riskis of continuing underground nuclear uveapon
tests would far outweich ~ny possible risls frow ending such tests®.

This view wos also broaldly shared among experts in Lhe United States. In a
stotement made in 157G, the irmc Ceontrol sssociation seid the follovwing:

"Mhe combination of improvement in seisuic ceteciion oystems cnd
satellite surveillance copebilities hes led nony crms conirel experts to
conclude that a CTB could be odecuatcly veriiied =i the nresent tinme by
national meanc. They stress thot the verificeticn cuestion is not whether
an extremely snall nucleaxr test (o fro1liilotons) crn oo undetected, but
rother vhether the rick of not being abls te delect such snell tests would
be of cny militery significence. [urthermore, the country ccntemplaiing
such a violation of a CTB would alsc need %o eiamine vhether a weapon test
of such a smell yield would vroduce wilitory benefits vorth risking detection
and the abrogaticn of the treaty".

Last but not least let me quotec {ron a statement delivered in 1972 by the
former United States representetive to the CCD and this Comittee,
Ambassador Adrian Fisher, before the Senate Foreigm Relations Committee:

"Je have solvcd nany of bthe problene of discrimincting between
earthquelies and explocions; we con identilly explocions down to yields of
a few kilotons. There will aluways, no matier hov much resesrch we do, be
some evenits of low yield that cannot be identified, This deoecn't mean,
however, that a comprchensive test bon is undesirable.
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"But lct's wnut things in proper perspective: verificetion of - .
comprehensive teot ban Lo clueye been only wert of the nroblem. The nain
question vhich erdinted in 1050 and exiets teday, 1d secors loter, is reolly
this one: do we wont o continus tecting ruclecr vearons? ...

"I e decidc thot 4t 4o in our dect interest to bon tests, I do-bvelieve
that lock of o precice capapility to dictinguish corthnuclies Trom exnlosions
ot very 1m WutnlLuUCF will \t siend in the woy of our moving towars «
comprehcnsivs test bon cre“‘v e lo not need to deploy o gingle nev piece
of equipnent or cuvcit the develomient #t1i11 more date to be in o nogition
to stors ncegotintions.

e ehould continue resceerch i the peans of geisnic discrimination,

It is likely to revult in nore relichle, more efficient end nrobably otill

more accurate ween: of digeriminetion, but it is not now the reel obsiacle

to the comprehencive test ban treaty thet I hope this cdministration will

nov decide sericusly tc nursue'.

I think thet thece cuections, tcuched upon bty . nbausador Misher in 1672,
have not -- afller 10 yecrs —- loat their impe t“nc and topicelity. Cn the
controxry.

Tet me summarize: in discurring vewilicoation cuestions relating to o €13,
ve should coreiully toke inte occouny the cupcricuce of the vast. Ve cannet neglect
the basic ideas vhich were clrendy developed vith regard to (TB verification.
Efforts to starl the vieole exercice {rom the very beginninge —— "from scratch” —-—
vould not sexrve ony nrociicel purnoce. Thry vould reother leod 1o o new protrocted
verification debate

In joining the consencuc on tho —— Ironilly apcalidng —— ddest uondatbe of the
NID Vorking Group, it wvee the understanding of my delegotion thnt this mendate
could not be ony long-tern ccluticn. The Cormmittee should, rother, ot the end
of thig secsion or ot the beginning of the 1637 reseion, decide on o nev, mMore
Torward-looking cnd action-orientated mendetc.

The CH'IALN. I thenlkt ihe representoitive of the German Democratic Republic
for his statenent.

Ve hove erhousted the i 1e ovrilcoble for this norning's meeting, so I suggest
that we suspenu the plenary meeting now and resume il this ofternoon ¢t 3.70 pei

{ there is no objection, we will ~rocced accorcingly.

The meeting was

suspended at 1.15 p.m. and resumed at 3.30 p.m.




mwoetins of the Jdommittee on Dizcrmanent 1o

T nov give the flcor te +the distin-ul.ned revreceatetive of Algeria, lir. Taflar,

r, T.00en (41¢eL1ﬂ) (tranmitotzd from Treouch):  Hr. Chairmen, allowme first
of &1l to coffer you the congrvtulztwqr: ol the Algerian delegation on the way in which
ot have keen presiding over our Commituoe, »md to tell you how Loppy uy delegation
i to ree the renrecentative of an African country guiding ~ur work during this:

nont™ of Auguet.
Ve should also like to consratulate youwr nredecesser, dmbascador Okave, who,
yiith the skill vith which ve are 2ll familiar, »resided cver the fnrtunes of the
Cntmittee at a cruciel time in our work.

I should, lastly, like to take this oprnortunity to express the gratitude of
Ambasesador Salah=-Bey to 2ll those who have wished him every success in his new
appointment.

Since this ia the first time that my delegation ic taking the floor at a plenary
meeting, I beg you to alloyr it, in accordance rith rule 31 of cur rules of procedure,
to refer to variouc matters which are of marticular ccucern to us

It wvas highly significant that 2t the very wmoment vhen the General Assembly,
meeting in rpecial session, vas discussing problems of disarmament and security,
the "Zionist entity", encoufaged by complicity of all kinds, vas launching a nev and
harbarous aggression against the Lebanece and Fralestiniaa ﬂeopl 5 with the clearly
declared aim of liouidating the ralectinian pecple. This agzression, vhich amounted

virtuzlly tc genocide, reminded us orce again, if that was necessaxry, how pointless
g our search for peace ari cecurity through generazl and ccmplete disarmament zo long
as international relations are based »n the exercige of force and domination.

The second snecial sezszion of the General asseubly devoted to disarmament ended
n failure, as many deleraticns here have nointed ocut. There ie nc need, however,
o look far for the causes »f thie sethack. The outcowme of that session nevertheless
confirmed the elementary truth that it is the lacl of pcolitical will on the part of
certzin poirers that ic the mair stunbling-bloeclk to any subatantial progress in the
sphere of disarmament. True, the constant deterioraticn in the international climate
ig not conducive to the success of such gatherings, as many delegations around this
table hsave rightly stressed. Hovever, it must ke recognized that this deterioration
s caused snd waintained by a system based on principles of domination and exploitation.
3ut the root cause of the failure is undoubtedly the atiitude of certain povers which
conceive and apprehend problems of security only in terms of relationg of strength
ard the balance of power, an approach vhich.inevitably leads to an attempt to gain
supremacy through a feverish arms race. It is this stumblingeblock, the lack of
political will, which prevents the Committee on Disarmement from undertaking real
negotiations on the vitally important guestions which are before it. A:n a result,
the entire multilateral negotiating process on disarmament matterc is at an impasse.

‘i



CD/IV.183
37

(iir. Taffar, Algeria)

The disappointment we rightly feel at the failure of the second special session
of the General Ascembly devoted to disarmament is all the greater vhen ve remember
the efforts made by the non-aligned countriesz and the flexibility they showed
throughout that session. Ve were Jjustified in hoping that in responge to such an
attitude the States vhich were blocking a consensuc would make an effort to help
reach a compromise. -Unfortunately that was net the case.

This frustration ought uot, hovever, to paralyre us. Un the contrary, we must
redouble our efforts to try to achieve concrete results on the cquestiors that are
before us. This is the only -ray of restoring o certain credibility to the
multilateral negotiating macninery and in narticular to the Committee on Disarmament
whose resronsibility has thereby become even more important.

Uhile the Genaral Assembly at its second special sessicon failed in its principal
objective, namely, the adcption »f a couprehensive wrosramme of disarmement, it
at least had the merit of clearly recffirming the validity of the Final Document
of 1972 and States' commitment to vrespect the prioritiec estzblished in the Frogramme
of Action adopted by consensus at the first cvecial sescion devoted to disarmament,
On the egitrenzth of thie reaffirmation, the Committee on Disarmament ought to continue
to uvork on the basgis of those objertives and pricrities.

Having made these few remarks of a seneral nature, 1 chould like nov briefly
to touch upen some of the items appearing or our agenda for this summer session.

My delegation shared the views nf those delegaticns which propesed that three
of the ad hoc working grouns should be "put to sleep” for the pericd of this short
summer session,

Vhat, after all, cculd w2 exmwect frem » resumpticn of the negetiations on =2
comprehensive programme of disarmament n few weeks after the second special session?
g

A perird for reflecticn in fact z=zens to us entively wnecessary before the vorking Group
on this subject resumes its activities. Iwux tneJ““LL, this vill give
Ambassador Garcia Robles time to hold ccnnalb tions on uays and means of rezuning the

negotiations o ~cunder baszer co that the Committee on Dirarmament way be in a
rosition to subnit a draft propramms of general ond complete dirarmement to the

Genieral Acsembly =t ites thirtv-»ighth sesrion, i accovdance with the decislon adopted
at the second smecinl seszion, e are, Lowvever, [irmly convinced that cuch a

programne, to have any recl value, wu~t include srocific ond conerete measures of
disarmament, esteblish an crder of oricrity in accowdance <rith parasgraph 45 of the
Piral Document, lay dowm atv leant a tentotive time-table for the application of the
neasures enumerateld oud, lesily, centair o credible commitment on the pari cf all
Gtates to carzv out all the elemernts of this »nrogromms.

The AG Hoc Vorking Croup o Qadicrlogical Veapour ir at an inpass
fandamental differences of vievs on rwcL imnortant cuesticus as the o
prohibition, the definitioc  of 1 . the procedure for
of compliance with the treaty, : ireally, the nrohibi
attacks upen nuclear instellistion: . Civen =uch livergeuces of view, It
undesirable for the £d Moo Verking Croup do meet repularly duriag thir cession.  lHere
anoing wve hope thet Tho comcultation: haing hetd by Ambassader Vesener vill tring
ticn »f tuere vositiocar o vermit the Group to cnerse

.
about a cufficient reconcilian
frcm ite imnanse
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As te the Ad Hoc Vorking Group or Security Assurances, we consider that the key
to tie probvlem is in the mands ~f the nuclear-wespon Jovers, for only a change of
attitude on their »art could give meaning to our werk in this Group. ‘e can, howvever,
only exrress our freasure at the zolemn declaration ~f non-first-use of nuclear
veabona nade by the Soviet Union at the cecond gpecial session. China alsc having
civen = gimilar wndertaking, we hiope that the other uclear-weapeon lowers will
reconsmider their vositious end undertake at lact to offer the non-nuclear-weapon
States 21l the recuilsite arnsurances againct the use or threat of use of nuclear
wrenpom~. Ye have aleo talien note of the change in I'rance's position which appeared
to bhe implicit in the staterent made by the French Liinister for Foreign Affair:s at
N
<

-
In B ~1v A 1 1 i
e cecoua ‘;pOOlal SeE310M.

I should like now to offer soue brief comments on the cuestions we are dealing
with at this cession.

My delegation iz, of course, very pleased at the long-awaited establishment of
an Ad Hoc Vlorking Group on a Huclear Tect Ban., The choice of Ambassador Lidgard as
Chairman of that Vorking Group is further cause for satisfaction. IHis appointment
amounts in fact to a well-deserved tribute to his country, Sveden, vhich has always
fought for the cessation of nuclear testz, but it is also a tribute to the exceptional
quaiities Ambagsador Lidgard has showm tvhenever ne has been asked to direct a

vorking group.

Ag uve all lmou, the A4 Hoc Vorking Group ou a lfuclear Test Ban has a limited
mandate, the result of concessions made principally by the Group of 21, which saw the
establishment of the Group uith such a mandate as a first step towards the genuine
negotiation of a treaty »rohibiting nuclear-weanon tests, in accordance with
paragraph 51 of the Final Dncument. Ve are, however, convinced that the question
of verification cannot he dealt with in the abstract and that prior agreement on the
cphere of application and the nature of the future treaty ie necessary, if only as a
working hynothesis. Durthermore, any attempt to isolate verification questions could
vell involve ug in purely technical discusrions or academic debates. T2 would have
uished the Group tc uce the meeti- = allocoted to it during ihis session to lay the
groundwvork for a molution to verification aguestions so that it vould really be able to
start the negotiation of a treaty prohibiting nuclear tests from the beglining of
next year. Unfortunately, however, this appears not to be the case. Ve, for our part,
are ready to agree to ony verification system provided it is universal and
non-discriminatory and allovs all States access to all data.

The Algerian delegation has taken note of the decicion of two nuclear-weapon
Otaten not te participate in the worls of the Ad Hoc Vorking Group on a Huclear Test Ban.
e nevertheless hove that these two Powers vill contribute to the Group's work by
nther means and in particular throush the intermediary of the Chairman of the
Vorkine Group.

The Committee on Disarmament is otill, as in the past, prevented from discussing
the emirently priority question of the cessation of the arms race and nuclear
diszarmament. Once more, &ll the proposéls‘put forward under this item of our agenda
have been rejected for lacl of a counsensus. Does not that constitute a denial of the
right of all States to participate in negetiations directly affecting their vital
security interests, which in certainly true of nuclear disarmament questions?
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Wle recognize, of course, that the nuclear-veapon States have a special
responsibility in such negotiations. But this responsibility ceases to be exclusive
as soon as the issues under discussion are such as to affect the security of all
States.

The initiation of restricted negotiations, however important, cannot be used as
an argument to justify the holding up of the multilateral process of negotiation,.
My delegation remains convinced of the need to set up an ad hoc working group to
implement paragraph 50 of the Final Document and to identify the basic questions
to be dealt with in multilateral negotiations on nuclear disarmament. Ve also
support the Indian proposal for the establishment, under this item, of a working group
to negotiate, as the first stage in the negotiating process on the cessation of the
nuclear arms race, practical measures for the prevention of nuclear war. It is
more urgent than ever today to adopt effective measures to reduce the risk of
nuclear war.

Another item on our agenda second only in importance to that of nuclear weapons
is the question of chemical weapons. The negotiations on this subject are extremely
promising, to judge by the progress made -- glow, it is true, but substantial -~ and
the intensity of work of the Ad Hoc Vorking Group under the guidance of
Ambassador Sujka. The Group hac in fact embarked on the delicate and crucial stage
of trying to reach a compromise on the cuestions which remain at issue.

The main tasks remaining before the Vorking Group are to find a balance acceptable
to all parties between national means of verification and the international
verification system and to reconcile the positions of delegations on the question of
a clause prohibiting the use of chemical weapons. On the latter point it appears
that the Vorking Group is near a compromise which, without prejudice to the
Protocol of 1925, meets the renuirements of delegationrs demanding the inclusion
of such a provision. The sclution of these tuo important questions will mean that
anappreciable advance has been made towards the conclusion of a convention on
chemical weapons.

The question of the preveution of an arms race in outer space is the item for
discussion at our meeting today. No one is unaware of the importance of this subject
in view of the threat of the extension of the arms race to outer space which is
increasing day by day. The use of space technology for military purposes greatly
increases the risk of outer space becoming the arena of rivalries and constituting
a threat to peace, security and the peaceful use of space. PTaragraph 80 of the
Final Document of 1978 states that further measures should be taken and appropriate
international negotiations held to prevent an arms race in outer space.

In the consideration of this question, the importance and complexity of which
no one can deny, a global approach should be adopted covering all types of armaments
and all activities connected wvith the development, production, stockpiling and
deployment and use in outer gspace of all types of weapons, while allowing the right
of every State to engage in the exploration and the peaceful use of outer space.

A1l negotiations on this question ought, moreover, to include a consideration of
measures to promote international co-operation in the matter of the use of outer
gpace for peaceful purposes.
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The time hag thus come to clart uesotintions tovards the adoption of effective
mweasarer to wevent the externcios or tue armin 2oce to outer nhace. To this end,

my delegation supports the vropoczl for th- setting up of an ad hoc wvorking gsroup
a1 thig nuestiou, itheat vrejudice te revoect fov the order of priority of the
cueations irncluded in the Commities's arnuia,

I chould likte, before I OON01udG, to =y a few vordes about the Committee's
vorking wmethode. Iy de efrntion ~till bhelieves that the formula of ad _hoc vorking groups
cmstitutes the best anprooch for the COU“ld“TatiOD of the item~ that are before us.
(m the basic of this convietion, oy delegntion cupports in principle any vroposal for
the cotablichment of cu ad hoc v01h11' group vhich weuld help us to nove foryard
~Jon; the rcad to disarnament, due recpect veing pnid to the order of priorities set
Torth in the Finel Docuuent of tae Tivet Uge01&1 sepnion of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament. The algerian delegation consequently deplores the micuse
of the orinciple of cwmuoensu: to bleock the establishment of ad hoc working groups on
such urgent matters as the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament.

The CHATRIIA': I thank the representative of Algeria for his statement and for
tne kind vords he has addresced to the Chair. I nou give the floor to the
distinguished representative of the Union of Soviet Sncialist Republics.

Hr, TIHERBALV (lenn of Soviet 3ocialist Republics) (translated from Russion):
The delegation of the USSR would like to make o feu brief coments in counection with
the progress report of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts on seismic events which
has been put before +the Comnittee for its conuideration,

The Soviet delezation hasg no objection to the report and agrees to its being
taken note of by the Committee.

I should like to take this oprortunity to express our gratitude to the
distinguished Chairman of the Group, Dr. Ericscon, for the very useful clarifications
he gave in connecton vith the Group's rep rt and in ansver t» the questions of

stinguished representativec

The Soviet Unicn attaches great Lmportance to the vork of the Group of
seismological experts. The two revorts submitted by the Group in documents CCD/558
of 1978 and CD/2% of 1979 form a good basis for the elaboration of an international
seismic data exchange system, in connection vith a treaty on the general and complete
prohibition of nuclear weapon tests, the drafting of vhich in one of the priority
taslks of our committee.

The international exchange oystem proposed by the Group, including a global
netvorls of approximately 50 stations, communicationc chanunels and international centres,
designed to provide States parties to the future treaty vith such information as
vill substantially increase the reliability of verification that nuclear weapon tests
are not being carried out.

It is extremely important that such an international system should be easily
accessible to all States parties to tue future treaty and that every State party should
have the right not only to provide data from the seismological stations designated by
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it for purposes of the international exchanze, but also to receive all the
seismological data made available through international exchange. This is
particularly important for countries possessing a poor seismological network or
no seismograph facilities at all,

It was agreed in the Group that for nurposec of national verification it would
be entirely sufficient to have a Level 1 parameters system vhich would reduce to the
minimum the number of seismic events remaining unidentified after the process of
identification at national centres. Such a system of parameters has been worked out
by the Group of seismological experts and is suitable for the determination of the
co-ordinates of epicentres, the origin time of events and their depth and magnitude.

It is envisaged that whenever the use of Level 1 parameters is not sufficient to
clear up doubts about the nature of events, Level 2 data will be drawm upon for
more thorough analysis, at the request of any party to the treaty.

Thus we, like many other delegations, recognize the expediency of using Level 2
data. They are in fact useful, but in practice they will be needed only in a small
number of cases and only in a volume sufficient to permit identification of the nature
of a given event,

The scientific Group's mandate, as Dr. Bricsson observed, is unlimited. This
is perhaps also its shortcoming, for with such a mandate any State can, without
restriction, present the outcome of its national investigations for discussion.
All the same, however, the seismological experts must complete their work at some
stage and sum up its results on the basis of the principle agreed on for the designing
of the system as a means of facilitating national verification.

The representative of India rightly observed that the scientific Group ought not
to go to the extreme where the better becomes the enemy of the good., Ve fully share
this view.

The suggestions made recently by certain experts concerning an increased role
for Level 2 data (as regards the volume of such data transmitted and the degree of
processing) represent their national assessments, vhich are their prerogative. Ve
are not trying to impose our views on this matter on any one but at the same time we
see no justified technical need for departing from the principle already agreed on
for the designing of the system., There already exists in the world today a sound
technological base consisting of means available to many Statec for the receipt and
exchange of seismological information. Furthermore, the Group's recommendations in
that respect offer a sound basis for the establishment of a realistic seismological
exchange system.

Of course we are in favour of further technological progress, but that is an
endless process and the adoption of recommendations by the Group of Ixperts at the
present stage of its vork ought not, therefore, to be delayed. As regards the
further improvement of the system, that was to be one of the tasks of the committee
of experts proposed by the participants in the tripartite negotiations in
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But the development of outer space science and technology has also raised
questions causing us concern and apprehensions. The tendency to start an arms
race in outer space between the Superpowers ha: beccme obvious. Credence is given
by the Superpowers to the concept that "vhoever controls the universe can control
the earth", They have engaged themselves in active research on and the utilization
of outer space and the development of outer space weapons. The Soviét Union started
its development of anti-satellite weapons more than 10 years ago, and up to now, it
has already conducted dozens of experiments. The United States is reportedly
also taking effective measures to intencify its recearch activities and plans the
deployment of anti~satellite veapons in outer space. Various indications point to
the fact that the development of outer space weapons constitutes an integral part
of the global strategy of the USSR and the United States. These two countries are
competing with each other to extend the arms race to outer swmace, thus increasing
the danger of war. This has already caused videspread anxiety among peace-loving
people throughout the world. At the Second United Nations Conference on the
Exployation and Peaceful Uses of Outer Space held recently in Vienna, numerous
countries urged the Superpowers immediately to cease activities leading to an arms
race in outer space and expressed the hope that the Committee on Disarmament wrould
adopt effective measures to this end as soon as possible.

China has all along held that ocuter space is the common environment of mankind
and that space technology represents a great achievement in the development of
science and technology. A4All countries should explore and use outer space for
peaceful purposes and refrain from turning it into a new arena of the arms race. Ve
agree with the views of the majority of the member States that the Committee on
Disarmament should establish a working group as coon as possible so as to adopt all
practicable measures to prevent an armg race in outer space. An is knovm to all,
at present there exists a huge gap bhetween States in cpace science and technology,
especially in regard to their military application, and only the United States
and the Soviet Union have the necessary conditions for it. Therefore, in the
prevention of an arms race in outer space, they have unshirkable sgpecial
responsibilities.

With regard to the mandate of the proposed working group, we are of the view
that it should be authorized to consider and negotiate onn the issue of the complete
prohibition of outer space weapons. The future legal instrument on the prohibition
of an arms race in outer space chould be comprehensive. It chould ban all outer
space weapons, including anti-satellite weapous, and it should not only prohibit the
deployment of weapons in outer space but alsce the testing, production and uece of any
type of outer space weapons becauce the mere prohibition of the deployment of weapons
in outer space would leave leevay for the testing and use of weapons in outer cpace
and in counsequence the complete prevention of an arms race in outer space would not
be achieved, Some States have proposed that the question of tlie nrohibition of
anti-satellite weapons be discussed first. 4s a practical step, this proposal seems
to deserve our exploration.
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The CHAIRMAN: I thank the rerreseatative of China for his statement. I
now give the floor to the distinguished representative of Mexico, His Excellency
Ambassador Garcia Robles.

Mr. GARCIA ROBLE3 (Mexico) (translated from Spanish): HMr. Chairman, in order
to avoid unnecessary repetition, I shall wait until our next meeting, when I will
have assumed the chairmanship of the Committee, to express to you my delegationfs
appreciation for the way in which you have conducted our discussions during the
month of August.

I regret that I was not present at the Committee's 162nd weeting, last
Thursday, when the distinguished representative of the United States referred at
some length to the statement I made on Tuesday, 24 August. I was absent because
I was in duty bound to attend the thirty-sccond Pugwash Conference that was being
held in Warsaw, commemorating the twenty-fifth anniversary of that institution of

which I have the honour to be a member.

However, although I was unable to necar Ambassador Ficlds personally, I have
since read the statement he made here with the greatest interest, and I shall now
answer it with the broevity it merits.

I hope that our distinguished colleague will forgive me for not imitating
him in offering gratuitous interpretations of the motives for our respective
statements. On the other hand, I would like to say that I sharc, to the point of
making it my own, the view he ecxpressed in the following torms:

"Rhetoric designed to mask rather than to illuminate the rcal issues we face
does not serve any hélpful purpose.”

I shall therefore confine mysclf to pointing out thit tho 'real issue™ which
I have dealt with in some detail in the three statements I have made, apart from
this one, during the month of August, was that of the need for compliance with
international agrcements, since, as was stated on 17 June, during the sccond
special session of the General Asscmbly devoted to disarmament, at the highest
political level of ths country which Ambassador Fielaz reprcsents herc, "agreements
genuinely reinforce pcacc only when they are kept'.

I discussed this basic prablem in conncction with two issucs, that of a
nuclear test ban -~ the first itom on‘our agenda - which I referred to in the
statements I made at the 175th meetinz, on 3 August, and the 181st mecting, on
24 August, and that of the "cessation of thc nuclear arms race and nuclear
disarmament" -~ the second item on our agenda - to which I devoted my statement
of 19 Bugust, at the Committee’s 180th meecting. I have nothing to add to what I
said in those thrce statements, I have full confidence in the sood Jjudgement of
the members of the Committee and tha conclusions they may reach simply by comparing
the content of thosec threce statements with that of the statement to which I have

been referring.

During my lengthy association with both dcliberative and nerotiating bodies
concerned with disarmament, I bhave had fairly frequent occasion to disagree with the
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views of the nuclear Superpowers. From 1969 onwards, for example, my delegation
carried on a nine-year struggle against the maintenance of what we called the
"outmoded institution" of the co-chairmanship of the Superpowers. These efforts

were rewarded with the introduction of the democratic systew of chairmanship by
rotation for the Committee on Disarmament in 1978. I also spent nearly 10 years
stating publicly, both in New York and in Geneva, that the Soviet Union ought to

sign and ratify Additional Protocol II to the Treaty of Tlatelolco, as it finally

did in 1978 and 1979 respectively. I venture to hope that the differences of

opinion which now unfortunately exist between the Mexican delegation and that of

the other Superpowecr may, in thne not too distant future, be resolved in the

way which, as is clearly shown in the verbatim records of this Committee and of

the First Committee of the General Assembly, is desired by all the peoples of the
earth and by almost all th. 3cauies Members of the United Nations and of the Committee,
namely, the elaboration and entry into force of a nuclear test-ban treaty which

will translate into reality the goal set forth, almost 20 years ago, in the preamble
to the partial test-ban Treaty of 1953 and reaffirmed in the non-prolifcration Treaty
of 1968 -~ both of which instruments are in force for the United States -- namely,
"the discontinuancc of all test explosions of nuclear weapons for all time".

Mrs. EKANGA KABEYA (Zaire) (translated from French): Allow me first of all,
Mr. Chairman, in my capacity as acting Chargé d‘'affaires, to offer you my
delegation's warm congratulations on your accession to the chairmanship of our
Committee for the month of August.

We should also like to extend our congratulations and thanks to your eminent
predecessor, Ambassador Ckawa of Japan, for his dynamism and the tireless efforts
he made to ensure the success of our work during his period of office.

I should also like to take this opportunity to welcome among us fmbassador Datcu
of Romania and Ambassador Cannock of Peru, and to associate myself with all the
expressions of regret and farewell which have been voiced upon the announcement of
the departure of the distinguished representatives of India, Algeria, Peru and
Yugoslavia, who have been called upon by their countries to fulfil important
functions elsewhere. My delegation wishes them every success in the accomplishment
of their new tasks.

Qur session is taking place immediately after the convening of the second
special session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament,
the participants in which have told us over and over again, here in the Committee,
that it did not achieve the results 2xpected because of the lack of political will
on the part of the nuclear-weapon Powers and because of international tensions
exacerbated by the invasion of Lebanon, the rforeign intervention in Afghanistan
and the competition in deterrence between the nuclear-weapon Powers. Ought we,
at a time when international relations are characterized by the breakdown of détente,
hegemonic rivalries between the major Powers and the nuclear arms race, to be
content with this failure?

My delegaticn is firmly convinced that our Committee, the only multilateral
negotiating body, absolutely must overcome all the obstacles and move forward
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towards the attainment of the objective set for it by the United Nations

General Assenbly, namely, the initiation of negotiations with a view to achieving
g=neral and complete disarmament under effective international control, the
rultimate objective™ of ‘all efforts imade in .the sphere of disarmament.

Before explaining my delegation's views on somz of the items on our agenda,
I should like to quote a few parasraphs .from a text in document A/35-12/AC.1/L.5/Add.1
of the Ad Hoc Committee of the twelfth special session which was prepared by the
Chairman of Uorking Group I in New York and which fully reflects our concerns in
the disarmament sphere. '

These paragraphs read as follows:

"The arms race, particularly in its nuclear aspect, runs counter to
efforts to achieve further relaxation of international tension, to establish
international relations based on peaceful coexistence and trust between all
States, and to develop broad internatiqnal co-operation and understanding.
The arms race impedes the realization of the purposes, and is incompatible
with the principles of the Charter of the ‘United Nations, especially respect
for sovereignty, refraining from the threat or usez of force against the
territorial integrity or political independence of any State, the peaceful
scttlement of disputes and non-intervention and non-interference in the
internal affairs of 3States ... '

"Military expenditures are reaching ever higher levels, the highest
. pzrcentage of which can be attributed to the nuclear-weapon States and most
of their allies ... The hundreds of billions of dollars spent annually on
the manufacture or improvement of weapons are in sombre and dramatic contrast
to the want and poverty in which two thirds of th: world's population live.
This colossal waste of resources is even more serious in that it diverts to
military purposes not only imaterial but also technical and human resources
which are urgently nceded for development in all countries, particularly in
the developing countri=zs.

"Enduring international pence and security cannot be built on the
accumulation of weaponry by military alliancces nor be sustained by a precarious
balance of deterrence or doctrines of strategic superiority. Genuine and
lasting peace can only be crcated throuzh the effective implementation of
the security system provided for in the Charter of the United Nations and
the speedy and substantial reduction of arms and armed forces, by international
agreenent and mutual example, leading ultimately to general and complete
disarwmament under effective international control.” '

It is clear from the foregoing that, faced by the danger of a possible
nuclear confrontation all ccuntries, whether or not they poésess nuclear weapons,
should combine their efforts to enshrc peace and international security and more
particularly to make possible the development of the poor countries through the
release of the ever vaster resources which are being swallowed up in the arms race.
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With respect to itemg 1 and 2 of our agenda, dealing respectively with the
subjects of 2 nuclear test ban and the cessation of the nuclear arms race and
nuclear disarmament, my delegation would like to reaffirm hare the position of
the Executive Council of Zaire (the Government) which has always consisted, first,
in requesting the nuclear-weapon States to assume their responsibilities in the
matter of nuclear disarmament and, secondly, in giving the support of Zaire to
the proposals of the Group of 21 for the setting up of two working groups, the
first to negotiate on a test ban treaty and the second to consider the measures
to be adopted to put a stop to the nuclear arms race.

My delegation naturally, therefore, welcomes the Committee’s decision to
Aallow the 4d dHoc Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban to bagin its work during this
session. Although the Group's mandate is limited for the time being we believe
that it will be possible for the Group to discuss other proposals at a later date.
In this connection we agree with Ambassador Onkelinx of Belgium that we should
adopt A political and lezal approach to our work rather than plunging into
pseudo-technicalities which would be of no use to us and would give rise to pointless
discussions, for example, on the acceptable level of verification.

On behalf of my delegation I should like to congratulate himbassador Lidgard
of Sweden very warmly on his appointment as Chairman of the Ad doc Working Group
on a Nuclear Test Ban and to assure him here and now of the co-~operation of my
delegation within its modest limits. At the same time we regret the decision of
two nuclear-weapon Fowers not to participate in the work of that Ad Hoc Working Group.
We would urge and beg them to help the Workinz Group carry out its task.

I cannot fail to state the profound concern of my delegation at the introduction
of nuclear weapons into southern ifrica. The acquisition of nuclear weAapons by
South Africa with the complicity of certain Powers constitutes 2 very serious danger
for the security of African States.

My delegation therefore wishes, as other African delegations have already done,
to reaffirm in its turn the desire repeatedly expressed by our heads of State that
Africa should be made a nuclear-weapon-free zone. The Committee on Disarmament
ought therefore to give this matter very serious consideration and to taks appropriate
measures in order to avert the disastrous consequences which could result from the
introduction and accumulation of nuclear weapons in Aifrica.

We are happy to note that a nuclear-weapon Power recently undertook not to
be the first to use nuclear weapons.

My delezation also enthusiastically welcomes the proposal by India for the
setting up of an ad hoc working group on the prevention of nuclear war.

My delegation has always attached very great importance to the elaboration
of a comprehensive programme of disarmament. The fact that the second special session
of the United Jations General Aissembly devoted to disarmament ended in failure 4and
was unable to meet the sreat expectations placed in it with respect to the adoption
of a comprehensive programme of disarmament should in no way discouragé us in our
efforts to achieve this goal.
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My delegation hopes that in spite of that fallure the iorking Group, which
will resumc its activities only in 1983, under the distinguishod zuidance of its
Chairman, 4mbassador Carcin Robles of Muxico, willi make (vod use of the respite
which has been granted it to conduct varied and constructive consultations with a
visw to devising a comprehensive programme of disarmanent acceptnble to all. The
same cpplies to the working groups on asecurity assurances and radiclogical weapons,
whose work has bcen cuspended until the end of this venr.

My delagation is very much interested in the considoration of ucasures for
the prevention of 'n arms race in outer space, which iz the common heritaze of
mankind ind cught to bs usod by States sclely for peaceful purposes. Uy delegation
is ready to agree to any constructive proposal in this connection and fully
supports the idea of tho consideration of this subject during the present session
in a working zroup sct up for thc nurposec.

vy delegation congiders chemical weapons the most barbarous and murderous
weapons of mass destruction and has always been in favour of their total elimination.

Wle reaffirm our support for General fss2ably resolution 35/144B which urges
the Committee on Disarmamant to continue, as a matter of hign priority, negotiations
towards the adoption of a multilaszeral convaention on the coaplete and effective
prohibition of the developuwant, production and rtockpiling of all chemical weapons.

Ui beliove that a general and verirfiable pronibition of the wanufacture and

stockpiling of cheaical weapons of all typues would constitute an imporftant step
towards gencral and complote disarmament.

ily delezation would like to express its appreciation to fAmbassador Sujka of
Poland, the Chairman of tne Ad doc Working Srcup. for the noteworthy progress the
Group is continuing to make under his efficiunt guicance.

W are glad to see that the proposal made at the szconc specinl session of
the United Hations General issembly devoted to disarmament that meetings of

ad hoc working zroups should be concentrated in time for tha sake of greater
efficiency has been applied in the mrocer of chemical wenpons.

Lastly, the subject of the non-.proiiferation of nuclear weapons is one of
univers:l concern, Like very many other members of the Comaittee, we believe that
in order to create conditions conducive to the disarmament process, all States
without exception should comply strictly with the provisions of the United Nations
Charter, refrain from any actions which might be prejudicial to the >fforts being
made in the disarmament spherz, adopt a constructive attitude towards the
negotiations and manifest the political will to reach agreements.

The: CHAIRMAN: T thank the represcntative of Zaire for her statement and kind
words addressed vo thce Chair.

That concludes my list of speakers for today. Dogs,any other delegation wish
to take the floor?
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As I announced at the beginning of tais plenary iweeting, I intend now to put
to the Committce for 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 Identify Seismic Events, as contained in
document CD/313, as well as the draft communication circulated in Working Paper No. T73.

I suggest that we take up first the report of ithe seismic Group. If there
iz no objection, I will consider that the Committee adopts the schedule of work
contained in paragraph 10 of document CD/313,

It was so decided.

The CHAIRMAN: Uay I now turn to vorking Papor do. 7%, containing a draft
communication t{o the Secretary-General of the World Meteorological Organization
in connection with the utilization of the Global Telecomnunications System. If
there is no objection, I will take it that the Committee accepts the text as drafted.

It was so decided.

The CHALRMAN: I have consultied with the incoming Chairman of the Committee
and we agree to recommend to you to advance the time for the opening of the next
plenary meeting to 10 o'clock sharp in view of the long list of speakers for that
meeting.

If there¢ is no objection, the next plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament
will be held on Thursday, 2 Septumber, =zt 10 a.m.

The meeting stands ad journed.

The meeting rose at 4.55 p.m.




