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Communioué of the meeting

The Conference of the Committee on Disarmament today held its 779th plenaxry
meeting at the Palais des HNations, Geneva, wnder the chairmanship of
H.E. Ambassador Gerhard Herder, representative of the German Democratic Republic.

The representative of Sweden (H.E. Ambassador Custaf Hamilton) made a
statement in which he commented on the report of the seismological Ad Hoc Group
transmitted to the CCD on 9 March 1978. He said that his delegation_cbnsidered
the report to be a most valuable contribution to the efforts to establish an
international monitoring system under a CTBT. He pointed out that the report
clearly expressed the need to obtain practical experience throusgh the conduct
of an experimental exercise. He stressed the imporitance of taking further
measures in this matter, and he therefore proposed that the CCD decide to
maintain the Ad loc Group and to give it a new mandate. He introduced‘a
Swedish draft proposal for such a mandate. IIr. Hamilton reiterated the
willingness of his Govermnment to'eStablish, finance and operate an international
data centre. Sweden would also be prepared to set up and operate a temporary
data centre for the experimental exercise recommended in the report of the
Ad Hoc Group. e said that this offer was based on the agssunption that a CTBT
would comprise a monitoring system. In conclusion he expressed the hope that
the decision on a nev mandate for the Group could be taken shortly.

The representative of the People's Republic of Bulgaria
(H.E. Ambagsador Petar Voutov) made a statement in connexion with the proposed
draft convention on the prohibition of the produciion, stockpiling, deployment
and use of nuclear neutron weapons {CCD/559), sponsored by eight socialist
countries.

The representative of the People's Republic of Bulgaria stated that the
introduction of the draft convention was in accordance with United Nations
General Assembly resolutions, ag well as with the categoric stand of'wbrld
public opinion against the neutron bomb. He underlined the military,
political, economic and psychological implications, if the production of nuclear
neutron weapons vas started. The apprehensions about the very dangerous
character of this new type of nuclear weapon, as well as the increased
possibility of a nuclear war, wvere also noted.

 Ambassador Voutov said that the proposed draft convention was a good.
basis for a constructive discussion and cdnséquent elaboration of a mutually

acceptable agreement, which would fill a gap in the disarmament field.
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Therefore, Ambassadcr Voutov said, it was difficult for his delegation to
understand the negative reaction of the United States delegation to the pr0posed
draft convention. - The reaction of the representative of the United Stateé WEs
. unfounded and incompatible with the constructive atmosphere prevailing in the’
Committee.

The head of the Bulgarian delegation expressed the hope that the Committee
would appreciate the initiative of the socialist countries, concerning the
prohibition of the neutron bomb, that would prevent a possible hew direction in
the nuclear weapons arms race. ‘ ‘ |

Such an attitude could enable the CCD to add a mev important achievement
40 its worlkk on the eve of the special sesgion of +theé General Assembly.

The representative of the Netherlands (H.E. Ambassador Richard H. Tein),
made a statement on the question of a comprehensive nuclear test ban. In |
particular, he expressed his satisfaction with the work of the Ad Hoc Group
of Scientific Experts to Consider Internmational Co-operative Measures to Detect
and Identify Seismic LEvents. Ambassador Fein made some comments on the
different parts of the seismic gystem as designed by the experts, i.e. the
seismic observatories, the use of the WMO communication system and the necessary
international data centres to process the seismic data.

Hle took note with great interest of the Swedish offer to establish an
international data centre in Sweden.

The representative of the Netherlands stressed the need for a decision by
the CCD to extend the mandate of the Ad Hoc Group of seismic experts for
further teclmical development of the proposed seismic system, and supported,
in this comnexion, the Swedish proposal contained in document CGD/562. He
stated that he would revert to other matters before the Committee in due course.

The representative of the United Kinzdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland (H.E. Ambassador D.R. Ashe) restated his Govermment's view of the
importance of the CCD, the principal forum for negotiating measures of
disarmament. He went on to regret that the CCD had bheen used by the
Soviet Union as a platform for one-sided propaganda. =~ He referred fo_thé
proposal to ban enhanced-radiation weapons, which had been advanced at’a:fime
when the Soviet Union was going ahead with the deployment of far more
devastating weapons of its own. The CCD had a reputation as a serious expert

body for.the consideration and negotiation of. disarmament. agreements.. That
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reputatioh“should be very carefully preserved. e hopéd thdfktﬁg"éomﬁiftee
would not hear much ﬁore about the proposed draft tféatyé but fhat, instééd,
it would receive serious‘proposals for balanced and realistic steps towardsi.>
the control of the nuclear arms race. |

The representative of the United States of America
(.E Ambassador Adrian S. Fisher) made a statement commending the work of
the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider International Co-~operative
Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events. lle also endorsed thé
recommendation to conduct an experimental exercise of an intermational exchénge
of seismic .data, which the Group made in its final report., ' Ambassador Fisher
said that the United States was prepared to extend the mandate of the Ad Hoc
Group for the purpose of planning and carrying out such an exercise.

The. following document was submitted for the consideration of the
Committee, "Letter dated 9 March 1978 from the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Group of : .
Scientific Dxperts to Consider Intermational Co-operative lHeasures to Detect
and to Identify Seismic Tvents to the Co-Chairmen of the Conference of the
Committee on Disarmament transmitting the Final Report of the Ad Hoc Group"
(ccp/558)

The delegation of Sweden presented the "Terms of reference for the
continued work of the CCD Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Lxperts to Consider
International Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events!
(cep/562) . R '

The next plenary meeting of the Conference will be held on Thursday,

16 March 1978, at 10.30 a.m. ’
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- The CL'IRMAN: Before calling on the first speaker, I would like to

make an announcement. The Co~Chairmen have requested me to inform the

Commi ttee that they have given their consent to the qirculation of tﬁe report of |

the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider International Co-operative

Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events as an official document of the CCD.,
The document has already been circulated, and it is my understanding that

the Committee will have to study this document in order to take action on it at

an early date. '

I now call upon the first speaker on my list.

Mr. HAMILTON (Sweden): Today the report of the seismological Ad Hoc

Group-has been presented to the CCD, and I will first give our comments on that

important document. I will then introduce a Swedish working paper, CCD/562,
which contains draft terms of reference for the continued work of the Ad Hoc Group.
Finally, I will address the questibn of data centres as important elements of a
global monitoring system under a CTBT. ' '

The Swedish delegaﬁion finds the report of the Ad Hoc Group to be a most
valuable contribution to the efforts to establish a monitoring system acceptable
to all. The report is the result of considerable work carried out by scientific
experts from a number of countries around the world. The Swedish delegation has
much appreciated the co-operative and couastructive way in vhich the work has been
conducted. We feel that the open and penetrating technical discussions have
considerably increased understanding of the verification problems among -the
countries which have been engaged in this work. Important contributions have
been made by scientific experts from invited countries non-members of the CCD.

The report presents a consensus view among the experts on international
co~operative measures to be undertaken for the detection and identification of
seismic events. It states that there are three basic elements of such
international co-operative measures; first a global network of some
50 seismological stations having a suitable geographical coverage. The stations
should be equipped with highly sensitive instruments and be capable of the routine
and rapid reporting of data not only for the detection and location but also for
the identification of seismic events. Second, a fast international exchange of
these data over the global telecommunication system of the World Meteorological
Organization, and, third, special internmational data centres for the detection and
location of seismic events and for the collection and compilation of identification
data. The general technical recognition of these elements will certainly
facilitate the further discussion of the establishment of an international monitoring

system. Sweden has long been advocating the rapid establishment of such a system.
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(Mr, Hamilton, Sweden)

The Ad Hoc Group also presents estimates of the capabilities of netwOrké:
of seismological stations to detect and to locate seismic events and to obtaln -
identification data. These estimates show that the present selsmologloal
capability is significantly lower in the southern than in the northern hemlsphéfé.
To obtain a high monitoring capability in the southern hemisphere also, further
improvements have to be made by establishing additional highly sensitiﬁe‘étations
in that part of the world. ’ o

Such estimates contain some elements of uncertainty that can be verified‘0ﬂ1Y"
by practical experiment. In .our view, however, the results support ourvearliéri
conclusions that a monitoring system based primarily on presently operating
stations would, at least in the northern hemisphere, provide a high degree of
deterrence against clandestine explosicns and a high ability to counteract
unfounded suspicion that might be created by natural earthquakes.

The report of the Ad Hoc Group presented to us today is to a congiderable
extent based on theoretical considerations. The next obvious step is to obtain
practical experience of how components of such a system should be arranged in
practice. This brings me to the next point of my intervention today, thei |
continuation:of the Ad Hoc Group. The need to obtain practlcal experlence through
the conduct of an experimental exercise is clearly expressed in the report. .In
this connexion, we also take note of the interesting proposal by the Japanese c
delegation -on 3 March 1977 (CCD/PV.733) to conduct an experimental exerc1se, and
of the Japanese offer on 2 March 1978 (CCD/PV 776) to host an expert meetlng as
part of the preparation for such an experiment.

We believe it to be a most urgent task to test and to try out in practice
a system of intermational exchange of seismological data. Indeed we see this‘és
a natural continuation of the more theoretical work of the Ad Hoc Group. Thé_
experiences drawn from such experiments will certainly be indispensable for the
further elaboration of an intermational monitoring system under a CTBT. The main
purpose with the monitoring system is to enable also States which have limited .
resources as regards detection seismology to make an independent assessment of
globally collected and pre-analysed data. In order to ensure that a CTBT will be
generally adhered to, it is essential that all parties -~ when the treaty enters
into force -- are given equal opportunities to verify by such means compliance with
the treaty. All parties should be ensured full access to all felevant data and
information supplied in the framework of the international seismological .

monitoring system.
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(Mr, Hamilton, Sweden)

It is 1mporuant that the CCD now take further steps in this matter. The
Swedish delegation therefor: proposes that the CCD decide as soon as possible
that the Ad Hoc Group should be malntalneo and continue its work under a new
mandate. In working paper CCD/)62 which I will now 1ntroduce, Sweden has tabled
a draft proposal for such a mandate.

The suggested new terms of reference are similar to those which guided the
earlier work of the Ad Hoc uroup. The main difference is that the Ad Hoc Group
in 1ts continued work would study the more practical and operatlve aspects of the
1mp1ementatlon of 1nternat10nal co-operatlve measures. As outlined in the
working paper, the Ad Ad Hoc Group would study the over-all functioning of a system
for the exchange and processing of seismic data relevant to test-ban monitoring
between a number of globally distributed stations and seismological data centres.
Furthermore, the technical arrengeménts studied during the experiments should not
prejudice the final arrangements for a monitoring system, which obviously must be
the result of the forthcoming multilateral CTB negotiations.  The work should be
purely scientific, and the Group should not assess the adequacy of the system for )
verifying a comprehensive test ban. '

The composition of the Ad Hoc Group in its continued work would remaln
unchanged. We hope, however, that experts from additional CCD member States would
participate. The facilities and data needed for the experiments would be
contributed by participating countries on & voluntary basis, and no intermational
funding is foreseen for this experiment. The Ad Hoc Group should work as quickly
as possihie and present a report to the CCD not later than during the Spring seSsion
of 1979. In thls context, I must again remind you of the General Assembly o
resolutlon in Wthh the three nuclear-weapon States involved in the tr1latera1 )
talks regarding the CTB are urged to expedite their efforts and to transmlt the '
results to the CCD. ~~In the same resolution, the CCD is requested to take up the
matter with the utmost urgency with a view to the submission of a'draft treaty to
the‘speoial session., It is a matter of deep concern to my Govermment that such
multilateral negotiations in the CCD have not yet started. )

I will now turn to one important component of a global monltorlng system,
namely, international data centres, which w111 be of 1mportance also for practical
experiments. '

International seismological data centres sre principal components of the
international co—operatlve measures cons1dered by the Ad Hoc Group of seismic

experts. The essential task of the data centres would be to deteot and looate
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seismic events from reported data and to collect and coupile data -for event
1dentificatlon,, The final assessment of all data relevant to the moﬁi%orlng of,
a CIBT should, however, be made by the individual States parties to the treaty.

The international data centres would enable States parties to a CTBT to get

.easy access to adequate data and thereby facilitate their active participatiqﬁ,in
the verification of a treaty. It will be essential that all parties to a CTBT.
have full confidence in the impartiality and proper functioning of the data centres.
Therefore, to ensure a truly intermational nature of the seismological monitoring
system, the data centres should not be established exclusively by the major nuclear
countries or their allies. ,

In a statement earlier in this Spring session, my delegation expressed the
preparedness of my Govermment to take measures to finance, to establish and to.
operate an international data centre in Sweden, provided that satisfactory A
arrangements can be made. That centre would be open to personnel from other States
to work at the centre either on a permanent basis, as part of the operaﬁional staff,
or on a temporary basis, to conduct research in connexion with the activity of the.
centre.. Free and easy access would be given to all facilities at the centre. ‘

~. For practical experiments, as part of the continued work of the Ad Hoc Group,

we envisage that at least one data centre would be established and operated on a
temporary basis, . During the experiments the data centre would process reported -
data according to procedures. worked out by the Ad Hoc Group and rediét;ibgtévthé
results to participating countries. To facilitate the practiecal qxpeiiménj,‘
Sweden is_prepéfed to set up andszerate a temporary data centre for that purpose.
We are prepared to put sugh a temporary data centre intc operation in the  course of
this year, and to carry the associated costs. The Swedish offer regarding a |
temporary data centre is of course based on the assumption that a CTBT will comprise
a monitoring system. .

.. The report of the Ad Hoc Group is the only tanblble result that has been
achleved by the CCD up to this point of the Spring seszsion. Ve hope that a .
decision on a new mandate for the Group can be taken shortly. -By taking an active
part in the work of the Ad Hoc Group and in the multilateral negotiations thch we
hope will soon come,“mempers of the CCD would show that they are prepared to carry
their responsibilities in the urgent task of achieving the early.coﬁclusipn of

a CTBT.
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Mr. VOUTOV (Bulgariz): On 9 March, Ambassador Likhatchev, the
distinguished representative of the USSR, introduced on behaif of eight socialist
countries a draft convention on the prohibition of the production, stockpiling,
deployment and use of nuclear neutron weapons. As you know, my country is a
co~-sponsor of this important and timely document (CCD/559). Ambassador Likhatchev,
in his well-reasoned statement, expressed clearly the urgent necessity to examine
“this question in the Committee. We fully share and support the arguments
presented in the joint draft. I would like to 2dd some observations.

(1) We believe that the joint document of the socialist countries on the
prohibition of neutron weapons is in accordance with the spirit of the decisions

of the United Nations General Assembly on the prohibition of new types of weapons
of mass destruction. If we add to this the categorical stand of weorld public
opinion against the plans to start the production and deployment of nuclear
neuffon weapons, it is absclutely obvious that such a renowned and unique organ

‘of disarmament as the CCD could not and should not remain a silent witness of this
problem of paramount importance to the whole of humanity.

(2) The proposed draft convention is designed to contribute to the prevention of
a new round in the arms race, which is bound to have dangerous military, political,
economic and psychologicai implications. We completely disagreé with those who say
that nuclear neutron weapons will make war less probable than it is now. We think
it is a false a: ]l misleading assertion, is numerous scientists and specialists are
proving. I would like to quote only one of them, Dr. Frank Barnaby, Director

of SIPRI, who is well known in disarmament circles: "It is very alarming that

the decision on the use of the new types of nuclear weapons might be readily
delegated from the presidential level to the military commanders of certain areas.
The introduction of a new generation of nuclear weapons to non-nuclear States

would also make the proliferation of nuclear weapons to non-nuclear-weapon States
more probable. Finally, those new types of weapons could hamper the current talks
on arms controls." A » ‘ :
(3) Some of the delegations of the socialist countries have convincingly revealed
in their statements in the Committee the character of the neutron weapon. I

would especially recall the apprehensions expressed by you, Mr. Chairman, as
representative of the German Democratic Republic, about the aggressivé character
of the neutron bomb. The very fact that the neutron weapon is aimed at human
beings, while preserving material wealth, is quite instructive on the line of
thinking of its creators. But I would add at once that those who believe that
only the socialist countries are threatened by the nuclear neutron weapons are

deceiving themselves. The danger for the countries whose Governments would permit
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(Mr. Vcoutov, Bulgaria)

the deployment c. such weapons in the deusely populated arcas of Europe.will be
hardly a smaller one. I think this realization has. come to be publicly admitted
by a number of political and military leaders even in the MATC countries, some of
these leaders having the rank of Prime Minister and Minister of Defence.

(4) The ban on nuclear neutron weapons will put an end to some absurd designs of
western military planners vho are trying to male "acceptable'" the so-called
"féctical nuclear war'.  The neutron bomb is a nuclear weapon, and its use could
entail a full-scale nuclear war. I would like to quote here Lord Chalfont,
well-known to many members of the Committee, who represented the United Kingdom
in the CCD: "The neutron bomb is meant for use in the battlefield. The very
fact that this weapon blurs the difference between nuclear and conventional
weapons has grave implications. The threshold once eliminated, the battle will
degenerate into full-scale nuclear war',

(5) My delegation believes that without diminishing in the least the efforts
towards a successful conclusion of the negotiations on the nuclear-weapons-test ban,
on the ban on chemical and radiological weapons, and on the new types and systems
of weapons of mass destruction, the CCD should start without delay the discussion
on the draft convention on the prohibition of nuclear neutron weapons. The
peoples of the world expect the special session of the General Assembly to devote
particular attention to this vital problem in the field of disarmament. So,
.with the beginnii.g of negotiations on one more probable direction of the arms race,
the CCD could boast yet another success in the fulfilment of its tasks as an
important organ of disarmament. |

(6) The draft convention is neither an appeal nor a general declaration. It is
a well-prepared document, formulating the rights and obligations of the
signatories. It reflects the international legal experience that has so far been
accumulated in élaborating such conventions, and gives wide opporturity for
co—operation in carrying out its aims as well as in the strict observance of its
provisions. Its adoption will fill a threatening gap in the disarmament field.
(7) The Bulgarian delegation considers that this noble initiative has been
correctly placed for consideration in the CCD, at the right moment., This
Committee is the right place for.discussion of such a problem. With the necessary
deepening of our knowledge of the subject and with awareness of the responsibility
that rests on this Committee, we can discuss all the proposals, so that a mutually
acceptable cohvention on the prohibition of nucleérbneutron weapons could be

elaborated.
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Inspired by such sincere intentions, my delegation, hand-in~hand with the
delegations of seven other socialist countries, became a co-sponsor of
document CGD/559. Having in mind all these serdous considerations and
arguments, we have been astonished to see the way our proposal was received by
Ambassador Fisher, the distinguished representative of the United States, who-
just brushed aside our initiative, using a language which I would rather call rough
than "plain®. Ambassador Fisher hardly used any arguments, piling up instead all
disarmament-related matters into a single basket. .Out of this he derived the
. verdict that the proposed draft convention was nothing more than a '"propaganda-
campaign'. T will be very frank and will not hide the fact that such statements -
reuind me of those made 15-20 years ago. Some representatives of non-~socialist
countries in this Committee have privately expressed their impression, calling
the statement of the United States delegation an "unwarranted confrontation which
has comnotations of the cold war".
l I am sorry, but I cannot agree with Ambassador Fisher that it was "plain
talk" in the CCD. His reaction was neither compatible with the business-like
atmosphere in the Committee, nor with the extent of the hopes of humanity for
strengthening international détente, for making it an irreversible process and
methed in international relations, for achieving practical results in disarmament
negotiations, for prevention of all possible new rounds and stages in the arms race.

My delegation has been and will continue to be in favour of sincere
constructive talks in the CCD. Unfortunately, in the statement in question, there
was an attempt to avoid the substance of the problem, to avoid an answer on the
main point -~ the fact that the socialist countries are striving for a convention
-to prevent a new direction of the arms race. The initiative of the socialist
countries does not deserve for any reason to be termed "propaganda". Of course,
in the past, such initiatives by the Soviet Union and the socialist countries have
on many occasions been described in the beginming in the same way, while later on
they were accepted as a basis for the elaboration of major intermational treaties.
But why should the same procedure be followed now?

Igs it correct to describe as "propaganda" the introduction of a document
in the CCD?  TIsn't it the right place for introducing a document of this kind?
Isn't it presented for discussion when the neutron bomb has become an alarming
problem for the world? Is the timing for the introduction chosen artificially, or
is it the right moment, after so many appeals of Parliaments and Governments,
after so many national and internmational initiatives ageinst the neutron bomb have

taken place, the latest among them held only two weeks ago, just a hundred yards
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from our Committ =2? T have in mind the NGO Conference on Disarmament that brought
together in Geneva from all over the world more than 700 delegates, including
former Presidents and Prime Ministers, prominent parliamentarians, including some
from the United States Congress, representatives of different religions, of youth,
student, women's and other organizations. An appeal to the special session was
adopted unanimously and I would like to quote a passage from it: 'Immediate and
urgent steps should be taken to prevent development, production and deployment of
any new varieties of nuclear weapons, such as neutron bombs'".

I followed with great sympathy and interest at the Conference the address of
a Japanese woman, victim of the first atomic bomb, thrown on Hiroshima. She
described the horror of the nuclear explosion on that fateful day. I could see the
answer to the qguestion, what would be the prospects for the development and
perfection of neutron nuclear weapons in the not too many years ahead of us, if we
fail to impose a ban on them right nowl This is not propaganda! This is an
expression of reasonable apprehensions, based on historical and scientific
experiencel

The statements and proposals by a number of delegations from non-socialist
countries at the thirty-second session of the United Nations General Assembly in
connexion with the necessity to prevent the appearance of new types of nuclear
weapons could also hardly be qualified as propaganda. I think that such
accusations shoul not be levelled agains: any delegation wiich declares itself
in the CCD in favour of the prohibition of nuclear neutron weapons. On the
contrary, very serious attention is due, for example, to the statement by
Ambassador Gharekhan, the distinguished representative of India, at the current
session of the CCD, from which I would like to quote: "Thus, we believe that
the development and deployment of the new weapon called Neutron Bomb, or the
'reduced-impact and enhanced-radiation' bomb, should be banned" (CGD/PV.77l,p.13).

Actually, even Ambassador Fisher did not deny the anti-humene character of
the neutron bomb, though he did his best to defend it, by pointing to the dangers
of other nuclear and conventional weapons. However, he failed to mention that the
problems connected with all other weapons were being discussed at bilateral,
trilateral and multilateral negotiations in Geneva, Viemna and elsevhere. There~-
fore, only the neutron bomb continues to be in a privileged position, and remains
outside the scope of disarmament negotiations, though there is no other such

controversial weapon in the world today. Is it normal and natural?
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It was not even mentioned that the Soviet Union had made a proposal for.
mutual renunciation of the production of nuclear neutron weapons which,if
accepted by the other side, would contribute %o the elaboration of other
‘important agreements in the disarmament field. This proposal was renewed
only three days ago.

In my statement in the Committee on 16 February this year, my delegation
expressed our satisfaction and gratitude for the efforts which the CCD itself
and the countries of the two co-chairmen, the Soviet Union and the
United States, have been making in the elaboration of a number of treaties,
as well as'inrthe ﬁreparation of new agreements on the banning of nuclear-
weapon tests, and on the prohibition of chemical and radiological weapons. This
is a realistic approach to the problems of disarmament.

" This is why the socialist countries are making in the CCD a constructive
proposal for prohibition of the neutron bomB, a proposal which cannot be
excluded in the climate of international défente, of the strengfhening of
co-operation between all peace-loving countries. ‘

- The Bulgarian delegation will welcome“any additional initiative and
suggestions which will bring us to the prohibitioh of nucleér héutron weapons.
We believe that the proposal of the socialist cduntries reflects the attitude,
the fervent wish and the aspirations of all people in the world. That is why
we appeal for creative and donstructive work by the Committee on the proposed

draft convention,
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Mr, FEIN (Netherlands): This is the first time that I have the honour
to address this Conference.

I feel it a duty -~ and a pleasant one at that —-~ to thank all those
colleagues who were so kind as to welcome me generously in your midst. I shall
meke it my duty to co-operate with you to the fullest extent possible in order Yo
forward the cause of disarmement, one that is of such tremendous importance to the
well-being of mankind.

I have also taken note of the many expressions of goodwill addressed to my
predecessor, who has now taken on duties of greater responsibility; your kind
vords to him have been brought to his notice and received with gratitude. He
would wish me to return those sentiments of friendship to you.

It is my intention to speak today only on one particular aspect of the many
igsues which face this Committee. I hope to revert to other problems of a
substantive and structural nafure at some future date. Today I should like to
make some remarks on the quesfion of a comprehensive test ban, and in particular
on the work of the Ad Hoc Groﬁp of Scientific Experts to Consider International
Co~operative Measures to betect and to Identify Scismic Events.

For quite some time now we have been waiting for the conclugion of a
comprehensive nuclear-test-ban tieaty. On many occasions the Netherlands
Government has put forward its views on this issue, both here in the CCD and in
the General Assembly of the United Nations. Ve are hopeful that positive results
can be feaéhed in the near future. Intensive trilateral negotiations are now
taking place here in Geneva between the Soviet Union, the United States and the
United Kingdom. Although apparently a number of difficult issues still have to
be resolved, the intensity of the negotiations is for us a sign that there is
light. at the end of the tunnel. This Qoes not mean that we are Tully satisfied
with the pace of progress thus far. Like many others, we would have hoped that
the results of thése negotiations could already have been tabled, thus making it
possible f§ present substantial results on this issue to the special segsion of
the General,Aséemblj(on_disarmament.

I shali notrcommont in detail on the possible content of a CTBT. However, I
would like to make a few general observations. First of all, I think it useful to
underline:that the test-ban treaty should be of substantial duration.j,A~treaty
that might fall apart after a few years would not be the kind of treaty we are
looking for. Wb.consi&er that a treaty should aim at a cessation of nuclear
tests for all time. Op this score, the three nuclear-weapon States will have to

fulfil the pledge they made in the preamble to the partial-test-ban treaty of
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1963; The treaty should also provide for effective srrangements to\ﬁﬁhold such
a ban by prohibiting nuclearmexplosion activities for uhetever purpose.

I should llke to refer to the statement made by Mrs. Inga Thorsson, the
dlstlngulshed representatlve of Sweden, on 31 January this year. Mrs. Thorsson
said: o ‘

"It is essential for the viability of a CTBT that verification‘is carried

out’with‘genuine international participation and that all parties to the

treaty haVe full access to all relevant data and information" (CCD/PV.767,

p. 47). | | | |
In our view, all States parties to the treaty should be able to part1c1pate 1n
the counsultative procedures, and verification must be carried out by the
international community as a whole. |

From these observations it follows that although my Government con51ders a
CTBT flrst and foremost to be a contribution to curbing the qualltatlve mclear
arms race by ex1st1ng nuclear—weapon States, the treaty must at the same time be
so designed as to solicit adherence by as many non—nuclearhweapon Ststes as -
possible. Only in that case could the treatj also be of substantial value with
respect to’theknon—proliferation of nuclear weapons. »

Iet me now turn to a specific issue before us: the report of the seismic
group. We consider the results of the Ad Hoc Group satisfactory, and in a sense
unique.A This is the first time that part of an international verifioationAsystem
has been worked out which would primarily apply to nuclear-weapon States. The
only other international verification system in existence is the nuclear
safeguards system of the International Atomic Energy Agency, but these safeguards
are not applied in certain miclear-weapon States.

On behalf of the Netherlands Governmont I should like to thank the
selsmologlsts who partlclpated in the selsmlc group for their 1mportant
contribution to the work of the group. In particular, I should like to thank
the Chairman of the group, Mr. Ericsson; and the scientific secretary,

Mr. Ringdal. They and the other members of the'group have brought a very N
complicated exercise to a satlsfactory conclus1on. ‘

The report describes what theoretlcally can be achleved w1th a seismic
system consisting of around fifty seismic observatories of hlgh quallty. Data
from these statlons would be fed into the Glokal Telecommunlcatlon System of the
Vorld Meteorologlcal Organlzatlon and collected and procossed in 1nternatlonal data
centres. The centres would prov1de Governments Ulth processed data with respect

to seismic events and could provide, if requested additional information relevant
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for the-didentification of a seismic event. The system thus would be an important
tool for States to determine whether a seismic disturbance is an earthquake or a
clandestine nucleaxr explosion. _

I would like to make & few comments on the three parts of the proposed system:
the observatories, the WMO communication network and the data centres.

It is clear from the report that there exists already at present a rather good
seismic network in-the northern hemisphere. Some stations will need to be. improved,
and would have to provide data on a daily basis, which would mean additional efforts.
However, these problems db not seem unsolvable. In the southern hemisphere, the
sitvation is less satisfactory. The capability of the seismic system in the
southern hemisphere is considerably less than in the northern hemisphere. I'or a
viable comprehensive test ban, it seems desirable lhat the capabilities of the
international seismic system in that region should be, in time, brought up to
comparable world-wide standards. This‘would mean that quite an effort will have
to be made in the squthern hemisphere. In this connexion it may be pointed out
that only a few experts from the southein heﬁisphere participated in the work of
the Ad Hoc Group. My Government would hope, therefore, that other countries in or
near the southern hemisphere would participate in the further development of the
system., ‘

It appears from the reportbsubmitted to us that the WMO communication network,
mainly used for the'ékchange of meteorological data, has technically enough excess
capacity to handle the extra data providéd by the seismic observatories in the
system. We might consider in .the CCD, however, at what point WMO should be
approached to establish co~operation'ﬁith the parties to the eventual ﬁreaty, so
that they can use the system for othér than meteorological purposes. In
consultations with WMO, we must find out, at an appropriate stage, what kind of
arréﬁgements would be suitable.

The third part of the system, the international data centres,(was, as I
understood, somewhat of a problem for the Ad Hoc Group. Soﬁe‘participants thought
it useful to mention alieady novw the possiblé places for such centres, while
others, including‘our experts, thought it more suitable for the CCD'to deéidevat
an appropriate time in the future wheve seismic data centres should be established.
The compromise reached mentions Moscow and Washington as possible centres— Both
being WMO communication knots— but it is alsgo recognized "that it would‘be u
desirable and would be technicaliy feasible +to establish internationai data‘
centres in other places as well". In this respect my Government has taken note
vith great interest that Sweden has offered, under suitable conditions, to provide
and even finance such a centre. My country has taken note with appreciation of

that offer.
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If is clear from the report that th2 experts in the A2 Hoc Group have made a
somewhat theoretical study. Exchange of information on a routine daily basis is
~outlined, which was never done before; new types of information must be
exchanged; mnew codes have to be developed to exchange the data over the WMO
. communication network; communications between stations and the WMO-system have
to be tested; procedures have to be developed to process data in the data centres,
retc., etc. It is therefore understandable that the Ad Hoc Group sees a need to
take further steps to test the designed system. The delegation of Japan has
already mentioned this question several times.

The report makes clear that considerable planning is necessary for such an
exercise. The testing of the system and the evalvation thereof would take about
a year. Like everyone else, we, too, hope that a comprehensive—test-ban treaty
will be concluded during our summer session. We would hepe that such a treaty.
could come into force early next year. It is clear, therefore, that the designed
international seismic system cannot be operational when the treaty enters into
force, egpecially if the preparation of these testing phases and the testing
itself are in any way delayed. Therefore, we would like to see a decision by the
CCD this week to start the planning of such a test. My country supports in this
. connexion the Swedish proposal for a new mandate for the Ad Hoc Group of seismic
experts, ag contained in document CCD/562.

In conclusion, I would like to point out that the establishment of an .
international seismic system could bring additional benefits besides assisting
in the verification of a comprehensive muclear test ban. The system will work
fast, which means that within a short time data will be available with respect
to éarthquakes all over the world. For the United Nations Disaster Relief Office
this could be of great importance, for example as a warning system and for the
agsessment of damage. Also, for scientific reasons, a world-wide gystem of high
quality could be of substantial value. It could potentially help in finding and
developing methods for the prediction of earthquakes. The system could algo be of
use in studying earthquake source processes and lateral inhomogeneities in the
earth.

It is the hope of my Govermnment that the valuable work of the Group of
Experts can be followed through by this Committee.
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Mr, ASHE (United Kingdom): As this is the first time that I have
spoken to this Conference during its spring session, I should like to addvmy
voice to those which have already been raised in welcome to our new colleagues:
Ambassador Voutov of Bulgaria, Ambassador Tadesse Terrefe of Ethiocpia,
Ambassador Pfeiffer of the Federal Republic of Germany, Ambassador Fein of
the Netherlands and Ambassador Adeniji of Nigeria. I can assure them all of oy
delegation's desire for continued co-operation with theirs, and take this
opportunity to ask them to convey our vest wisnes to their predecessors.

Iy Government has always considered the Conference of the Committee on
Disarmament to be one of the most important international bodies in the world
today. This is because it is the principal forum charged with the task of
negotiating measures of disarmament, and we here would all agree that disarmament
is one of the mosgt important tasks -- perhaps even the most important task -—-
facing the international community, involving as it does the fundamental security
of States and perhaps the survival of the human race. And in discharging this
heavy responsibility we here would all agree as well, I think, that the highest
priority should be given to nuclear disarmament. Certainly in his statement at
our last meeting, on 9 March, the distinguished representative of the Soviet Union
declared that he too considers the ending of the nuclear arms race and nuclear
disarmament as being ocutstandingly important. He stressed the urgency of all
States reaching agreement on a simultancous halt in the production of nuclear
weapons, and making a start on the gradual reduction of existing stockpiles of
such weapons, and moving towards their complete destruction. There is no
disagreement between us about the ultimate aim. You will see that the draft
programme of action for the United Nations special session on disarmament which
the United Kingdom sponsored along with nine other Western countries, and which
was later tabled here as document CCD/549, called for

"the halting and the reversal of the nuclear arms race in its

quantitative and gqualitative dimensions"
and proposed that this could be achieved by

"further strategic arms negotiations with the objective of reducing

and eventually eliminating nuclear weapons".

It was therefore with great regret that we heard the distinguished
representative of the Soviet Union move on from this fundamental position of
principle, which we share, to make a proposal which can only be described as
one~gided propaganda. I see no need to repeat all over again the arguments and

considerations which arise out of the issue of enhanced-radiation weapons ~~ the:
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so-called neutron bomb -- because these were plainly and comprehensively set out
by the-distinguished representative of the United States i1n his statement on the
same day, 9 March. But I want to emphasize two of the principal points which he
made. First, the decision to produce the reduced-blast, enhanced-radiation
weapon has not yet been tsken, and will not be taken without very careful
consideration of all the relevant factors, including its implications for arms
control and disarmament. DBut one thing is quite sure, and that is that when the
decision is taken -- one way or the other —-— it will not be influenced by
propaganda of this sort. The second point is that at the same time as they are
mounting this propagania attack ¢n enhanced-radiation weapons the Soviet Union
are going ahead with the deployment of devastating new weaporns systems 6f their
own -- weapon systems far, far more devastating than enhanced-radiation weapons.
The worst but by noc means the only example is the SS20 missile system; each one
of its three warheads could totally destroy any Western European city. That is
why I call the draft treaty which the distinguished representative of the

Soviet Union introduced at our last meeting one-sided propagania., I can see no
reason to alter this categorization as a result of listening to the speech of
the distinguished representative of Bulgaria this morning. I listened to all
that he said with the care which it deserved, but I can see no reason to alter
that definition. He said that the statement of the distinguished representative
of the United States of America last wesk reminded him of the kind of statements
that were being made 15 or 20 years ago. It comes to me as no surprise. I would
suggest that the answer is not hard to find. It is the introduction Sf one-sided
propaganda in this Committee. So I repeat that definition -- one=sided
propaganda.

So far, on the whole, this Conference has maintained its self-imposed
standards of integrity and probity and, whatever other criticisms way have been
levelled against it, has at least kept its reputation as a serious expert bcay
for the consideration and negotiation of disarmament agreements. I‘belié#é‘fhat
we should be very careful to preserve this reputation if we want the CCD to
continue in anything like its present form and to achieve serious disarmament
agreements, A good reputation is like virginity -- once lost it-is gone for
ever. But of course if we are bent on introducing propaganda into the Committee
and turning it into a political ¢ircus, then we all have tricks to offer. Give
me five minutes to write it out and I could offer you a draft treaty banning the
production and deployment of the 8S20. But I shall not do this, because I do not
believe that such one-sided and unrealistic frivolity would be worthy of the

dignity of this Committee, or of my own delegation and my own Government.
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What 1t all b01ls down to was clearly set out by wy Prlme Minister,

Mr. Callaghan, speaking in the House of Commons in london on 21 Pebru@ry, when
he said: |

"The neutron bowmb and its serious effects aré nov peing used by the

SoViet Union as a propaganda cover tc prevent discussion cf some of the

other serious weapons being developed. I went to ensure that this is on

the record. Iir. Brezhmev cen help iﬁ this matter if, instead of foéusing
propaganda on the neutron bomb,khe will enter into serious discussions at
the United Fations or elsewiiere on how we arc to deal with éome of the
other weapons that are now'beihg'developed and on which research is takiné
place. There is a formidable prospect facing the world on this particular
matter. I do not want to see the world destroyed by our terror. INor do

I want us to suécumb to blackmail by someone else's terror. It is in that

spirit that I think we must approach this matter."

I speak in sorrow, not in anger - and I speak in a spirit of conoiliation,
not of confrontation —- when I say that I hope that we shall not be lLearing much
mdre in this Committee about the draft treaty proposed by ;'the Soviet Union and
its allies of the Warsaw Pact last week, and that insteéd‘of this we shall be’
getting from them serious préposals for balanced and realistic steps‘towards
the control of the nuclear arms race. Certa;nly we shall regret the day if we

ever allow plain unashamed propaganda loose in this Coumittee.

Mr., FISIER (United Statés of America): At the outset of my remarks,

I would like to say that I am sorry that my plain tall: on the nature and effects
of nuclear weapons made my distinmuished Bulgarian colleague feel that he had to
characterize it as "rough" talk. If this is his opinion, he is entitled to it,
but I am not required to accept it and I do not; in fact, I reject it
categorically. I can only repeat what 1 said last Thursday: "We are talking
about weapons, particularly nuclear weapons, that are designed to kill and
destroy. Ve live with the awesome realization that the face of war is the face
of death; in the case of nuclear war, death on a massive scale., No amount of
circumlocution ¢an hide this fact". I do not intend to engage in such
circumlocution.

Today we have before us the report of the Ad Iloc Group of Scientific
Experts to Consider International Co-operative leasures to Detect and to

Identify Seismic Events,
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This Ad-Hoc Group was formed pursuant to the decision of this Conferehcé
of the Coﬁmittée on Disarmamenf at its 714th meeting, on 22 July 1976. Thdt.
decision indicated that the Group should seek to achieve consensus in its fepdrt,
but poipted.out that, whenever consensus could not be achieved, each expert would
be entitled to incbrporate his own views., The United States considers it
signif}cant that the letter of transmitfal indicated that there was a consensus
and, correspondingly, did not contain any expression of separate views.

Any..consensus document, of necessity, involves give-and-take on the part of
those participating in its preparation. It is, therefore, probably trﬁe that had
any individual member of the Ad Hoc Group had sole responsibility for the text,
it would have read somewhat differently from the text we have before us.
Nevertheless, we are pleased and encouraged to note that experts representing
various Governments and with diverse scientific and practical experience in the
complicated field of seismology could find the wide area of common opinionv
described in this report, The fact that members of the Ad Hoc Group were able
to do so reflects the serious and conscientious manner in which they handled their
task. I am sure that other representatives on this Committee will want to join
me in commending the Ad Hoc Group for a Jjob well done,

The report describes various technical aspects of a co-operative exchange
of seismic data for the purpose of detecting, locating, and identifying séismic
events. The term "identifying", of course, means discriminating between seismic
events which are of natural origin and seismic events that are man-made,
particularly seismic events produced. by nuclear explosions.

This wmeans that the report should be read in the context of a possible
comprehensive test ban., This does not mean that the report assesses the adequacy
of any system of exchanging seismic data for the purpose of verifying a
comprehensive test ban. The terms of reference of the Ad Hoc Group specifically
directed it not to do so, On the other hand, the terms of reference also made it
clear that the report should provide  analyses concerning international data
exchange which could assist Govermments in determining whether a comprehensive
test ban would be in the interests of their over-all national security.

The report describes in detail the technical and procedural elements of
an international network of stations which would continuously and rapidly
exchange collected seismic data. It describes new international data centres
which would analyse data from all national stations and provide access to all
of their facilities designated as international. The role of these centres
would be to detect and locate seismic events and to associate with these events

reported data relevant to their identification.
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The Group of Experts has provided us with a realistic picture of such an
international data exchange ne twork by considering existing and planned
selsmographic stations and equipment either available at those facilities or
which could be provided within current technology. A key recommendation of thé
Group has been the use of the commnications capabilities of the World
Meteorological Organization.

Wé‘mUSt, however, note that the expertsz caution that implementation of an
internaticnal data exchange will require changes and improvements-in equiprnent
and procedures that may be expensive, and will certainly involve significant
modifications to the routine-eperations-executed presently. TFurther, the
capability estimates in the report have been made in all cases on the basis of
theoretical analyses and assumptions. These estimates can only be confirmed by
experimental studies.

The Group has recommended that an experiumental exercise be conducted to
test the system it has described. This seems to us, generally, to follow a sound
scientific method and, specifically, to be supported by the facts developed in
the report. In general, when a new technical concept is introduced it is
usually investigated theoretically and the possible advantages frowm it are set
dowvn on paper. The report does this. Then o model is made or a laboratory
experiment conducted to see if the theory was correct and to point to any
deficiencies in the model. Corrective action may be taken before the new concept
is put into general use. The report recommends this.

There are particular reasons why this generally-accepted scientific method
should be followed in this case. The report has made an estimate of the
capability of various networks to detect and identify seismic events. It has,
however, been a theoretical estimate. The actual results to date, based on data
obtained from the major international seismic centre now existing, the ISC in
the United Kingdom, differ approximately one-half magnitude units from the
theoretical predictions made in this report.

For two underground explosions detonated under similar conditions, this
difference corresponds to approximately a factor of three in yield. This leads
to the conclusion that it would be useful to build on the theoretical estimates
contained in the report of the Ad Hoc Group of Experts by conducting an actual
experiment involving data exchange and evaluation of the type that this report
envigsages. For these reasons the United States would be prepared to extend the
mandate of the Ad Hoc Group of Lxperts and would be prepared to join with others
in the planning and carrying out of the experimental exercise recommended in the

report.
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. The CHATRMAN: Before adjourning the meeting, I would like to remind

the distinguished delegates that at the 773th meeting the Committee took a
decision to hold an informal meeting on the final report of the Ad Hoc Group of
Scientific Experts to- Consider International Co-operative lleasures to Detect
and Identify Seismic Events..

As we have still an adequate length of time, I suggest that we holdthe
informal meeting immediately after the adjourmment of the plenary meeting.

It was so decided. !

The meeting rose at 12.10 p.m.






