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~unique of the meeting 

The Conference of the Committee on Disarmament today held its 736th meeting in 

the Palais des Nations, Geneva, under the chairmanship of H.E. Ambassador Constantin Ene, 

representative of Romania. The Chairman recalled that, on 14 March, the CCD had marked 

15 years of its existence. This was an anniversary which gave the members of the 

Committee an opportunity for reflection on the work the CCD had performed and the efforts 

it had deployed in discharging its responsibilities as the only multilateral 

negotiating body in the field of disarmament. He expressed the hope that the Committee 

on Disarmament would enter its sixteenth year of life full of determination to redouble 

its efforts in order to respond sooner and better to the important tasks that the 

international community had entrusted to it. 

The representative of India (Mr. Kashi Prasad Jain) devoted his statement to the 

question of organization and working procedures of the Committee on Disarmament. 

He noted that the CCD 1 s basic structure rested on the principle of consensus and 

flexibility of procedures. The principle of consensus had ensured the sovereign 

equality of its member States. ·The Committee was master of its procedures and could 

modify or al ',er them, as and i>Jhen necessary, in the best interests of its work. 

'The representatives of the Soviet Union and the United States had been appointed 

Co-chairmen by a unanimous decision of the Committee on Disarmament at its first meeting 

on 14 March 1962, so that they could help organize the work of the Committee. On 

su"bstantive matters of disarmament, the representatives of the Soviet Union and the 

United States could speak and act for their respective Governments only. 

The representative of India also considered, in the light of previous experience, 

that a working group or any other subsidiary organ of the CCD should be established on 

an ad hoc and case-by-case basis, as and when considered necessary. He also suggested 

that the possible association of non-member States with the CCD 1 s work should be 

arranged in such a way as to secure their contribution to the cause of disarmament. 

He observed that CCD meetings were private but not confidential. Its records and 

documents were available to all Nember States of the United Nations, and any delegation 

had the full right to brief the press on its position. 

With regard to the absence of France and the People's Republic of China from the 

CCD negotiations, he noted that the entire international community would warmly welcome 

their participation in disarmament negotiations for the achievement of a lasting world 

peace, which could only be based on total disarmament and a just economic order. 
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The representative of the German Democratic Republic (H.E. Ambassador Gerhard Herder) 

declared that the Memorandum of the USSR on questions of ending the arms race and 

disarmament of 28 September 1976, as well as the Declaration of the Parties to the 

1tlarsaw Treaty of 26 November 1976 should be taken into account in elaborating a 

comprehensive programme dealing with all aspects of the problem of the cessation of the 

arms race and general and complete disarmament. He stressed the importance of the 

participation of all nuclear-vleapon 0tates in a treaty on the complete and general 

prohibition of nuclear weapon tests. The representative of the German Democratic Republic 

held that the Soviet draft treaty on the complete and general prohibition of nuclear 

weapon tests provided an appropriate basis for solving the question of nuclear 

explosions for peaceful purposes under such a ban. He confirmed the view that 

national means of control supplemented by international exchanges of seismic data were 

sufficient for monitoring compliance with a treaty on the complete and general 

prohibition of nuclear weapon tests. The representative of the German Democratic Republic 

stated that the CCD should, as soon as possible, conclude the discussion on its 

procedures and that the Co-Chairmen should, at the proper time, submit a draft decision 

to the CCD containing all questions on which agreement was reached during the exchange 

of views on this matter. 

The representative of Bulgaria (H.E. Ambassador Raiko N'ikolov), noting the 

fifteenth anniversar.y of the Committee on Disarmament, pointed out the concrete results 

which the Committee has achieved. He stressed that, in the present conditions, the CCD 

proved to be the most appropriate body for conducting multilateral negotiations in the 

field of disarmament. He also commented on some procedural questions and strongly 

advocated the necessity to preserve the character and the stability of the CCD, which 

was called upon to play ali:3o in the future an important role in the solution of the 

crucial problems arising from the arms race. 

The representative of the United States of America (:Nr. Howard Meyers) read a 

statement by the President·of the United States commemorating the fifteenth anniversary 

of the founding of the CCD ~ 

The representative of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics 

(H.E. Ambassador V.I. Likhatchev) made a statement on the oecasion of the fifteenth 

anniversary of the Committee on Disarmament·. He pointed ou·~, in particular, the 

positive activities of this international organ during that period of time and also 

referred to some tasks before the Committee. 
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After that, tl:c Soviet representative :lwelt in detail on the problem of the 

prohibition of the development and production of new types and new systems of weapons 

of mass destruction. He recalled that the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics suggested 

the inclusion, among new types of weapons of mass destruction, of any types of weapons 

based on qualitatively new principles of action- according to the mode of use and the 

targets to be destroyed or the nature of the effect. The Soviet representative 

declared that an agreement on ne-vr types and ne\r systems of weapons of mass destruction 

should not prohibit what had already been prohibited by other agreements. He spoke in 

favour of the necessity to begin concrete consideration of the provisions and articles 

of a future agreement and, first of all, to reach an understanding concerning the 

scope of prohibition. In this connexion he suggested that, at this stage, attention 

should be focused on the identification of possible directions for the development of 

new types and new systems of weapons of mass destruction. 

The representative of Mexico (H.E. Alfonso Garcia Robles), after recalling 

that fifteen years ago the Special Representative of the Secretary-General had stressed 

the need for the Committee to attain concrete results, noted that this \vas precisely 

what the Committee had sought in vain over the last decade and a half regarding the 

adoption of genuine disarmament measures. 

Recalling also that, at the tenth anniversary meeting, l·Irs. Myrdal had remarked 

that the CCD had barely produced any tangible results, he referred to the 1973 eight­

nation memorandum (CCD/396) which stressed the Committee's responsibility to mankind 

and the United Nations, their increasing concern at the lack of tangible progress in 

its negotiations, their firm belief that the two Superpowers had the primary 

responsibility to contribute positively to the CCD 1 s work, and their opinion that the 

absence of two nuclear-weapon States from the CCD should not prevent it from 

discharging its obligations, especially with respect to a CTB. 

With regard to the present situation, Ambassador Garcia Robles noted that the 

unequivocal statements made by the new United States President in his inaugural 

address and their apparent favourable reception by the leaders of the Soviet Union had 

increased the responsibility of those two States, and failure to live up to those 

statements would entail a credibility loss and have profound negative consequences for 

the cause of disarmament. 
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Regarding a CTB, he stressed that, should the CCD want to avoid appearing before 

the General Assembly empty-handed once again, the nuclear-weapon States members of the 

Committee should act in accordance with the General Assembly's reiterated conviction 

that whatever might be the differences on the question of verification, there was no 

valid reason for delaying the conclusion of a CTB and that they bring to a halt without 

delayal~ such tests, either through a permanent agreement or through unilateral or 

agreed moratoria. He noted, in conclusion, that history would judge the CCD not by 

its longevity but by its results. 

The next plenary meeting of the Conference will be held on Thursday, 17 March 1977, 
at 10.30 a.m. 

-X-

* * 
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,!~Iru1AN: :Sefor'" entering u1Jon our usual business I would like to 

remind you, distinguished d2"0s<t='::, '-:,_a"t y:>str,~·1.'"'y, y 14 :r~::'~h, ths Comn:ittee on 

Disarmament mc;.rkecl its ='-5 yto;::;.rs of existence. 

This 1.-Jas an anniversary ·Hhich gavt,· th2 membc::rs oi the Comrni ttee 2"n op~)ortuni ty 

for reflection on the vwrk the CCD had performed and the efforts it had deployed in 

accomplishing its responsi1Jili tic.·s 1-s the only multilateral negotiating bod;:,r in the 

field of disarmament. 

Opinions nw.y differ as to the degree to ,,,hich its mission has been fulfilled so 

far; v-re have to recognize that 'de are still far from hav.:i_ng solved the most urgent 

problems for which the Committee was created. One thing can be safely said, namely, 

that during its 15 years the Committee on Disarmament has amply justified the 

confid.ence that peoples around the vJOrld placed in it. This was repeated again 

this ye0:r, at the beginning of our session, i•Ihen the ~)ecretary-General of the 

United liCI.tions made a pr·~ssing appeal, tha"t our negotiations must reflect a sense 

of urgency commensurate with the now prevailing threat to world peace and security. 

May I, on this occasion, express the wish '"hich, I v-Tould like to think, is 

shared by everybody around this table, that the Committee on Disarm?.Jllent enter its 

sixteenth year of life full of determination to redouble its efforts in order to 

respond sooner r>nd better to the important, though comTllex tasks that the 

internationa.l community believes it is able to perform. 

anniversary yesterd<w) 14 J'i,c\l'Ch 1977. It was most appropriate that this occasion 

was marked by a reception given by the Special Representative of the Secretary-General 

of the United Nations, in order to 3tress the importance that the international 

community attaches to the cause of disarmament and the v1ork of the Committee on 

Disarmament. 

The Committee on Disarman1ent is 15 years young today, in its service to the 

international community, as a unique multila-r;eral negotiating body in the entire 

history of mankind's disarmar;ent efforts. 

Ever sirlCe 14 Harch 1962, when the Co:r:nn:ittee on Disarm3n1ent held its first 

meeting at the Palais d.es N2tions in Geneva, it has been in continuous session, 

e:wept for recesses ne ce ssi ted by three main considerations. First, the Committee 

goes into recess at the time of the United Nations General jissembly' s sessions in 

which disarmament questions 2.re considered by the entire membership of the 

United Nations on a deliberative plane, so tho.t a full debate and exchange of viev-1s 

among all States can take place on the entire range of disarmament matters. The 1r10rk 
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(lvrr. Jain, India) 

of the Committee on Disarmament as a negotiating body is reviewed in particular at 

these sessions. TY Gener2.l .Assembly then ~.ssues guidelines nd. ins.tructions for 

the future and continuing worK of disa.rmament negotiations. Secondly, the Committee 

on DisarmEilllent observes a recess, so that its member States c2.n -- on the basis of 

these fresh guidelines and instructions framed by the General .Assembly each year -­

carry out appropriate studies in depth of the various questions in their capitals, 

develop their positions on the issues involved and. finalize instructions to their 

delegations. Thirdly, the Committee on Disarmament takes breaks to enable delegations 

e.nd the Secretariat to have some rest and recreation, so that they can come back to 

their vTork with renewed vigour. 

From time to time, members of the Committee on Disarmament have carried out 

informal consultations among themselves and have also held discussions on the floor 

of the Conference to consider hmv its work could. be better organized and its working 

procedures improved. to attain speedier progress tovmrds the goal of total 

disarmament. One such periodic debate has been taking place since the commencement 

of the current session on 15 February 1977. 
The Committee on Disarmament has no written charter, statute or constitution. 

It has worked. on the basis of the principle of consensus and flexibility of 

procedures. Its basic structure based on these hvo pillars has proved. to be sound 

for its work as a multilateral negotiating body on various disarmament questions. 

The Committee on Disarmament is master of its procedures and can modify or alter them, 

as and v1hen necessary, in the best interests of its work. 

It is clear that a negotiating body on disarmament cannot work on the basis of 

majority decisions. The principle of consensus ensures sovereign equality of its 

member States and enables recommendations to be made for serious consideration by the 

entire membership of the United Nations. 

It is against this general background that the following four issues, which have 

recently been under discussion among member States of the Committee on Disarmament, 

should. be considered: (i) The institution of co-chairmen; (ii) .Appointment of a 

standing/permanent sub-committee or \vorking group comprising the entire membership of 

t:r.e Committee to negotiate texts of treaties, conventions, agreements or other 

documents; (iii) the association of non-member States vJi th the work of the Committee 

on Disarmament; and (iv) the opening of all or some of the meetings of the Committee 

on Disarmament to the public and the press. 
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The institution of co-ch<:drmen of the Commi_ ttee on Disar:na'llent sh::mld be 

India) 

examined from the points of -JiC'"\·~ of it e l-Li s·r:8ri Ci:' 1 "l:l::- ck~':"c':.nd 8rd its im~;li cations, 

so that we are clear about its raisond'etre. 

13J its resolution 1660 (XVI) of 28 Hovem'oer 1961, c,·hich \vas adopted unanimously, 

the C~neral Assembly urged the Governments of the Soviet Union and the United States 

"to reach agreement on the composition of a negotiating body which both they and the 

rest of the world c<m regard 2~S satisf01.ctory". !.'!hen such an agreement \·Ta.s re;_-,ched 

betvJeen these t,.;o Governments, ths Generr.l Assembly endorsed the composition of the 

Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament in its resolution 1722 (XVI) of 

20 December 1961, which wets a.lso adopted unanimously. The same basic approach in 

regard to the composition of the Committee has been followed in the enlargement of 

its membership from 18 to 26 in 1969, and to the present strength of 31 in 1975. 

It is also essential to recall that, for the sake of better organizc-1.tion of its 

work~ and particularly in order to avoid sterile and protracted debates on procedures 

and_ ot:>J.er organiz~.tional mctters, the Committee on Disarmament decided at its very 

first meeting and in its first ever document, na'llely, EIIDC/1, that, \·7hile the ch2.ir 

would be rotated daily in English alphabetic;al order among all members of the 

Committee, "the Permanent Co-Chairmen of the Committee v1ill be the representatives of 

the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States of .America". 

The two Co-Chairmen of the Committee on Disarmament were required to consult all 

its other members ''nd make agreed. recommen a.tions, b.:wed on J ~1eir consultations, on 

proc9dural matters for adoption by the Committee on the basis of the principle of 

consensus. It should be noted that no deviation from this agreed organization of 

~,.,ork has ever occurred. 

On substantive matters, the representatives cf the Soviet Union and the 

United Sta.tes can speak and act for their respective C-overnments only -- just like 

other member Sta.tes -- and not as Co-Chairmen of the Committee, whether acting singly 

or together. Thus, for example, v1hen they present the text of a dr8.ft treaty or 

cc1nvention on a disarmament matter, vlhich hc,s been agreed to between their two 

GoveTnments, it is considered as a Soviet-United States draft and not as a 

Co-Chairmen's draft. 1\ll member Stc,tes, irrespective of the group to which they may 

belong, retain full freedom of expression of their views on and action towards that 

draft treaty or convention, even after it has been fin<:clly referrecl to the 

United. Nations General Assembly for its consideration by the Commi tteo as a whole. 
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The institution of co-chairmen has been established by a decision of the 

Committee on Disarnament. It is not an im1Josi tion from outsiJe. Any implication 

that the institution of co-chairmen detrEcts from the sovereignty of other member 

St.?,tes of the Committee would be totally erroneous and should be categorically 

rejected. 

As regards the question of the appointment of a standing/permanent sub-committee 

or vJOrking group to negotiate treaty texts on a specific subject or subjects, it has 

ahmys been understood that the Committee could at any time take any decision it 

might deem appropriate in the best interests of its work, on the basis of the 

principles of consensus and. flexibility of its rules of procedure. A case in point 

is the very recent instance of how the Committee had set up a Working Group in 1976 
to negotiate the text of a draft convention on the prohi.bi tion of military or any 

other hostile use of environmental modification techniqu.es (ENI10D Convention). It is 

accepted by everybody that this Working Group functioned effectively. Its example 

shows that it is best to constitute working groups or axty other subsidiary organs, 

whether appointed by the Committee or working under its auspices, on an ad-hoc 

and case-by-case basis, as and when considered necessary. 

It is absolutely essential that the Committee should not adopt any rigid 

framework for its organization of work or take decisione: on any basis other than the 

principle of consensus. The Committee on Disarmament could not work either within 

a rigid framework or on the basis of votes, if it were to function at all as a 

negotiating body. 

It should always be borne in mind that substantive differences on disarmament 

questions cannot be resolved by procedural devices. 

On the question of the association of non-member States with the work of the 

Committee on Disarmament, it may be mentioned that the membership of the Committee 

itself has been enlarged from time to time. Nobody has ever claimed that there can 

be any sacred figure or magic number in regard to the membership of the Committee. 

The Committee can always be further expanded, provid.ed that the basic difference 

between a deliberative forwn and a negotiating body is ah1ays borne in mind and that 

the negotiating body is kept small so that it can function effectively. 

It should. also be recalled that non-member States have been associated with the 

work of the Committee on Disarmament in various wEys. They have been most welcome to 

submit proposals, working papers or other documents pertaining to disarmament work. 

Their representatives have been included. in groups of experts, whether such groups 

have been appointed by the Committee or have vJOrked under the auspices of the 

Committee. One such group, namely, the Ad.-Hoc Group of Governmental Experts on 
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Nuclear-Weapon-Free Zones, not only comurised severe.l non-membc:r States, but had a.s its 

Chairman the representative of a non-member Stp te. Other simi. ler v?:::.ys cz·.n a.lways br? 

found. to associate any interested non-member Sta'ces vJi "ch the Hork of the Committee, as 

all States have a vi tal interest in dis,~rm.:'ffi'?'"'t. Ho'\·iever, it is 8quc;.lly evident that 

all States -- those who are members of the Committee on Disarm2l11ent as Hell as those i·Iho 

are not would not viish to destroy the negotioting character of the Committee. 

As regard.s the question of opening all or some of the m2etings of the Committee on 

Disarmament to the public a.nd the press, it is l:est to remember that these meetings are 

private but not confidential. The Com.'llittee's records and reports are available to all 

Hember States of the United Nations. Similarly, any d.elegation of a member State of the 

Committee on Disarmament has the full right to brief the press on its statement and/or 

position on any d.isarmament matter. However, it is universally recognized that 

d.isarmament negotiations can neither be conducted in public nor in the glare of publicity. 

The absence of two nuclear-weapon States, namely, France and the People's Republic 

of China, from disarmament negotiations has frequently been noted, keenly felt and 

greatly regretted .• 

France has been a member of the Committee on Disarmament ever since its inception, 

although France has not attended any of its meetings so far. 

The entire international community will warmly welcome the participation of France 

and the People's Republic of China in disarmament negotiations and will look forw2.rd to 

receiving their co~~tribution to the achievr'!ent of a l2sting norld peace based on 

disarmament and a just economic order. 

In conclusion, it is the vie1..r of the delegation of Ind.ia that the Committee on 

Disarmament, being master of its procedures and working on the basis of the principle of 

consensus, can always and at any time modify its organiz,l.tion and procedures of work in 

the best interests of achieving speed.ier progress tovJards the goal of total 

disarmament. 
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rJ:r. HERDED. (Ge:cma_'l Democratic RqJu'ulic): It is a c;reat pleasure for me to 

have the honour of ~akinG the flool' on this historical elate. Yesterday the CCD marlced its 

fifteenth anniversary. Permit me, Comrade Chairman, to express to you and to all members 

of the United Nations staff Present here our congrettulations on this occasion and to 

\lish them success in their efforts to strengthen the CCD and to achieve further :procress 

in halting the arms race by nocotic-tinc neu and effective disarmament agreements. 

First of all, I Hould like to uelcoE1e, on behalf of the delegation of the German 

Democratic Republic, as ne11 representatives to the Conference of the Conunittee on 

Disarmament the nevr Co--Chairman, IIr. Houard }Ie;yers of the United States of America, 

Ambassador Gabriel 0. }1artinez of Argentina as uell as Anibassador Omran El-Shafei of 

the Arab Republic of Egypt. 

\Ie are convinced ·chat the presence of Ambassador Jain from India, ,,rhose experience 

and Jmov1ledge concerninG questions of disari!lament ire hiehly appreciate, will contribute 

to the successful work of our Committee. 

It i::: a great pleasure once again to meet Ambassador Erdembileg vrho, over many 

years, as Ambassador of his country in Berlin, macle a valuable personal contribution 

to the development of close and friencU~r relations betvreen ou.r hm countries. I vroulcl 

like to assure you that m~r delecation is vlilling to co-op::rate objectively and 

constructivel;y v:ith them in order to enable the Conunittee on Disarm2ment to measure up 

still better to its grmring role and responsibility. 

At present the movement to halt the ar's race and to ach" ove disarmament is 

acquiring ever vide:c dimensions. '.;.'his uas refle ccecl cd; the thirty-first session of the 

United Nations Generaly Assembl~r, vhere the clemaml for real :proeress in this field was 

again raised enphaticall;y. The disarmaLlent movE~ment of the peace-lovinc forces is 

gaining increasing import211ce in all parts of the 1rorld. This was proved by the fact that 

more than 400 million people have already sie;necl the A1')peal of the World Peace Council 

to halt the arms race. In viev of these and many other facts, ever-more favourable 

conditions are being created for the implementation of far-reachinc; measm·es to halt the 

dangerous arms race. Ilan~r initiatives have been taJ::en i.YJ. this direction, both outside 

and in the frame\rork of the Conference of the Conuni ttee o::J. Disarmament. 

In their Declaration of November 1976, the Parties to the \'/arsav Treaty expressed 

their view that at present the key question is "to put into effect the existing 

initiatives, to advance along the road of achieving mandatory, effective international 

understandings in the sphere of clisarmament". 
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The delegation of the German Democratic D.epublic holds the vieu that the CCD bears 

a high responsibilit~r fo:;_~ t:1c e lc,'uo:'2.tion of eifecti ve disarmament measures. The 

Committee is a representativP orcan and has broad experience gained in the elaboration 

of a number of agreements on the cessation of the arms race durinc its 15 years of -vro::..'l:. 

'rhe role of the CCD is deternined by the fact that its objective is to reach general 

and complete disarmament. This orientation is contained in the "Joint Statement of 

Agreed Principles for Disarmament Hegotia,tions" by the USSR and the United StatcG of Anerica of 

2.0 September 1961. Nov as before, this statement is the basis for the activities of 

the CCD. \'le hold the vievl that, in connexion 1ri th the elaboration of a comprehensive 

programme dealin& Hith all aspects of the problem of the cessation of the arms race 

and general and complete disarmament under effective international control, the 

proposals and ini tiativec contained in the "Ilemorandura of the Soviet Union on questions 

of ending the arms race and disarmar:1ent" of 2.8 September 1976, and in the Declaration 

of the WarsaH Treaty member States of 26 November 1976, have to be taken into account. 

J3earing in mind the actual international situation, these docurnents choH concrete vmys 

of solution and for achievinc, step by step, general and complete disarmament. 

Thus the fact is taken into account that, up to no1.v, some States are not ready 

to accept a radical cessation of the arms l'ace and to realize comprehensive disarmament 

measures. \Iithout losinc sicht of the stratec;ic ain - general and complete disarmament 

these documents focus on nuclear disarmament measures, starting 1rith the universal 

prohibition of the use of nuclear ueapons -.11 the frammvork 01 a 1wrld treaty on the 

non-use of force in international relations and continuing right up to the complete 

liquidation of all nuclear lveapons. 

\within the framework of the present activities of the CCD, the consideration of 

measures for the prohibition of nuclear 1.·1eapon tests, new types of weapons of mass 

destruction and ne1v systems of ouch vmapons, as -vmll as chemical weapono, is of the 

utmost importanc~ The German Democratic Ilepublic reeards the complete and general 

prohibition of nuclear 11eapon tests as a key question for the cessation of the nuclear 

arms race. This measure; uill end the qualitative development of nuclear 1·1eapons and 

prevent the emergence of new t~rpes of nuclear ueapons. A radical solution of this 

problem can be achieved only by a treat;'/ to -vrhich all nuclear Powers are parties. Such 

a treaty 1..rould la;:,r upon all countries equal obligations and lead to the freezinG of 

the present situation as recards the development of nuclear -vmapons. It 1mulcl change 
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absolutely nothing in the existinc internation2l reldionship of forces. The securit~r 

interests of all States uoulcl be fully mail.tainecl, and all :3t.:ltes voulc1 enjoy the 

material and political benefits resulting fror1 such a 1Jan. 'l'his is the air.1 of the 

proposal of the USSR for the concll.lsion of a treat~r on the complete and 0eneral 

prohibition of nuclear ':leap on tests, vhich uas SUlJl':lortec. i__;~r a ere at majority at the 

thirty-first session of the Unitecl IT2.tions General Assembly. As co-sponsor of 

resolution 31/39, the Gerillc:'lll Der1ocratic Il.epuolic, nm1 as before, stands for the 

participation of all nuclear ?overs in a comprehensive test ban. VJe note vrith 

satisfaction that, during the ongoing discussion, these aims have been supported by all 

the other representatives -vrho, up to nmr, have addressed the CCD on the test ban issue. 

l:-1y delegation took note vi th c;reat interest the Swedish proposal for a treaty 

banning nuclear -vreapon test explosions in all environments. Although this proposal 

still needs to be thorouchl;y studied, I should like to make some preliminary comments on it. 

In her speech of 3 Narch, the d.istinc,uished representative of Si-reclen, 

Nrs. ·J:'horsson, said: "To ask that all nuclear-ueapon States negotiate, si[,TI and ratify 

a CTB treaty as a precondition for its entry into force vJill not, hm-rever, give the 

'ilorld a CTB in the foreseeable future." Instead of asldng for a comprehensive test ban 

binding on all nuclear-1veapon Pouers, the Sveclish draft confines itself to proposing 

a moratorium on m1derground nuclear Heapon tests to be at;"reed upon only b;y hw nuclear 

Pmvers, the United States of America and the USSR. 

NoH as befol~e, the other nuclear Pmrec:'s uould be allmrec~ to continue 1lith their 

nuclear weapon tests. Is this approach not likely to stimulate those nuclear-vreapon 

States that are left out of consideration in the treat~r intensively to continue 

testing in order to gain benefits a.c'"l.cl chance the existinc relationship of forces? 

Histor3r is aliilays a good teachel~. Allmr me to remind you of the fact that, for 

instance in 1958, the Soviet Union launched an initiative for a moratoriun on nuclear 

vJeapon test~> in order to halt the nuclear DTms race. But soon it appeared that 

opponents of a prohibition of nuclear Heapon tests uere misusing this attitude for 

obtaining one-sided benefits. A cessation of the nuclear arms race could not be 

achieved. 

\{e do not close our eyes to the fact that, since 195G, international conc1i tions have 

basically changed. Nevertheless, the lessons of the past should not remaill unconsidered. 
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In its article IX, the SvTecliGh draft treaty provides that if the treaty has not 

been adhered to by all nuclear-Heapon States x years after its entry into force, each 

party shall have the right to uithd.rmr from the treaty 11ith immediate effect. 

Considering the declared intentions of some nuclear->veapon States to continue vri th 

their nuclear vleapon tests, one can already today foresee the time Hhen the moratorium, 

therefore, Hill be called into question. An intensified nuclear arms race 1rould be the 

result of such a development. Thus, the moratorium -vrould prove to be an illusion ancl 

vJOuld do great harm to the cause of disarmament. 

The delegation of the German Democratic Republic proceeds from the fact that a 

comprehensive test ban includinc all the nuclear Pouers has to be achieved. That is 

the only possible iray of makinG real progress in halting the nuclear arms race. That is 

vlhat vle are obliged to fight for if 11e do not Hant to disappoint the peoples. 

In the final analysis, a ban on nuclear iveapon tests can only be comprehensive 

and effective if adherence to it by all nuclear-ueapon States is guaranteed, Therefore, 

\·Je consider the strengthening of the efforts directed towards this aim to be a main task 

of all members of the Committee on Disarmrunent. 

All possibilities should be usec1 to include all nuclear->Teapon States in the 

negotiations on a CTB. Necotia tions on this matter in conformity vri th 

resolutions 3478 (XXX) and 31/89 of the United Nations General Assembl3r are especially 

suitable because, i..'1. this re{_;"ard, the 1wll-lmmm attitude of some nuclear States -v1ith 

regard to the CCD is of no ioportance. Only the will of these States to parti•~pate 

in the elaboration of measures for hal tine· the nuclear arms race Hill play a decisive 

role. 

The proposal of the USSR to start negotiating a corresponding treat3r in the CCD 

opens up nev possibilities for procress on the road to a complete and general 

prohibition of nuclear 1·reapon tests. As some nuclear P01·rers have refused to 

participate in the negotiations provided for in resolution 3478 (XXX), the Committee 

could now play an extraordinarily useful role in the preparation of such an 

agreement. A draft treaty neeotiatecl and fully supported by the Committee on 

Disarmament Hould Hithout any doubt have a positive impact on the attitude of the 

nuclear PO\vers vThich are not ;yet ready to participate in the preparation of CTB agreements 
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In order to assure the co-operation and participation of all nuclear Pm'lers in 

the conclusion of "" treaty on a con]Eehens_:_ve nuclear -vrearwn cest ban, the creation 

of a corresponding international atmoS}Jhere is of extraor(inaril;'{ great importance. 

Guided b3r the desire to contribute to this matter, the \h.rsau Treat~r r.1ember States 

last year proJlOsed to the othe::." Statec vhich participatecl in the Helsinl:i Conference 

to conclude a treaty in vrhich they uould assume the obliec:.tion not to be the first to 

use nuclear vreapons against each other. Ue deeply re::;ret that the reaction to this 

:proposal so far shmm b;;r the lTA'J10 member States has been a nec;ative one. 'Ji th 

astonishment \'le noticed at the sarne time that certain NATO circles are even considering 

a reduction in the threshold for the use of nuclear -vreapons. 

One question which needs to be solved in the frammrork of a treaty on the complete 

and general :prohibition of nuclear lveapon tests, is the question of nuclear explosions 

for peaceful purposes. Studies of I.AEA and a number of experiments shml that PNEs 

are of :potentially great sienificance in the solution of immense economic and 

technical tasks. Proceedinc; from this fact, many States, here in the Committee on 

Disarmament as 1rell as in the United Nations and I.AE.A, again and again demanded a 

guarantee that benefits from such e:J.'}llosions -vrill be made available to all interested 

non-nuclear weapon States in accordance 1ri th article V of the Treaty on the 

Non-Proliferation of Nuclear \'leapons. Therefore, in our opinion, a treaty on the 

:prohibition of nuclear Heapon tests should not exclude from the very beginning nuclear 

explosiens for pe~ ceful purposes. It alsc should not provide:; for conditions which, 

in fact, make such explosions impossible. \Je full;y subscribe to the demand that measures 

to halt the arms race should not hamper the application of achievements of science 

and technology for peaceful purposes. The use of nuclear enerfur for peaceful nuclear 

explosions should be further cuaranteec.. Furthermore, the banning of PNEs uould 

constitute a subsequent revision of the HPT. 

Starting from these considerations, the delegation of the German Democratic 

Republic holds that article III of the Soviet draft treat;)' on the complete and general 

prohibition of nuclear 1vea:pon tests is an appropriate basis for the solution of the 
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PNE problem. The procedure provided for in this article vrould guarantee that the 

conduct of nuclear e:xplosiono fo:c peaceful purposes vill (a) not lead to the 

proliferation of nuclear ueapons and (b) not serve to undermine a CT:B. 

It is nececsary that the nuclear-ueapon States, in connexion Hith the ne0otiations 

on a treaty on the complete and General prohibition of nuclear \veapon tests, should 

also agree upon special arrangements ~-rith regard to nuclear explosions for peaceful 

purposes. The Treat3r betvreen the USSR and the United States of .America on 

Underground Nuclear Explosions for Peaceful Purposes of 1976 could play a positive 

role in reaching such an a6Eeement. 

With regard to the problem of verification and control of compliance >lith a 

treaty on the complete and general prohibition of nuclear vreapon tests, ·He confirm 

our view that national means of control supplemented by international exchanges of 

seismic data, still to be agreed upon, are sufficient. "vle fully share the vievr of 

the representative of the People's Republic of BulGaria, Comrade Ambassador Uilwlov, 

v1ho on 2A, February declared before this Committee that "control presents no 

technical difficulties and is no longer a Genuine problem". \ve fully support his 

comprehensive explanations on the aystem of control. In order to confirm this point 

of vim.;, the German Democratic Republic now participates with one expert in the 

activities of the Acl Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider International 

Co-operatiVe }1easures to Detect and to Identify Seismic Events. 

\'le are looking forv1arcl >vith Great interest to the statement of the delegation of 

the United States of America on a CTD announced for this session. 

My delegation expresses its hope that a const1~ctive contribution by the 

United States vlill help us to achieve progress on the road to the conclusion of a 

corresponding treaty. At a later stage, after having clarified the basic political 

questions, an ad hoc working group of the Committee on Disarmament could start 

drafting the text for a treaty on the complete and general prohibition of nuclear 

weapon tests. 



CCD/PV.736 
2C 

(lir. He:cder, German Democratic Republic) 

Last ;year 1 s intensive and r;uccessful uork, GSIJeciallJ the preparation of the 

E:NliOD Convention, confirmo the vimr of m;:,r delegation that the Committee on 

Disarmament is a flexible and e:;_'fective negotiating body. \ve are in favour of changes 

in its procedures if the;'l 1rill inc:coc:.so it::: effectiveness. I3ut vre are resolutely 

against the involvement of this Conmittee in endless discussions on technical 

ani procedural questions. WiJ~h cood reason, man;y delegations have noted that there 

must be no quest~.on of carrying out changes for the sal::e of changes. In the past 

few years, the Committee on DisarmruJent h~s developed manifold forms for its organization 

of i-TOrk: plenary meetings, informal mec;tings, informal meetings vrith the 

participation of experts, as vrell as the establishment of ad hoc vrorking groups. 

These organizational forms proved to be useful, and should not be complicated by 

establishing inflexible bureaucratic machinery. That is vJhy He are against the 

establishment of a so-called permanent sub-comn1ittee. 

· ,Uve share the vimv that even the most sophisticated system of procedures cannot 

replace a missine; political will. lly delegation therefore, stands for the conclusion 

of the discussion on questions of procedure as soon as possible. It supports the 

proposal that, at the proper time, the Co-Chairmen should submit a draft decision 

to the Committee containing all questions on ivhich agreement vJas reached during the 

exchange of vieHs. In this vmy, it -vwuld be possible for the Committee to concentrate 

more on substantial questions, such as: (a) the complete and general prohibition 

of nuclear vreapor. tests; (b) the prohibit~Lon of the developY'1ent and manufacture 

of nevr types and systems of >Teapons of mass destruction; and (c) the prohibition of 

chemical weapons~ 
The main concern of the Committee should be the achievement of visible progress 

in these fields. This \lould be at the same time the best contribution to its further 

strengthening and to the preparation of the forthcoming special session of the 

United Nations General Assembly on disarmament. 
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weapons has radically affected p:::>litic2l, mi:litary and strategic thinking. The 

international community has quickly become c.ware of the gr2,Ve danger in which the arms 

race, in ho}h nuclear and conventional weapons 9 places world security, and the imperative 

need to make every posBible effort to promote disarm2,ment. The Committee on Dis~rmament 

was created in response to the demands of the re2lities of the v1orlcl in whiGh we live. 

Today is the fifteenth annivers2ry of its croation. No other organ for multilateral 

negotiations on disarmament has functioned fo:r so lol-o_g. 

The work of the Conference of the CommHtee on Disarmament ta,kes place within the 

frame\•JOrk of activities aimed at halting the arms race, eliminating the threat of nuclear 

war, and consolidating interna.tional security. On the occa'$iOn of the fifteenth 

anniversary of the CCD one cannot refrain from reviewing, hov1ever briefly, the results of 

the negotiations that have taken place ·within it up to now. As is kno-vm, the CCD has 

to its credit the elaboration of several international instruments 7 such as the Treaty 

on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, whose exceptional importance for 

international stability in our nuclea-r age need hardly be demonstrated, the Treaty on 

the Denuclearization of the Sea-bed 7 which had the merit of excluding the nuclear arms 

race from ocean areas covering 70 per cent of the surface of our planet, the 

Bacteriological vJeapons Convention, v1hich is the first international agreement in t.his 

field whose entry into force has allmved an entire class of weapons of mass destruction 

to be withdrawn from arsenals and destroyed 9 and the Convention on the Prohibition of 

the Military or Any G cher Hostile Use of EnVE'onmental Modifies oion Techniques9 aimed 

at preventing the spread of the arms race to a new sphere. 

While opinions may a.t times differ as to the value of these agreements, it is 

nonetheless true that they have all exercised a favourable influence on the international 

situation as a v1hole, and created _the poli tica.l premises for continuing negotiations with 

a view to the solution of other problems of concern to humanity. In our opinion, the 

normative achievements of the CCD are not to be ignored. The CCD has proved to be an 

effective instrument for the formulation of an international law in disarmament matters. 

Like other delega,tions no doubt, v!e should have liked to be 2.ble to express 

gratification at better results today, but disarmament is a long and difficult task. 

An assessment of the work of the CCD must take into account the complexity of disarmament 
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problems. If the results of negotiations up to now do not completely satisfy us, it is 

not the CCD as a multilateral negotiating organ. which is at fault. . It is ·not the lack 

of appropriate machinery, because such machinery exists, but the lack of a convergence of 

views on the substance of problems v1hich has always hampered the progress of negotiations. 

In present conditions, the Committee on Disarmament offers the most appropriate 

institutional framework for the conduct of multilateral negotiations in the field of 

disa:rmament. It fa.i thfully reflects the image of the contemporary world, because all 

geographical regions and all political tendencies in international relations are 

represented in it. 

If we have drawn attention to the work of the CCD during the fifteen years since its 

establishment, it is because this multilateral negotiating organ is sometimes the 

object of excessive and unjustified criticism from various quarters. This criticism, 

however, does not express the dominant sentiment within the CCD. We are convinced that 

in the future the CCD will also be called upon to play a predominant role in the search 

for solutions to the problems posed by the continuation of the arms race. The 

experience it has acquired over years of negotiation has made it a unique instrument. 

The CCD has demonstrated its efficacy when all its members in the negotiations were 

motivated by goodwill and a political determination to reach their goal. 

A debate on the CCD's procedure and organization of work recently began in its 

informal meetings. This debate is more or less a repetition of the discussions of a 

year ago. Proposals for the reform of the Committee on Disarmament have been 

advanced. A number of our colleagues have made their v ieVJs o _ the proposed changes 

known. As the distinguished representative of India, Mr. Jain, observed, the CCD 

has shown flexibility in its methods of work and composition; examples in support 

of this observation are not lacking. Thus, the number of members of the CCD was 

increased, first from 18 to 26, and then froni 26 to 31, with France ever absent. 

Alongside the· official meetings, informal meetings have often been held as a means 

of exchanging views on the substance of problems, the organization of work and 

the procedures of the CCD. The informal meetings of the CCD, with the participation 

of government experts to examine various specific aspects of problems on our 

agenda, are now a practice rooted in the CCD' s work. The Secretariat of the 

CCD has also become more closely associated with the preparation of the report on the 
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It should be added that the communiques issued after official 

meetings h1we become ;nore complc,te. Experic11ce has :proved the:.~ it 1Nas useful, at an 

advanced stage of negotiations 9 after the principal obstacles had been overcome, to . 

create ad hoc 1Norking groups to drav1 up the text of the agreement in question. Last 

year, a group of this kind prepared the text of the Convention on the Probibi tion of the 

Military or Any Other Hostile Use of Environmental l>Iodifica.tion Techniques. 13y all 

a.ccounts, it will again be necess&ry to rr.;sort to this method of vJOrk at the appropriate 

time. 

Every-thing I have just said confirms that there have been changes in the 

organization, procedures and methods of v1ork of the CCD, but these changes have always 

met needs 1Nhich have emerged in connexion with the negotiations. Change should not be 

an end in itself, whether it concerns the procedure of the CC]) or its structure. V.Je 

support the proposal that the verbatim records of meetings of the CC]) should be 

distributed in New York to St2tes not members of the CC]) as and v1hen such reco:rds are 

issued. In this way States would be in a better position to follow the progress of 

the work of the CCD. 

As is well known, the Committee on Disarmament is not c:m organ of the United Nations, 

but that does not mean that it functions in isolation from the United Nations. Every 

year the Committee on Disarmament submits a report on its activities to the 

General Assembly, on the one hand, and the G neral Assembly submits its recommendations 

to the Committee, on the other. The Gener2J Assembly of the United Nations and, in 

pa.rticular, the First Committee constitute a forum for deliberations in which disarmament 

problems occupy a central position, 1t1hereas the Committee on Disarmament is a 

negotiating body. The members of the Committee on Disarmament which participate in the 

deliberations in the United Nations drm-1 therefrom the necessary conclusions for their 

work in the Committee on llisarma.ment. An enduring link exists betvJeen the Committee on 

Disarmament and the General 1 ssembly of the United Netions. The present status of the 

Committee on Disarmament vis-a-vis the General Assembly offers unquestionable advantages 

and provides the conditions necessary :l:'or the efficient conduct of negotiations. 

Consequently, it is essential to preserve the character and sta.bility of the Committee 

on Disarmament. 

During the discussions on procedure and working methods, the question of the 

co-chairmanship of the CCD 1t1as again raised. l'1y delegation's position on this question 
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has not changed. We share the opinion of most members of the CCD that co-chairmanship 

by the representatiVE" '3 of the USSR and the Uri ted States meets ~,"ndeniable political 

needs. The considerations which governed tbe establishment of this institution 15 years 

ago are still valid. 

on 24 February: 

We agree with Ambassador Jay of Canada, who said in his statement 

"There are many persuasive rec.sons why tha.t institution became the 

cornerstone of the CCD and continues to enable our body to reflect year after 

year the main stra.tegic reality of the political and military environment in 

which we seek to be influential". 

The institution of co-chairmanship derives from the special role incumbent on the two 

great Powers both within the CCD and in the world at large. The value of this 

institution for us also derives from the responsibilities assumed by the two great Powers 

in the United Nations as permanent members of the Security Council. At the practical 

level, co-chairmanship serves the fruitful development of the vmrk of the CCD. Everyone 

understands the significance of an agreement between the two great Powers on the approach 

to the future work of the CCD. In this matter, the Co-Chairmen's duty to act in 

concert with regard to the organization of work and procedure introduces a positive element 

into the negotiations. The distinguished representative of India, Mr. Jain, viho has 

again, at this meeting today, described the historical background of the institution of 

co-chairmanship, demonstrated most eloquently and 1.-Jith supporting arguments, the 

raison d 1 etre of this institution, 1.-1hich in no w2y jeopardizes the sovereign equality 

of Sta.tes or the democratic development of the discussions, because negotiations in the 

CCD are conducted on the basis of respect for the principle of consensus, which consists 

in reconciling divergent positions by means of reciprocal concessions. Certain 

colleagues incline to the vievJ that the abolition of co-chairmanship would make possible 

the participation in the CCD of France and even the People 1 s Republic of China. :But 

it is well known that the attitude of these two nuclear Powers to negotiations on nuclear 

disarmament matters and, in particular to the CCD is prompted by quite different 

considerations. 

As we have emphasized, three problems lie at the centre of attention of the CCD 

this yea.r: the general and complete prohibition of nuclear weapon tests, the prohibition 

of chemical weapons, and the prohibition of the development and manufacture of new types 

and systems of weapons of mass destruction. There is a great desire to carry the 

negotiations forward and to 2.chieve progress on each of these problems. There is every 

reason to believe that the prospects of doing so are at present better than before. 
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lt!e all hope to be able to bring nevJ results 1:i th us to the special session of the 

General Assembly of 1 '1e United Hat ions in 19-:r;. ·v_r.~ do not? he- ever, share the feelings 

of some of our colleagues v1ho imply that the future status of the Committee on Disarmament 

v1ill depend on the report on its vvork v1hich it ~~ill submi+; to the General Assembly at its 

special session, because firstly, the solution of disarmament problems does not, by the 

very nature of those problems, always le-,1d itself to a. time-ta.blG, and secondly, the 

special session of the General .Assembly devoted to disarmament cannot be a substitute for 

the existing negotie.ting bodies whicL t2xe 'lree1dy nsserted tlv;mselves. 

These are the few observa.tions v1hich vJe con:=Jidered it necessary to submit for the 

attention of the CCD at the present stage of its "I·Jork. 

Mr. MEYERS (United States of America): The Chairman and all previous speakers 

this morning have expressed congratule.tions to the CCD on its fifteenth anniversary, 

14 March. These sentiments are shared by the Hce.d of State and Government of my country, 

the United States of America. I have a message to this Conference from President Carter, 

whose lively interest in moving ahead to achieve arms control agreements has been 

evidenced many times. 

The message from our President is as follows: 

"On behalf of the people of the United States of America, I wish 

to extend congratulations and best wishes for the future to the Conference 

of the Committee on Disarmament on the occe.sion of the fifteenth a.nniversary 

of its founding. The negotiation of t:..eaties to curb ths proliferation 

of nuclear weapons, to eliminate the threat of biological warfare and to 

prevent modification of the environment for hostile purposes are accomplishments 

for which the Conference can be justly proud. 

"Even more challenging opportunities lie ahead. I have pledged to the 

people of my country that my Administration would pursue its full commitment 

to limiting the world's armaments to those necessary for national security. 

The Conference of the Committee on Disarmament has proved itself to be an 

effective forum for negotiating agreements leading to the achievement of 

this goa.l." 
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Today's meeting is extremely sicnifica.."1t. Yesterday ca11 the com:pletion of exactly 15 

years of the 1.wrk of the Corn:Ji ttee on Disarmament. In ctccordance i·Ji th ectabl1shed 

tradition, tve do not hole~ coumemora ti ve LJeetings. 'l'he Committee on Disarmament is a 

vwrking body vii th the task of holding 1Jusinesslike nee;otiations on disarmament. 

Nevertheless, I CaY'Jlot let this important dato ::~ass umuticeci. 

Over the past 15 years, there have been va::c:,·inc period:s of productivity in the 

Committee's history, and nevcrthelf":Jc ::'c io l'recisely here, in the Committee on 

Disarmament, that such agrcemen·co etc the Treat2r on the Hon-:i?roliferation of nuclear \Jeapons, 

the Treaty on the Prohibition of the Emplacement of Ueapons of Hass Destruction on the 

Sea-Bed, the Convention on the Prohi i)i tion of Bacterioloe-ical Vleapons and the Convention 

on the Prohibition of Hili tary or Any Other Hostile Use of l~nvironmental ·±Iodification 

Techniques have been worl~ed out. Of course, these <e.t;reements are only approaches to 

disarmament: they and other acreements lir:Ji t the arms race to some extent in inc1i vidual 

areas. Other important problems, such as the p:::.'ohibition of nuclear 11eapon tests, the 

prohibition of chemical 11eaponc, the prohibition of the devE~lopment ancl manufacture of 

new types and systems of i18apcns of i:J<J.Ss destruction and other questions arc also 

awaiting solution. 1;/e expresc the hope that the Cornmi ttee on Disarmament, 11hich has 

demonstrated its effectiveness in 110rldng out acreements on disarmament matters, 11ill be 

able in the very near future to nw.kc: an important contribution to the solution of these 

pressing problems as well. 

Today I should like to cl\Joll on one of them: the proh:~bi tion of ne11 t;y-pes and. 

systems of ~~eapons of mass destruction. \le are holding informal meetincs on this question 

\·Ji th the participation of e:xpe:cts this I·Jeek. :Sxperts from 13 countries are participating 

in these meetings. The fact that the firot of these r:1oetings, v1hic!1 took place yesterday, 

~~as held in a constructive, buoinooslike atl'Josphere civeo us a feeling of satisfaction, 

and this enables us to count on the filet tha-t tho present oeries of informal meetings 

vii th the participation of e:~:f;Ol'ts 11i1l represent a nm1 and important stac:e in the 

consideration of this gueotion 2nd 11ill enable lW to m0.~ce an early transition to practical 

negotiations on t!1e text of an acreer:Jent on this C}Uestion. 

I should noiv like to come to tlw substance of the matter. 
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The Committee on Disarmament continues the consideration of one of the substantial 

aspects of the whole probler:1 of limiting the arms race cmd averting vmr -- the question 

of the prohibition of the development and production of nevJ types and ne11 systems of 

weapons of mass destruction. As is lmo1m, a prorJosal to conclude an appropriate agreement 

was put forward by the Soviet Union in 1975 and attracted the attention of a larGe number 

of States. This question is not nov1 for the Commi ttce on Disarmament either. \le all 

examined it in a rather conc:cote manner by the i.JaY -- 1vi th the participation of experts 

from 11 States during our meetinGs last year. In thQ t '>Jay, businesslike consideration of 

the problem was started. It i"las helpful in clarifyinG a number of aspects of the problem 

of the prohibition of ne1v type a and ne1·1 systems of lJeapons of mass derJtruction, in 

understanding better the substance of the question, and in putting fon1ard constructive 

views concerning the \Jays for the solution of this p:co blern. 

The submission of the Soviet proposal 11i th recn.n1 to the prohibition of the 

development of new types and nm; systems of 11eapons of mass destruction uas Jictated by a 

desire to put an end to the utilization of scientific and technological discoveries 

for developing nevJ dangerous t~'1}83 of 11eapons 11hich, in terms of their destructive 

effect, could become comparable 11i th nuclear, chemical or bacteriological 1.1eapons, or 

even surpass them. Accelerating scientific and teclmological progress poses 11i th all 

acuteness the problem of preventine the emercence of ne1J types and ne>,J s~rstems of such 

weapons and, if measures are not taken in time, the arms race may start in qualitatively 

new directions. 

At times pronouncements can iJe heard to the effect whether it is no11 1wrth dealing 

with the problem of the prohibition of ne-11 types and new s;>rstems of weapono of mass 

destruction and spending tiue and effort to this end 11hile much more topical problems of 

the prohibition of the t;ypeo and s:rstems of 'd3apons of nass destruction already in 

existence have not been sol vec1 so far. Our firm response to this is as follm·J3: certainly 

it is 1·10rthwhile. 



d20truction. In our Com:Ji ctco -- £:nc~ ;wt unlJ in Jlt::' Co'-JDi ttee -- the nece::::si ty of 

solv.:.ng, on a priority basj_::;, t~w proiJler~c co1'.:.18C"c8d 1;itl• precisely such typos of \·JealYJnc 

has, as a rule, been euphasizod. L.n,l it is c:nitc ob··ious that, <:hile \!O favour the 

speediest prohibition of the t3rl)OS o£ '\veaponc of 1~acs destruction which have been alreac[y 

d(;veloped, >·Je must n1:1,turally t~ko care to avert, ia ti;Je, the~ development of their possible 

ne>J varieties. ;~c;reements ancl 8,ccon's em the li;nitation or prohibition of certain existi"J.c.; 

types and systems of \-leapons of L1f.t:JS c1ostruc"c:;_cn lJa·oc bo8n already elaborated or are 

being elaborated, but there a:cc nc 8,[!,TeOTJ.Jenk; bann.inc tho development and creation of ne>J 

types of weapons of masG destruction. It io coumon lmm1ledee that there are no limi tationo 

on the use of scientific achievements for such purposes. At the same time everybody ac,rrees, 

in principle, that the dancer of the c1evo1o)ment r:lf ne11 typen of \veapons of nass 

destruction is quite real. 

'rhus, ~1hile we are iJorkinc; to find solutions to the problems of curbinc or banning 

existing types of ~~eapons of mac>S destruction, tho emergence of their ne11 types and systems 

cannot be ruled out. It stccnc1s to l'oason that the task of disarmament, 11hich is already 

complicated enough, vJOuld become even more com,)licated as a result of this. Should v'Je 

v1ai t for such a course of developments? Surely it is much easier, in our opinion, to 

reach agreement on the prohiiJi tion of any given type of 11eapons before the;;r emeree rather 

than after such \-Jeapons h1:1,V0 oeen developed, manufactured and deployed by the armed forces 

of any given States. \ve have Drmm attentio.: t') this point before a.nd are hopeful that 

it will be duly taken into acco1.mt. 

Sometimes proposals are put fonmrd to the effect that ne11 types of 11eapons of mass 

destruction should be pro hi 1Ji ted 11hile they emerco. But the o bj ecti ve is precisely to 

forestall such a course of clevelopmentc and to raise a barrier on the ron.Cl to the 

development of nevJ types of 1wapons of uass dec::truction. 

As is kno1m, the thirty-first sGosion of tho Dni ted Nations General Assembly, 

having considered the state of ;;_ffair;J ivi th re::;\~_rc1 to the implementation of the proposal 

on the prohibition of ne11 typos and nc:1 J systems of ~:capons of mass destruction, adopted, 

by an oven1helming majori t;:r, rc)colution 31/7L]. (it \!as supported by 120 States) 11h.i.ch 
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requested the Committee on Disarmament to continue the negotiations, \·lith the assistance 

of qualified governmental experts, aimed at vJOrking out the text of an agreement on the 

prohibition of the development and manufacture of nmJ types of weapons of mass 

destruction. 

The Soviet Union attaches e:cclusi ve importance to the \~ide and constructive 

participation of countries mcEJbers of the Committee in the consideration of tl1is problem, 

for its practical solution re~juires concerted efforts by many States --and above all, 

by the States that are important Pov1ers in military terms -- i·Jhich are most capable 

of developing and producing nm1 types <md nevi systems of iveapons of mass destruction all 

by themselves. Prerequisites ilonld thus be crea tee for proceeding 1·1i th concrete 110rk 

on the text of an approprio,te ag-.ceement in accorda.nce '.lith the resolution of the 

United Nations General AsserJbly. 

The question of hm~ the subject-matter of the prohibition should be put in concrete 

terms was at the centre of discussions during the h10 previous sessions of the Committee 

on Disarmament. Indeed, this CJUestion is both important and far from easy, since 11e are 

botmd to deal 1vi th the problem of prohibiting such types of weapons 'tJ11ich are as yet 

non-existent. HovJever, in no \·Jay can this problmn be considered insoluble. 

In trying to mal;:e thG Jiscussion on this issue businesslike and constructive, the 

Soviet delegation to the Committee on Disarmament voiced a number of specific p:;_·oposals 

at its last session. Considerations in this regard are also set forth in the 

Soviet Union's }1emorandum on questions of endinr; the arms race and of disarmament ivi th 

which the members of the Comr.Ji ttee had a possi bili t;:/ to cet aCCJUainted. 

We 1·1ould like to recall that the Soviet Union is ready to suggest a.n approach 

according to which nei'l types of 11eapons of mass destruction v10uld include any types of 

weapons based on qualitatively ne11 principles of action -- according to the mode of use 

and the targets to be destroye'l or the nature of the effect. 

As to nm'l systems of \JC:<..IJons of mass rJesh·uction, they should not be developed 

either for new types of such iJca:;ons or for those types of I·Jeapons which are based on 

scientific principles already in usc but 1·1hose characteristics can be made even more 

dangerous by introducing n01.1 technical, combat or lot:istic elements. The Soviet side 

has also given corresponc1inc oxo,mples of possible t;ypes and sy-stems of \Jeapons • 
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"rhe vim·;s statr:c" in the ConDi ~cce on J.Jj sarrnsment ·'o~r SovieJ: exp,rts 11:i, th rec;arcl to the 

c~eterminat~Lon of the :::u~Jjcct lK.-~k:.c ~Jr _prohi~):.i.. t:i_cl:, <J.:c·oused consil[erable interest on the 

nart of ether })articipants i.n ::h•; ncc;otiation,~. /l c:isct~ssion, held in a iJusi,nesslike 

atmosphere, took place. ~lith their positions of principle, the representatives of other 

socialist coillltries acti vel~r su::;Jporteu the proposals of the Soviet Union. 

vlcstern reprGsenta ti vee [],leo st::.'er;::;''':l th:; topicalitJ and usefulness of the 

discussion. 

At the same time, the clel_co::tcs c:md e:;:~Y?:dc; of ~:. numbel' of \I estern Sta tcs pointed 

out that some of the possi!Jlc nel·l type~:! and nm·J systemc of i·Jeapons of r,Jass Jestruction, 

cited by the experts from socialict colmt:ries, either had already been banned by the 

Convention on the Prohibition of Dact?riological Heapons, or their prohibition vias being 

considered vJi thin the frammJOl';: of a futm.~e <'-t:;'Tee::Jent on the prohibition and 

destruction of chemical ,,1eapons, [l,C 11ell i1S 11i thil1 that of the Convention on the 

Prohibition of Nili tary or ./my Other Hostile Use of :;::;nvironmental Nodification 

Techniques. 

At the same time, references 11ere made to the approximate definition of ne11 types 

and new systems of weapons of J:Jass uestruction ( CC:0/514) proposed by the Soviet Union, 

and it was said that such a definition 11as of r.ml ti-purpose character and, therefore, 

also touched upon those types of \,·cn.pons of mass destruction 1vhich were prohibited by 

the agreements in operation or 11hicll c.:.re beinc; discussed in the course of other 

negoti'3.tions. In this conno::ion 110 11ould like tc state that, in submitting 110rkinc 

document CCD/514 containinG an 2-ppro:xirnate dcfini tion to the members of the Cor:nni ttee on 

Disarmament for their consideration, ov_r lJrimo.ry objective \las to list the criteria on the 

basis of 11hich it might be possible to come closer to a more specific determination of 

objects for prohibition. It seems to 1w that the vie1w set forth in our 110rldng document 

and also developed in the stat~mentt:' by the Soviet delegation and Soviet experts serve 

this purpose. 

Certainly, an agreement on ne11 types and nm1 systems of v1eapons of mass destruction 

should not prohibit 11ha t has been alreal'y prohibited by other agreements. This concerns, 

in particular, biological 11eapons. 
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\ As to new types and ne11 s~rstems of v1eapons of mass destruction based on principles 

of chemical action, vJe ag-ree that they can be cove1·ed 1Jy a.11 agreement resulting from 

negotiations on the prohibition of chemical 11eapons. In determining the scope of 

prohibition, an agreement on nm1 types and ne-.:1 systems of '\·Jeapons of mass destruction 

must take into account any possible understanding in this area, including ~r 

understanding of a partial nature. Hovle':er, at the present stage there is no agreement 

on the prohibition of chemical 11eapons, anu it is not yet lmmm 1-1hat its scope of 

prohibition v10uld be if it is concluded. A CJUGstion arises vJhether it is not 11orth1vhile 

examining the possibility of nm1 types and nm1 systGJns of chemical '\·Jeapons beinc 

covered by an agreement on nm1 types .::md ne11 systGms of 1-1eapons of mass destruction. 

We are looking forward to tho vie•w of other delecations in this regard. 

The Soviet delegation feels it iG time to proceed from a general exchange of vi(?'\IS 

not connected with provisions 2.nd articles of a future ag-reement to their Jnore specific 

consideration. In this conne:~ion 11e sho-uld evidently reach, first of all, an 

understanding concerning the scope of prohibition. As is lmo1m, paragraph l of 

article I of the Soviet draft abTeement (CCD/511) envisages that the definition of what 

is covered by ne1-1 types and ne11 systems of 11eapons of mass destruction is to be aG-Ceed 

upon through concrete negotiations. \Ie coulcJ therefore focus on the identification of 

possible directions for the devolo:0uent of ne11 typeo and ne11 systems of 11eapons of mass 

destruction. A ~~hole number of such directions have already been indicatecl and 

substantiated during our IWrl:. He •wuld like to he:cr other delegations' vimJs on this 

matter. 

We express the hope that c.ll participants in the nccotiations '<~ill make their 

positive contributions to the co11sideration and solution of such an important problem 

as the prohibition of the development and production of necJ types and ne11 systems 

of \·Jeapons of mass destruction. 



lfr. GARCTA ROBLES C:teYico) ( tra.nc:;lated from SJ2a.nish_): In ina.uguratinc; the 

l·;ork of the Committee on Diss.:.:d.::::r ... ~ •• t, 15 ;:;:;::rc agCJ yesterday, the Special Repressntative 

of the Secl~etary-Genersl. stated: 

"The recent General J~E'Sembly resolutions related to disarmament questions 

-vrould seem to incHoate that the Hembers of the United Nations intend to persist 

in this field 1.mtil the v·rorld' s deep and graving concern has been transmuted 

into concrete achievements". 

Concrete achievements. This is vrhat vre have sought in vain for 15 years in 

respect of the adoption of genuine disarmament measures. 

On the occasion of the tenth anniversary of the Committee, Alva Myrda.l, who had 

headed the delegation of S1·reden ot the inc>ugura.l session and vrho, vri th such clea:r­

sightedness and courage, Has to be the spokesman for her country ir: the Committee for 

so long, vJas compelled to confess \·ri th the greatest fra.nkr..ess: 

"Although, or rather because, I am 2 veteran from that early time of our 

disarmament efforts, I am incapable of showing much enthusiasm for 

celebrating today. ''/le cannot blind ourselves to thE' fact that in 

reality little has been achieved. --yes, that in reality tenfold more of 

armaments have been ama.ssed. 

next to nothing". 

In material terms our results amount to 

The follo-vring year, when the date of the meeting of the Cornmi ttee fell, not on 

14 but as it has C.Jne today, on 15 :March, I myself had the pc ·i vi lege of introducing, 

on behalf of the delega.tions of eight member States situated in four different 

continents -- Burma, Egypt, Ethiopia, rviorocco, Nigeria., Svreden, Yugoslavia. and 

Mexico -- a. memorandum ( CCD/396) vrhich stressed, inter alia.: 

(a.) The responsibilities of the CCD to mankind and to the United Nations. 

(b) The increasing concern at "the lack of tangible progress in the 

solution of the ma.in disarmament problems entru13ted to the Committee". 

(c) The belief that "primary responsibility rests 1..r:L th the tvm States 

1..rhich have been exercising jointly the cha.irman:3hip of the Committee 

and vrhich also possess, to an overvrhelmingly grea.ter degree, nuclear 

weapons and other 1-.reapons of mass destruction". 

(d) The fact that, vrhile "it is most desira.ble that all nuclear-weapon States 

participate in the disarmament negotiations, ••• the non-participation of 

two of those States in the 1.:ork of the CCD should not prevent the 

Committee from discha.rging its obligations". 
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The sponsorin~: delegations concluded '-heir memorandum b:- stressing the need to 

concentrate on the solution of the hro problems to which the Assembly had requested 

that special priority should be given and vrhich, it seems to me, a.re the same as those 

~rrhich it v1as agreed should be given the first two places on our agenda this year, 

a.l though, unfort1-ma.tely, it has not been possible to begin considering them in depth. 

Clearly, it might be said that the situation continues to be the same as that 

which l"'rs. Myrdal deplored five years a.c:o and 1·rhich, it may be said in passing, she 

analyses and describes in a masterly fashion in her recent book entitled "The Game of 

Disarmament" and about which the eight countries I mentioned just nm·r deprecated four 

years ago. 

We must not forget, hm.,rever, that on this occasion there are some nevr developments 

1>1hose consequences may be of great significance. They are the unequivocal statements 

made by the new President of the United States in his inaugural address and the 

favourable reception those statements appear to have had from the leaders of the 

Soviet Union, as has been possible to ascertain in similar statements at the highest 

level, and as I had occa.sion to expound at some length in my statement on 15 February. 

But precisely because of this, because of the hopes 1>Jhich such statements have 

aroused, it seemed to us that the special responsibility of the tvm SuperpoHers has 

doubled, for it ~<rould be disastrous for their credibility among the peoples of the 

\>Jorld and for the cause of disarmament if these hopes were dashed once more. 

Accordingly, 1·re should like, vli th respect to the measure vrhich is unquestionably 

of the greatest urgency a.nd importance, namely the cessation of all nuclear weapon 

tests, to reiterate our firm belief that, if it is the desire to avoid, on this 

fifteenth anniversary of the Committee on Disarmament, a si tua.tion lvhereby 1:-re go once 

again to the General .lssembly of the United Nations, as vre have done so many times in 

the past, in order to attempt to excuse our inability to comply •·ri th its repeated 

request for "the highest priori ty 11 , it -vrill be necessary for the nuclea.r-v1ea.pon States 

members of the Connni ttee to act in a vmy vrhich takes due account of the tvro following 

factors: 

(l) The conviction expressed on various occasions in resolutions by the 

General Assembly that 11v1hatever may be the differences on the question 

of verification, there is no valid reason for delo:ring the conclusion 

of a. comprehensive test ban 11 of the natu:ce contemplated almost fourteen yea.re 

ago in the preamble to the 'rreaty of I1oscow. 
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(2) The appeals addressed, also on a. munber of occasion;,, by the G~nera.l .Assembly 

to the Governments of the hJO Sts tes whose nuclear armaments exceed by far 

those of all the rest to "bring to a. halt 1ri thout delay c:ll nuclear weapon 

tests either through a. permanent agreement or through unilateral or agreed 

mori to ria". 

The procedure thus suggested by the Assembly would not r in our vievr, be in any way 

unusual and, in vievl of the existil'_g si tuc:tion, is probably the only realistic. one. 

It is in line with that which \.Jas applied d the end of l95c\ and \ihich resulted in a. 

suspension for almost three years of nuclear weapon tests by the three Po\·rers >•Tho are 

represented here. 

We also believe that recourse to a. provisional measure of this kind, a.s \-ra.s 

explained by the 20 States -- Bolivia., Ecuador, Ghana, Honduras, Jamaica., Lebanon, 

Liberia, Nexico, Morocco, Nepal, Nicaragua., Nigeria., Peru, Philippir1es, Romania, 

Senegal, Sudan, Syrian Arab Republic, Yugoslavia. and Zaire v'rhich submitted a. draft 

additional protocol on the question to the Revim.,r Conference of the Non-Proliferation 

Treaty, it could in no way undermine the security of the Superpowers as "the extent of 

the lea:d in nuclear war technology and the enormity of the nuclear arsenals of the 

USSR and the United States are such that, even if they uere to suspend all nuclear 

weapon tests for half a century, it is absolutely certain that they would continue to 

maintain an indisputable superiority". 

Lastly, 1-re are convinced -- and this is something that we must always bea.r in 

mind that history vrill judge our Committee not by the number of years it. managed to 

survive but, a.s the Bible sa.ys, for the fruit it wa.s able to bring forth. 

The meeting rose at 12.40 p.m. 


