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eting

Lommuniqud of the me
The Conference of the Cormittec on Diccrmement todey held its T767th neeting
at the Palais des lfotions, Ceneve, under the chairmanghip of
Yirs. Ings Thorsson IM.P., Under~Secretary of Utate, ropresentative of Swueden.
The Chairman made a staotenent.

m~

tive of the Secretary-General, lir, Risto Hyvirinen,

33

The Special Represents
read out a message from the Lecretary-General.

The representative of the Union of Soviet HSocialist Iepublics
(H.Z. Ambassador V.I. Likh;tc@ev) nade z statement in vhich he expounded the
contents and importahéo 6f fhé propoéals pul Jorward on behalf of the
Soviet Union by the General Gocretary of the Central Committee of the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union and Cheirmen of the Presidium of the uprene Soviet
of the USSR, L.I. Brezhnev, in lovember and Deccmber 1977, in particular in
connexion vith the celebrations of the sixtieth amniversary of the Great Cctober
Socialist Reveolution. Thoce initiatives concern the cessation of the nroducticn
of nuclear weapons, the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon
tests and mutual renunciation by Liates of the production of neutron bombs.

The Soviet Union proposes a radical step —- that agreement be reached on
2 simulteneous halt in the production of nuclear weapons by all States, and
also on the assumption of an obligotion by all States to proceed to a gradual
reduction of the already accunulated stocls of those veapons down to their
complete elimination.

In order thet the nepotictions male headuvzy and that the cause of the
complete and general prohibition of nuclear-vcapon tests is brought to its
conclusion, the Soviet Union aotates its reodiness to reach agrecement on o
moratorium covering nuclear cxplosions for neaceful purposes, together with a
ban on all nuclear-iwreapon teste for a definite period. Heving nrovided
information on the negotiations between the USH, the United States of Lmerica
and the United Kingdom vhich resumed on 2% January in Geneva with a view to
elaborating a treaty on the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon
tests, the USLR representative cxpressed the hope that the important step by
the USSR in this field would be assessed at its true vorth by its partners in

the negotiations and thus the road would be cleared for concluding the treaty.
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The third nev initiative of the Loviet Union ig the pronosal to the
Wlestern Povers to come to agreernent on the mutual renunciotion of the production
of the neutron bomb, in order to sove the world from the emergence of this noﬁ
yeapon of mass destruction. The UDLSER representetive expressed the vieu that
the Committee on Disarmament could not ¢isagsociate itself from that important
and topical question of diparmament.

The USSR representotive stresced that implementation of all the new
proposals of the Soviet Union would be a nost important stage along the road
towvards limiting the nucleer eins rece and removing the threat of nuclear war.

Having dvelt on the prinsry practical tasls focing the Committee on
Disarmament, the USSR represcntative cmphasized that, parallel uvith the
solution of problems in tae ficld of nuclear disarmament, it vas necessary to
elaborate a convention on the »rohivition of chemical veapons and on the
destruction of stockpiles of such veapons, as well as an agreement on the
prohibition of the development and manufacture of nev types and systens of
veapons of mass destruction. le gzave the Committee information on progress
in the bilateral negotiactions betucen the USER and the United States of lAmerica
on the last tvo questions.

The USSR reprecentative also pronounced himself in favour of meliing
the vorl in the Cormittee riorc active in the field of the demilitarization of
the sea=bed and +t..e elaborotion of o comprchensive programme of disarmament.

imbassador fdrian £. Fisher, representative of the United Statec of Zmerica,
in his opening remarks, steted that the many long-sought-after goals of a
comprehensive test ban, a chenicel vcapons prohibition and a nev BALT
agreement were closer to being realized. S comprchensive test ban, which
had eluded us for many years, he oceid, appeared nou to be within our grasp.
Hegotiations to reach agrecrent on o United Steates-USCR joint initiative for
the CCD on a prohibition of chemical wespons continued and, although
several important questions remained to be resolved, he said, particularly in
the area of verification, progress vas being made and finally, a SALLT IT
agreement vas now taking shape vhich, if concluded at an early date as the
United States hoped, would lover the level of United States and USSR
strategic arms, impose certain qualitative constraints on potentially
destabilizing weapons developrent, and sct the stage for even more

m——

substantial limitations in SLI0Y ITX.
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might be considercd by the OO0 dvwing 1670 ~— the prohibition of radiological
weapong, weapons vwhich could uece rodiation from netursl radioactive decay to

cause'damage, death or injurV. He gaid that o prohibition. on radiological
1

untried weapons of mass destiuction. He added that he believed the CCD' could
consider such a prohibition wivhout interfering with higher »riority .issues
before the CCD.

Lmbassador Fisher olso « ed thet the United Ltates delegation believed
the CCD should congider nore activel:s arma control approachesz related to
conventional wveapons. Ile saic the United States, o5 2 major supplier, had a
strong interest in that problem snd an obligation to exhibit responsibility,
and asked for the views of otlier delegations on how the CCD might focus
greater attention on thic izoue.

Regarding the CCD's vorlt on 2 comprehensive negotiating programme,

Jmbassador T'isher stated thiat o programme for negotiation should be designed

to facilitate the CCD's progresc in disarmement, and thet he hoped the-

ad hoc wvorking group on a comprchencive negotiating programme would consider
both proposals already before the CCD and thosc vhich night be submitted

in the future.

In closing, ‘mbasgador Iisher stated¢ that the CCD mmust be recognized as
vhat it was and had to be, to be effective -~ a negotiating body. He said
that the United States vas preparcd to consider organizational changes ac
long as all delegations verc satizfied that such changes would contribute to
the CCD's effectiveness. Iz called attention to the CCD's important task
of promoting responsible erme centrol end disarmament meosures and stated that
ve muet all continue to worlt to achicve o vorld in vhich peace, frecdom

and justice prevail,

The representative of llexico (H.E. fmbascador Alfonso Garcfa Robles)

recalled that the General Lcocsembly had called upon the CCD to submit o "special

report! on its work to the forthcoming first special wession of the
Losembly devoted to disarmerment, ond cuggested that the Committee consider
the contents of that report at an carly date. In this vegard, he notcd that
the General Assembly had declarcd in resolution 32/78 that the conclusion

e

of a draft treaty banning all nuclear—veapon tests "would be the bhesz

possible eugury for the guccess of the opeeial session”. However, since the

fmbassador Fisher noted another arme control ond dissrmament measure wrhich




three nuclear-veapon States noembere of the CCD had yet to conclude their
negotiations on a JID aprecnent, the Committee vould e unable for the time
being to consider that most urgent notter. imbassedor Gereio Rohles sugrested
that, vhile it auaited tho triportite CTD toxt, the CCL should congider anew
the question of the establishment of a standing sub-committec of the vhole
anG the question of the zholition of the oysten of co-chairmanghin,

The vepresentative of Itolr (II.E. [rbessador 1Ticold di Deynardo)
devoted hig gtatement fo the cuestion of o corprehensive progrenme of
disarmament. Ile referred to toneral Jlocermdly resolution 31/68 (30CTT) and
to the deliberaticns of the CID oo vespyds the convening of an ad hoc vorking
group on tlie matter.

lle formelly introducec ¢ vorking docunent devoted to the cuestion of the

i

£

drafting of o disawmancnt progromne (CCD/540).

Ambassador di Dermnoardo ctated thob the dralting of a disarmement
programme constitubted o nrelinmineyrs wndertaliing on the way towards concrete
action in the field of disaimenert. lie pointed out thaot the Ttalian
working paper aimed at offering o reslistic ond thorough contribution to the
framing of an orgenic set of puidelines for future negotictions on
disarmament to tezle place in the oppropriate fora.

Imbassador di Perrnarde oloe steted that

ilen document could offer
a substentive cont—ibution to the elaboraton of a programme of action based
on priorities and sghort-itcim necscvres by the United ilatlions special cossion
devoted to disermament.

The renresentative of ‘weden, Under-becretary of state
Mrs. Inga Thorsson l.P., nede & statement in viidceh she outlined her
Government 's vievs with resard to recent developments in the comprehencive
test ban iscue and on cuestions releoted te the institutional mechanisms neceded
to promote disarmament cfforts ot the multilaterel level. Ilirs. Thorsson
emphasized thot nucleor digaimerment was of truly international concerm
because every nation of the woxld ras offocted by the nuclear arme race.
Tluclear disarmament vag furthcimore one important key to real progress in
other areas of disarmement such oo conveniional erme. lirs. Thorsson sedid
that the €TD therelfore ves £ natiecr for the internetional cormunity as o
vhole and she emphasized theot 211 partics to o CUDT nust e given egual rights
and responsibilities ns regerds the control of the treaty. Tn view of

Swveden'os comitment to this Tive. Thorooon tdeclared that her
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Government would be prepared to tcke measures to establish, to operate and to
finance an international scismological data centre to be embodied in an.
international monitoring systen of = CTBT. lirs. Thorsson underlined that .
nuclear disarmament would be in the focus of attention during the special session
of the United Nations Genersl Losenbly devoted to disarmament. The immediszte
task of the CCD was to nepotictc an agreement on a comprehencive test ban ‘o
be submitted to the special sgecsion. Vith reference to the resolution to that
effect adopted by the thirty-second General ‘Assembly, she expressed her
Government's deep concern that such mmltileteral negotiations were further
delayed. In order to molke Tull use of the time available up to the beginning
of the special session, she Tormally proposed that the CCD should be in

permanent session as long

5]

g vos reguired to fulfil the recuest made to it
by the thirty-second General fssembly. s regards institutional mechonism
for disarmement negotiations, ilrs. Thorscon suggested the abolishment of the
present institution of co~chairmenship and nore openness vith regard to the
meetings of the CCD.

The following document vas submitted to the Conference: '"Letter dated
16 January 19768 from the Gecrctary-Cencral of the United Hations to the
Co~Chairmen of the Confercnce of the Committee on Disarmament transmitting
the resolutions on disarmement adopted by the General fLssenbly at
its thirty-second cession (CCD/547).

The delegation of Italy cubnitted a '"Working paper on the question of the
drafting of a comprehensive programme of disarmament” (CCD/548).

The next meeting of the Conference will be held on Thursday,
2 Tebruary 1978, at 10.30 a.m.
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The CHAIRMAIT: The 767th plenary meeting of the Conference of the

Committee on Disaziament is called to order. In accordance vith the custom for
the opening of the éessions ot the Conx “ence of the Committee on Disarmament, the
first part of thig meeting, over which I have the great honour and privilege to
preside, will be open. 4110w me first to tell you what a pleasure it is for me

to greet you all gutmormu together once again in this room in order to comtinue
our 1mportant work. Considering the focot that the United Wations General Asuembly
will meet, at an historic moment, for o special session on disarmament this

coming spring, it isg imperative that the Conference of the Committee on-
Disarmament gives its contribution to halting the arme race and bringing about
real international disarmament measures, théreby lavine a so0lid ground for
international peace and security.

At this moment I have the narticular pleasure and duty to greel representatives
of five countries who are participating for the first time in the Conference of
the Committee on Disermement -- Ambassador Petar Voutov of Bulgaria,.

Ambassador Tadesse Teyrefe of Ethiopia, Ambassadoy Gervhard Pfeiffer of the
Federal Repuklic of Germany, ,ﬁbas~“d0“ Richard il. Fein of the Netherlands and
Ambasgsador Olu Adeniji of Wigeria. The neu representative of Argentina,
ambassador Carlos Ortiz de Rozas, i1 not with us today due te his other important
duties in Hew York but we hope soon to be able to greet him here in'pérson. Ve
hall enjJoy working togetiher witii our neu colleagues as we did with their
predecesscrs. At the some time I would like to express our uppreclation of
distinguished collezgues and friends who have left the Conférence of the Committee
on Disarmament in order to take up other important assignmehts in the service of
thelr respective countries. Among them I wish to mention Mr. C. 4. van:der Klaauw
who reprecented his country in the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament for
a number of years before assuming nis higner governmentcl responsibilities. We
wish him and other colleagues wio have left the Conference every success in the
exercise of their new Tunctions.

T avail myseli of this opportunity to express our appreciation of the
continued presence of lir. liste I éllneny tiie Special Representative of the
Secretary-General of the United Hotions.

I should also like to say hov much we are gratified by the presence among
us of Ambassador Likhwwtchev of the Union of the ucviet Sociolist Republics and

AmbaQSCdor Floﬂei of the United Stotes, the o Lo~Chairmen of the Conference of

the Committee on Disarmement.



CCD/PV.T767
12

(The Chairman)

"Before concluding these introductory remarks, I should like +to stress that
we must effectively make use of the time ve have at our disposal till the
beginning of the special sesgion and spare no efforts for achieving substantive
progress in our two priority items, the CTB and the prohibition of chemical
weapons. This spring sesgion of the Conference is no doubt of utmost importance.
The United Nations General Assembly will hold its special session devoted to
disarmament in less than four months., Let us not for a moment forget that the
world is eagerly expecting results from the CCD which should contribute to the
success 0f the special session. 8o let us immediately start our work and
accomplish the task we have before us.

I now have the pleasure to call upon the Special Representative of the

Secretary-General of the United Nationg, M. Hyvdrinen.

Mr. HYVARTNEN (Special Representative of the Secretary-General): I

have been instructed by the SecretaryéGeneral of the United NWations to convey to

this Committee a messege which reads as follous:
"As the CCD reconvenes in Geneva, I wish to review the current estate
of affairg in the field of disarmament and look at the tasks that lie ahead.
'"Your decision to resume deliberations earlier than usual this year
is a recognition of the urgent agenda that is before you. At its last
sessien, the General Assembly entrusted specific responoibilities to the
‘vCommittee on such vital matters as the cessation of nuclear-weapon tests
" and the prohibition of chemical weapons. It cloo Tequested the CCD to
submit a special report on the results of its work to the Assembly's
,spe01al session on disarmament, vhich will be convened at United Hations
Headquarters in May. The decision to hold the special uesslon is a unigue
' development in the history of ﬁhe United Wations efforts to deal with
V.diéarmament problems and is a reflection of the deep feelings of concern
that we all share about the need to achieve ﬁrogress in aileviating the
serlous dangers inherent in the continuation of the global alms race.
"Durlng the past decade and a half there have been gome notable
achievements, but they have been directed towards arms limitation rather
"than disarmament. They have been aimed at prescribing certain particularly
undesirable developments but have not resulted in a substantial reductlon
of umportant weapons systems, nor hove they restralned the pace of the

aIms race .
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(Hr. Byvarinen, opecicl Repregentative of the Secretary—General)

"The continuous and rovid collactive éhdn@e in the ﬁéépbné being
produced and deployed is on increasingly cominont and ominous charecteristic
ofAthe arms race. In recent years, ve have witnessed a steady stream of
military teehnological developments in d¢ifferent fields and in onvironments,
each nev generction of eapons beihg more complex and destructive than the
one it has replaced.

Mhile it is evident that on increcce in international tension will
further speed uvp the arms roace, it is cuite clecr that an improvement in

the international climate i
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elf, sufficient to slow it down.

Thus, we have seen a continuation, and indeed an acceleration oi the arms
race in the midst of political détente. Disarmement considerations must

become an integral part of international efforts towords détente.

“It is dangerous to asgume that nevw military developments can always
be contracted and o stable balance of deferrcnce maintained. Lt must be
generally vealized thot the continued competition among nations to produce
ever more gophisticated weapons is o threat to all of them and that fhe
adoption of effective disarmament measures is in their common interest.

"There i nov genernl ogreement that the threa .t of nuclear var ig the
greatest single peril to the survival of menkind. Consequently, nuclear
disarmament remains the dver—riding priority, and regpongibvility for
progress hers falls predominantly or the nuclesr Powerwg and on the two
largest in perticular. In this regard, the success of the Strategic Arms

Limitation Tallks iz of ciu

Q

inl importonce in helping to build an atmosphere
of inteinationcl confidence.

"In order to control the development of nuclear weapoﬁs, en end to
nuclear tests would be an egsential first step; I therefore welcome the
negotiations entered into last year by the Scoviet Union, the United Lln rdom
and the United States with a view to reaching an agreement on this subject.
As the General Agsembly has declared, the conclusicn of such an agreement
vould be the hest possible augury for the success of the special session
devoted to discrmoment. I therefore hope that the CCD will soon be in o
position to consider the results of these negotiations and that an agreeds

upon text of a draft trecty vill be submitied to the special session of the

General Assembly.
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(Mr. HOyvirinen, Special Represcntative of the Secretary-General )

"ht its last sescion, the General Assembly stressed the continuing
importance ol prohibiting the development, production and stockpiling of all
chemical weapons, and requested your Commitltee to elaborate an agrecment
that would be reporied 4o both the special session and the nexfhregulér
sesgion of the General Assembly. Although important guegtions remain to
be solved, I believe the situcticn here is more encouraging than in previous
yeargs., It is my hope, therefore, that the Committee will now make decisive
progress lLowards a ban on chemicel wedpons.

. "The Committee olso hos before it two resolutions adopted by the
General Assembly with regord to the need for barriers to prevent scientific
and technological progress from being applied to the development of new
weapons of massg destruction. This is a very complex and broad question,
but the Committee's digecussions should lead to 2 clarification of what
measures are possible to halt the development of new weapons systems;

"Thig Committee is well awvare that one of the more notevorthy events
in the overall disarmament efiforts in the past year was the Review
Conference of the Parties to the BSea-Bed Treaty. The Treaty represents
a significant step touards the exclusion of the arms race from this vast
area of the globe, and the constructive way in which the Review Conference
worked was in keeping with this ultimate goal. It is now important that
the Committc © pursue this same objective and undertake the consideration
of additional measures towerds the complete demilitarization of the sea-bed
and ocean floor.

"ig conventional weapons increase their accuracy and destructiveness,
there is groving avareness in the international community both of their
destabilizing effects, mainly at the regional level, and of the economic
and social burdens they impose on all of society. Thus, disarmament
needs to be pursued at every level and every opportunity leading towards
it should be =eized. '

"As I have previously stated, I believe that partial and collateral
disarmament measures can play a role in halting and‘reversing the arms
race only if they are conceived as part of a broader programme. ILast

year the Committee agreed that at the beginning of the 1978 session, an
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(Mr. Hyvarinen, Spvecial Renresentative of the Secretarvy-Gencral)

ad hoc working group would be estezblished to draft a comprchensive
programme of disarmament. Such a programme can make a valuable
cantribution to the intermational community's overall disarmament efforts.
The succesgful digcharge of your responsibilities would constitute
significant progress in disarmament negotiations.

"The thirty-second pecsion of the General Assembly wos, fortunately,
characterized by a gspirit of gooduill and co~operation, IHember Btates
were able to agree on a number of widely acceptable resclutions on gsome
priority disarmament issues The Preparatory Committee for the special
session, vhich is currently meeting in ilev York, hos conducted its work
in this same spirit., It is against this background that I hope that the
report of the CCD to the special sessicn will male a timely and decisive
contribution to ftiue cause of disarmament in areas of major importance to
international peace and seccurity. 1 visi the Committee every success in

its endeavours."

The CHATRHIAN: I thank the distinguished Special Representative of the

Secretary~-General of the United Hetiong, lir. Hyvirinen, for delivering this
challenging message from the Secretary-General to this important session of the
CCD.

The opening part of this meeting is nov concluded., After a brief interval

of five minutes the CCD wvill rescume it vork in closed session.

I nov declare open the closed pert of the 767th plenary meeting of the
oCD.
I give the floor to the lirst speaker on my list today, the distinguished

representative of the USSR, Ambassador Likhatchoev.
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Mr. LIKHATCHEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from

Russian): Madam Chairmar, Mrz. Thorsson, I weuld like to avail myself of the
privilege of being among the first speskers at the session opening today, vhich
initiates the work of the Committee un Disermament in 1978, in order to welcome
sincerely all the distinguished representatives present here and also to exprese
the hope that our constructive efforts will be continued and developed this year
which, it seems, promises to be a very busy year as regards work on disarmament
prohlems.

At the same time I would alsoc like to. address some words of welcome to the
nev representatives on the Committee vwhom we see with us here —— those of the
People's Republic of Bulgeria, Higeria, the Socialist Republic of the Union
of Burma, Ethiopia, the Netherlands and the Federal Republic of Germany.

I would like to welcome cordially the representative of fraternal Bulgarie,
Ambassador Voutov, who, as we know, has extensive experience of work in the
internstional sphere, including work on disarmament problems. Many peoble
probably know that in the early 1970s he represented Bulgaria in the Committee on
Disarmament; and his competence will undoubtedly be a contribution to our common
WOrk. I am confident that our co-operation with Petar Voutov will be as close
and fruitful as it was with his predecessor Raiko Nikolov, to whom we request
Ambagsador Voutov to convey our good wishes for success in his work in his new
post; and also our wishes for good health “or him personally and for his wife.

It gives me pleasure to welcome the new representative of Nigeria,
Ambasggador Adeniji, and we would like to express our hope for active work jointly
with him, as with his compatriol, Ambassador Clark. I think I am expressing the
view of many of my cclleagues on the Committee when I say that we think highly of
Ambassador Clark for his profound interest in the problems on which the Committee
on Disarmament is working, and for his active participation in the activities of
this body. I would like to request you, Mr. Ambassador, to convey our sincere
wishes for success in his work and wishes for good health to Ambasgsador Clark
and his wife.

In welcoming the representatives of Ethiopia, Ambassador Tadesse Terrefe, and
of the Socialist Republic of the Union of Burma, U Tha Tun, we count on the
traditional good and friendly co-operation with them, and we request them to

convey our feelings of respect to Ambassador Berhanu and to Ambassador U Thet Tun.
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(M. Likhatcheyl_g§§3)

With the representastive of the Netherlands, Ambassadof van der Klaauw, we
maintained business-like co-operation on practically all the questions under the
discussion in the Committee, This co-operation was, as we see it, particulafly
active in the periocd of our jecint work on the Convention on the Prohibition of
Military or Any Other Hostile Use of Envirommental Modification Techniques, vhen
the experience and knowledge of Ambassador van der Klaauw were helpful for the .
successful elaboration of this Convention. In welcoming the new representative
of the Wetherlands, Ambassadcr Richard Fein, I would like to express theAhope for
a continuation of business-like contacts with the delegation of the Netherlands
and also with him personally. VWe request him to convey to Mr. van der Klaauw
our good feelings and wishes for success in his high office of Minister of
Foreign Affairs as well as our best wishes to his wife. I wvould like to remark
incidentally that our Committee is a lind of school from which foreign ministers
graduate.

We welcome the new representative of the Federal Republic of Germany,
Ambassador G. Pfeiffer, and welook forward to fruitful co-operation with him.

I would also request him to convey our best wishes to Ambassador Schlaich with
whom we worked jointly for a certain period of time in this Commi ttee.

I would like to teke this opportunity to eupress our respect to the
Special Representative of the Secretary-General, Ambassador lyvirinen, with whom
we maintain fruitful co-opersation, and alsc to welcome Ms Segarra as Alternate
Representative of the Secretary-General. Cf course, it will give us pleasure
to work with them and with all members of the Secretariat and we count, in
particular, on a faultless performarnce by the interpreters and translators who,
with their sincere efforts, assist in the work of the Committee. ‘

The Committee on Disarmement ie begimning its work in 1970 in conditions in
which international relations are, as it were, at a crossroads, which lead either
to the growth of trust and co-operation or to an increase in mutual suspicions,
disputes and the stockpiling of weapons -- a crossroads leading, ultimately,
either to lasting peace or, at best, to balancing oﬁythe brink of war. '
Internaotional détente offers the cpportunity of choosing the road of peace.

The Soviet Union highly velues those changes for the better in internstional
relations which have taken place in recent years and it deems it to be its duty

to cherish and multiply those achievements. We must all do everything possible
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to deepép and consnlidate the relaxation of international tersion, to make this
process universal and irreversible, and to supplement political détente with
military détente. All countries are called upon to make their contribution to
the preventioﬁ of war and to the development of international co-operation in the
name of the existence and the future of mankind.

In our view, under present-day conditions the main place in the work of the
Committee on Disarmament should be given to questions aimed at the consolidation
and development of the positive processes which are taking place in modern world
and at achieving new successes in limiting the arms race and in disarmament.

.One distinctive feature of this session of the Committee on Disarmament is
that it will take place on the threshold of the forthcoming special session of -
the United Nations General Agssembly devoted to disarmament. This places on all
of us a special responsibility and obliges us to exert the maximum efforts to
achieve positive results in our work. However, it would be wrong to link the
solution of major and complicated problems of disarmament to the holding of any
international conferences, or to set rigid time-limits. The essential thing, in
our ﬁiew, is to achieve agreement and to find a solution of a problem that will
be viable and acceptable for all.

The Soviet Union, as previously, stands ready to come to agreement om the
most radical disarmament measures. After the Second World War the USSR, as is
known, has put forwerd over 100 proposals aimed at curbing the arms race and at
disarmament. In the last three months alone it has come out with a number of
important concrete initiatives on questions of disarmesment, particularly nuclear
disarmament. Those proposals seem to be known to the members of the Committee.
Weiare referring to the three important initiatives which were put forward on
behalf of the Soviet Union by the General Secretary of the Central Committee of
the Communist Party of the Soviet Union and Chairman of the Presidium of the
Supreme Soviet of the USSR, L.I. Brezhnev, at a jubilee meeting held in Moscow on
2 November 1977 on the occasion of the sixtieth enniversary of the Great October
Socialist Revolution, and in his replies to questions by a Pravda correspondent in
late December 1977. These initiatives relate to the cessation of the production
of nuclear weapons, the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests

and the mutual renunciation by States of the production of neutron bombs.
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Concerning the first of these initiatives, L.I. Brezhnev stated that:
"To-day we are proposing o radical step: thet agreement be reached

on a simultaneous halt in the production of nuclear weapons by all States.

This would apply to all such wespong -- vhether atomic, hydrogen or neutron

bombs or missiles. Al the same time, the nuclear Powers could undertake to

start the gradual reduction of existing stockpiles of such weapons and move
towards their complete, totol destruction®.

The cessation of the production of nuclear weapons would be a decisive step
on the rcad towards the cescation of the nuclear arms race, and it would put an
end to the quantititive accumulation of those weapons. It goes without saying,
however, that the cessation of the production of nuclear weapons alone does not
yet eliminate the threat of nuclear war, because large quantities of such weapons
are already nov accumulated in the arsenals of States. The Boviet Union's proposal
is therefore not to stop there but to take also a further step -~ to start the
gradual reduction of accumulated stockpiles of nuclear weapons, right down to their
complete eliminaticn.

Of course, the cegsation of the production of nuclear weapons and their
complete elimination are not easy matters, and great efforts will be required to
achieve this goal. But this task must be solved if our obJective is to eliminate
the threst of nuclear wor,

The Soviet Union has stated its readiness to find a concrete solution to this
problem. It is ready at any time to sit doun ot the nsgotiating table together
withAall other nuclear Powers in order to examine commrehensively the problem of
nuclear disarmament in all its scope and to elaborate, jointly with others,
specific ways for its practical solution. In so doing, the Doviet Union has no
objections to non-nuclear States taking pexrt in such negotiations, because all
countries -~ large and small, developed and developing -- are interested in
nuclear disarmement.

One of the major measures for the cessation of the arms roce is the
prohibition of all nuclear-weapon tests, because such tests are conducted for the
purvose of perfecting existing nuclear warheads or for developing new types of
such warheads. The Soviet Union has taken a radical step forward in thie
direction as well. In his speech vhich I hove already quoted, L.I. Brezhnev
gtates that:

"Phere is another important problem which has a direcl bearing on the

tesk of reducing the threat of nuclear war, namely, the problem of bringing
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to completion the work of bamning muclear-weapon testgs, so that such tests

are banned entirely ~- not only in the atmosphere, in outer space, and

under water, but underground ae well. We want to move forward the

negotiations on this matter and bring them to a successful conclusion.

Therefore, we state that we are prepared to sgree that, together with a ban

on all nuclear-wezpon tests for a definite period, a2 moratorium be declared

on nuclear explosions for peaceful purposez. We truet that this important
step by the USSR will be assessed at its true worth by our partners in the
negotiations, and that the road will thus be cleared for concluding the
treaty that has been long awaited by the pedples'.

The negotiations between delégations of the USSR, the United States of America
and the United Kingdom with a view to elaberating a treaty on the complete and
" general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests were resumed at Geneva on 2% January.
In these negotiations, the USSR delegation is proceeding from the premise that the
important initiative hy L.I. Brezhnev on 2 November 1977 ensures favourable
conditions for the successful conduct and completion of the negotiations. The
proposal for a moratorium covering nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes
together with the prohibition of all nuclear-wezpon tests is a major step to meet
our partners in the negotiations half-way, and makes it possible to elaborate
quickly and effectively specific provisions of a treaty on the complete and general
prohibition of muclear-wveapon tests. The Soviet Union expecta that the
United States of America and the United Kingdom, for their part, will also display
a. constructive approach towards a speedy solution of the problem, vhich is of
great importance for reducing the threat of nuclear wer.

Great interest was aroused in the world by yet another initiative of the
Soviet Union -- namely, the proposal for the mutual renunciation of the production
of the neutron bhomb.

The cause of peace is greatly threatened by the emergence .of the neutron bomb
and by the fact that persistent efforts are being made to thrust on the world this
inhuman weapon which is particularly dangerous because it is being passed off as a
"tactical" and almost "harmless" weapon, and attempts are thus being made to efface
the dividing line between conventional znd nuclear weapons snd to mske the

transition to nuclear war outwardly imperceptible, as it were, to the peoples.
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The position of the Scpviet Union has been clearly expressed by L.L. Brezhnev
as follows:

"The Soviet Union’is decigively against the development of a neutron
bomb ... but if this bomb is developed in the WVest ~- developed against ua,
which no one even octtempts to cencenl -~ then it should be clearly understood
thet the USSR will not stand by as & passive observer. We shall be faced
with thé neceasity of meeting this challenge in order to ensure the security
of the Soviet people and ites allies and friends. In the lost snalysisg all
thie vill reise the arms race 1o an even more dangercus level.

"Wle do not vish this to happen and therefore we propose that agreement
be reached on the mutusl renunciation of the production of the neutron bomb
20 a8 to save the world from the emergence cof this new weapon of mass
destruction of humsn beings. Such is our sincere desire, such is our
proposal to the Vesgtern Povers™.

I would like to veoice the hope that Wectern countries will treat this Saviet
proposal with all seriousness and responeibility. |

In ocur view, the Committiee on Discrmament cannot stand aside from this
important and topical quéstion of disarmement.

One of the most important international agreements in the nuclear field is
the Treaty on the lon-Proliferation of iluclear Woapons. It is necessary to make
energetic efforts tc increase the effectiveness of this Treaty and to make 1t
truly universal. It is necessory to provide for conditions of international
co-operation in the field cof the peaceful uses ol atomic energy, which would
zclude anyvpossibility~af uaing 1t for the development of nuclear weapons. The
Committee on Disermament can have its gay on this question as well.

The Soviet Union, which hea

n
O

onsistently and firmly cdvocated the prevention
of the threat of nuclear wer, is ready, together vith other {totes, to promete in
every way the aéhievement of the above-mentiocned chjeétives.

Among the questiong vhich are of primery inmportance in the work of the
Committees, there is also, ss is lmcoun, the question of the prolibition of
chemicsl weapons and the destruction of stockpiles of such weapons.

FPor meny years the Soviet Union has bheen striving for o complete and radical

wr
Y

sglutian to this guestion. The USSR advacates that an agreement on the

5

prohibition of chemical weepons should provide simultaneously for the remunciation
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of the development, production and stockpiling of chemical wverpons as well as for
the destruction of all stockpiles of such weapons. Only such a fundamental
solution of this problem can finally and entirely eliminate the threat of’the use
of chemical means of warfdre and place on an equal footing all countries, whether
or not they possess this type of weapon.

Ag is known,ﬁthé question of the prohibition of chemical weapons is a subject
which is Dbeing discussed not only in the Committee on Disarmement but also in
bilateral negotiations between the USSR and the United States of America with a
view to the elaboration of a joint initiative on this question. Several rounds
of bilateral meetings were held in 1977, and on 1C January last another round of
negotiations was started in Geneva and is contimiing now. It should be stated
that these negotiations are being conducted very intensively and certain progress
has been achieved in them. On a wvhole number of questions ~~ in particular, on
the scope of the prohibition, on the elimination of declared stocks of chemical
weapons, on the dismantling of cepacities at which such weapons have heen produced,
and also on some aspects of the system of Qerification --- there haos emerged a
large measﬁre of agreement and mutually acceptable formulations have even been
found. However, on some questions, including individual questions connected with
verification of the destruction of stockpiles of chemical agents, agreement has
not yet been reached.

It should be also noted that the prohlem of the nrchibition of chemical
yeapons is a multifdceted and complex problem, since it has meny political and
also technical aspects; and, of course, time is needed for ite solution. The
egsential thing here is to elcborate a draft of an agreement which would viably
and effectively ensure the sblution of the problem of the prohibition of chemical
weapons and elimination of all accumulated means of chemical warfare.

VAmong'the problems of limiting the arms race and of disarmament, an important
place is occupied by the question of concluding an international agreement on the
prohibition of the developﬁent and manufecture of new types and nev eystems of
weapons of mass destruction. The need for concluding such an agreemént as soon
as possible is becoming increasingly obvious in view of the emergence of new means
of warfafe, such as the neutron bomb. In view of the rapid development of science
and technology, the nev scientific discoveries in all fields of humen activity, and

the creation of the material and technical basis for giving practical application
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to scientific discoveries in fields including the development of new means of
wvarfare, it is urgently necessary to take effective measures to exclude the
possibility of the emergence in the future of new types of weapons of mass
destruction. The Soviet Govermment vas guided precisely by those considerations
when it put forward the proposal for the conclusion of an agreement on the
prohibition of the development and manufacture of new tynes and systems of weapons
of mass destruction.

During the fairly thorough examination of this proposal in the Committee on
Disarmament, with the participation of competent governmental esxperts, certain
useful work was accomplished in studying the substance of the problem and possible
approaches to its solution.

Ls is knovn, the Soviet Union favours the conclusion of a comprehensive
agreement on this question, because it is precisely this approach which excludes
the possibility of using scientific discoveries, to the detriment of mankind, for
developing nev tymes of weanons of masg destruction. Ve note with satisfaction
that such an approach met with wide support in the Committee on Disarmement. At
the same time, opinions wvere also expressed to the effect that agreements on the
prohibiticn of rew types of veapons of mass destruction should be elaborated and
concluded as and vhen potential dangers of the development of specific new types
of such weapons became evident.

Taking into account the cichenge of views which took place, the Soviet Union
introduced in the Committee on Disarmement in August 1977 o supplemented draft of
an agreement on this question (CCD/511/Rev.1). Ag is known, the draft took into
account the wisheg expressed by a number of participasnts in the negotiations.

In particular, & new wording was propoced for the general definition of the subject
of the prohibition in the agreement, and a cpecific epproximate list of types of
weapons to be prohibited was annexed, vith a provieicn to the effect that the liss
cowld ve supplemented in future as necessary. A especial clouse wasg included
providing that, in addition to the general agreement on the prohibition of the
development and manufacture of neu tyves and systems of weapons of mass destruction,
special agreements can Le concluded on the prohibition of specific types of such

veapons.,
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The problem of the prohibition of the development and manufacture of new
types and systems of weapons of mass destruction is being examined sirmltaneously
not only in the Committee but alsc in Soviet-United States bilateral talks. At
these talks, in particular, the question of the elaboration of a special agreement
on the prohibition of radicleogical weepcns has slso been discussed in detail.
Certain progreess has been achieved in thie respect. ,

Ve express our profound satisfaction with the fact that 90 States lembers of
the United Mations pronounced themselves, at the thirty-second session of the
United Mations Genersl Assembly, in favour of & comprehensive approach to the
solution of this problem, gtating that it is necessary to discuss vithout delay
in the Committee on Disermament a draft agreement on the prohibition of the
development and manufacture of nev types of weapons of mass destruction. We
should not confine ourselves merely to wvaitching developments in this field and to
studying the possibilities of the emergence of new “types of weapons, .starting the
elaboration of appropriate agreements only vhen guch a danger hes already bhecome
evident. Yuch an approach may turn to be a belated cne, with all the ensuing
fatal consequences,

We hope that the Committee will continue work on such a draft and will make
headway in this very important question.

There is another problem to which we vould like to draw the Cormittee's
attention at the very outset of its worlk.

As ip known, in June last the Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty
on the Prohibition of the Emplacement of Ifuclear Weapons and Other Veapons of
lIass Destiuction on the Sea-Bed and the Ocean Ploor and in the Subscil Thereof
wag held at Geneva. The Conference reaffirmed the commitment undertaken by the
Parties to the Treaty in article V to continue negotiations in good faith
concerning the demilitarization of the =sea~bed, and it requested the Commitiee
on Disarmament, in consultation with the States Parties to the Treaty, to proceed
without delay to the examination of further measures aimed at preventing the arms
race on the sea-bed and the ocean floor and in the subsoil thereof. The
thirty-second session of the United Iotiong General Assembly adopted an

appropriate resolution on this subject.



CCD/PYV. 767
25

(Mr. Likhatchev, USSR)

The Soviet Un'on, as is knowm, is an rdvocate of the conpléte
degilitarizatidn of the sea-bed. Proceeding fyom this, we support the above-
mentioned decision and are ready to begin consultations with other States members
of the Committee on Disarmament concerning the procedure for starting, in the
Committee, the discussion of the problem of the demilitarizstion of the sea-bed.

The Soviet Union also supports the proposal for the elaboration of =z
comprehensive programme of disarmament, a programme which would cover a broad
spectrum of problems aimed 2t tlie i.aplementation both of partial measures in the
Tield of disarmsment and of general and complete disarmoment. This is precisgely
the purpose of the memorandum of the Soviet Union on quegtions of ending the arms
race and on disarmeament, of the working papers entitled "Basic provisions of the
declaration on disarmament" and "Basic provisions of the programme of action on
disarmament™ which were introduced on 7 Deptember 1977 by the Soviet delegation
and by the delegations of a number of other socialist countries in the Preparatory
Committee for the Special Session of the United Ilctions General Assembly Devoted
to Disarmament, and also of a number of other proposals aimed at the deepening
and consolidation of international détente, the prevention of the threat of
nuclear var, and the nor-use of {force in international relations.

The Committee is to take a decision on the establishment of a working group
on the question of the comprehensive programme of disarmsment and also on the
mandate fox its work.

The Soviet delegation would like to stress once agein the important
significance of the Committee on Disarmament as an authoritative and effective
irternational body for negotiations on disarmament, vhich is capable in its
present form of elaborating and resching agreement on multilateral agrecments
in this field. \

For its part the Soviet Union will continue to meke persistent and consistent
efforts and display flexibility and good will, so that the Committee can achieve
practical succecses in limiting the arms race and in disarmament. T would like
to express the hope that otlier countries members of the Committee will also make
a constructive contribution to the solution of the problems which face all of us
here, and that the Committee on Disarmement will be able to achieve new concrete
results, including results on the most important problems of disarmament which

have heen mentioned above.
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lir. FISHER (United States of Ameriza): Madam Chairman, it is always a
pleasure to see many friends from eacrlier sessions around this table. You
represent a reservoir of experience which congtitutes one of the main strengths of
the CCD. Also, there are several new colleagues with us and I would like to extend
a very special welcome to each of them. I would like to wélcome Ambassador Voutov
from Bulgaria, Ambassador Terrefe from Ethiopia, Ambassador Pfeiffer from the
Federal Republic of Germany, Ambassador Fein from the Netherlands and
Ambagsador Adeniji of Nigeria with vhom many of us had the pleasure of working
in the First Committee of the United Nations. You are able to offer new
perspectives on old problems and provide the type of fresh thinking that helps
to keep the CCD vital. The continuing infusion of new blood is another one of the
strengths of the CCD. '

I would also like to avail myself of the opportunity to work with the
Special Representative of the Secretary~General and the Alternate Répresentative
of the Secretary-General and I would be churlish indeed if I did not welcome -
although this may not be wholly mutual -~ the opportunity to work with the various
members of the Secretariat, particularly the interpreters and translators;‘who, by
their sincere efforts have translated sometimes imperfect and often excessively
hasty English correctly into other languages.

As I look around this table, I also see that some old friends have moved onj
some, happily, to positions of considerable responsibility. I understand that
Ambassador Nikolov is preparing himself for an important new diplomatic
assignment. Please convey my best wishes to him. Ambassador Schlaich has been
asgsigned as Ambassador to the Western Furopean Union in London. I wish him well
as he undertakes these new duties. Ambassador van der Klaauw has returned to the
Hague to serve as Foreign Minister. Please relay to him my very best regards.

All of us will miss those who have departed from our ranks. However, they toé
represent one of the strengths of our Committee, since they take with them an
appreciation of the provlems we have before us.

As we look to the year ahead, we see a very active period in the area of
disarmament. We are getting closer to the realizaticn of many of our long-sought-
after goals -~ a comprehensive test ban, a chemical weapons prohibition, a new
SALT agreement -- at the same time that we are considering nevw steps, like
conventional arms limitations, which will lead us further dowm the road to genuine‘
disarmament. I believe we all share the responsibility for achieving lasting

peace and making a disarmed world a reality.
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I am happy to report that, since we last met, the iUnited States, the
United Kingdom and the Soviet Union have made progress vith recpect to a
comprehensive nuclear test ban, Trilateral talks on this important arms control
measure are continuing at this time.

A comprehensive test ban has proven $0 be an elusive coal for many years.
However, this year it appears within our grasp. Ve mey at last be in sight of
the goal which Prime lfinister lehiru addressed 24 years ago when he made the first
call for a cessation of nuclear testing, and wvhich President Carter reiterated in
his recent speech to the United lTations when he said ”.,. the time hag come to end
all explosions of nuclear devices, no matter vhat their claimed Justification =
peaceful or military."

In this group, I know I need not dwell at any length on the significance of
a CTB. We all believe that it will help to bring a halt to the gualitative
nuclear arms race. It will be applicable to nuclear- and non-nuclear-weapon
States alike. For the nuclear-weapon States, it will inevitably 1eéd to reduced
dependence on nuclear weapons. For the non-nuclear-veapon States, it will
substantially reduce the incentives to develop a technology leading to a nuclear
explosive capability. For both, it will gerve as an important measure to support
our collective non-proliferation efforts.

The issues involved in our talks on a comprehensive test ban these many
months are complex and difficult. They have repeatedly thwarted earlier efforts
to negotiate such a ban. Dut we hope to present to the CCD at an early date the
results of the trilateral discussions now going on so that we here can complete
the work on a comprehensive nuclear test ban which vill have the broadest possible
adherence. k

We at the CCD will soon be dealing with one aspect of this problem vhen wve
receive the report of the seismic experts on 7 March. This is, of course, the
problem of a seismic data information exchange. The extensive study which has been
made in this arez, in our view, can make a significant contribution to further work
on a CTB, which we hope soon to be considering.

Mnother important disarmament measure on vhich we hope to begin negotiations
in the CCD this year concerns chemical weapons. Of course, we already have the
Geneva Protocol of 1925 dealing with poison gas. But, substantial though this
agreement is, the prohibition is limited to use. It does not deal with
substantial stockpiles of poisonous gases which are now in existence and which

could easily be poised {or employment, or even employed in the event of a future
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Since the end of the last session of the CCD in August, the United States
and the Soviet Unioi: have held three more rcunds of their.bilateral negotiations
to continue work on a joint initiative banning chemical weapons‘for_presentation
to the CCD. VWhat we have been working on is a joint initiative that might serve
as the basis for negotiating a convention which would require the destruqtioﬁ of
all stocks of chemical weapons and the effective prohibition of any further A
development, production, or stockpiling of these dangerous weabons. While there
has been progress on the joint initiative, several important questions remain to
be resolved, particularly in the area of verification. I cannot predict with
certainty when the joint initiative will be completed. However, I can assure you
that the United States is continuing to make every effort to reach agreement
promptly on a joint initiative that will lead to CCD elaboration of a convention
which effectively eliminates chemical weapons from the arsenals of States parties.

The United States believes that it is particularly important that our efforts
to ban chemical weapons be brought promptly before the CCD,'EQQ multilateral
forum for disarmament negotiations.

hs we have stated previously, we believe that a chemical weapons convention
will directly engage any country with a modern chemical industry and pose new
challenges in the area of verification. These challenges create an o?pdrtunity
to work out innovative forms of international co-operation which, in turn, can
build the experience and the confidence for broader disarmament efforts in the
years ahead.

We also believe, in dealing with the means of chemical warfare, that we are
operating at the forefront of a technology which has the potential for creating
weapons even more dangerous than existing ones. This potential is not confined
to a few technologically more advanced States but is a force with which all
societies with a chemical industry have to cope. If we can safeguard this
technology through effective arms control, we will be gontributing to the kind of:
world order which all of us surely seek, not only for ourselves, but for coming
generations.

Another measure which may be considered by the CCD this year is the
prohibition of radiological weapons, weapons which could use radiation from
natural radiocactive decay to cause damage, death or injury.

Let me explain briefly why a convention on RW would be a valuable step.

This convention would prohibit the use in warfare of the radicactive material which

is becoming increasingly plentiful as the use of research and power reactors grows
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a comprehensive test ban or a chemical weapons convention, a prohibition on
radiological weapons and their use would fill a logical gap in the panoply of arms
control measures, and would serve to head off the possible development of hitherto
untried weapons of mass destruction specifically mentioned in the 1948

United Nations definition. e welatively wvide aveilobility of radiocactive material
creates a potential threat which we should not igmore —- one vhich we can o
effectively guard against through arms control, i.e. providing we act promptly.,
and deal with such weapons before rather than after they are in the arsenals of
States. I believe it ghould be pogsible for us to consider a comprehensive
prohibitiocn on radiological weaspons without interfering with the CCD's higher
priority issues.

The activities which we can expect to be going on at the CCD must be viewed
in the context of activities that are being carried on elsewhere which, together
with the results we look to achieve here, will make a coherent whole. I am |
referring particularly to the United States~Soviet talks on the limitation of
strategic arms.

Recently, in connexicn with the five-year revieuv of the ABM Treaty vhich bans
nation~wide migsile defense systems, the United States and the Soviet Union Jointly
reaffirmed their vigorous support of the Treaty. Both sides have indicated that,
pending further agreement cn a SALT II accord, their conduct will continue to be
guided by the limitations contained in the SALT I Interim Agreement. This |
Agreement, signed in 1972, served the essential purpose of limiting the strategic
competition while both sides sought a more meaningful and durable agreement
limiting offensive nuclear forces.

We now see a SALT IT agrecment talting shape. If such an agreement is
concluded at an early date, as we hope it will be, it would lower the level of
strategic arms on both sides, impose certain qualitative constraints on
potentially destabilizing weapons development, and set the stage for even more
substantial limitations in SALT IIT. The SALT IT agreement would not only increase
the security of the United States and the Soviet Union, it would contribute to
world security, and it would provide further stimulus for rapid progress in other
areas of arms control.

. Let me stress that what we are seeking are not agreements which merely
channel competition in convenient directions. hic has sometimes been alleged,
but nothing could be further from the truth. We seelk significant disarmament.

As President Carter has said with respect to nuclear veapons, "On a reciprocal

basis, we are willing nov to reduce them by 10 per cent, by 20 per cent, even by
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For this reason, as soon as SALT II is in hand, we shall proceed immediately
with work on SALT III which we hope will lead to significant reductions in the
strategic arsenals of both sides.

Yy delegation believes that the CCD should play a more vigorous role in
coming to grins with arms control approaches related to conventional weapons. Our
main efforts have been dirvected toward nuclear issues -—— non-proliferation and a
nomprehensive test ban. While we agree that these are the most urgent issues, we
also believe that efforts to deal with conventional weapons cannot wait until. all
important nuclear issues have been rasolved.

All nations have a fundamental interest in maintaining an adeguate level of
conventional weapons to meet their basic security needs. All nations also have a
fundamental interest in finding ways to reduce the reguirements for military
expenditures in order to free limited resources for econcmic and social needs. In -
our view, adequate attention has not been paid to the possibilities for arms control
approaches to reduce the requirements for conventional arms both in quantitative
and qualitative terms.

One aspect of this wider problem of conventional arms control is that of arms
transfers. Since the United States is a major supplier, we have a strong interest
in this problem and an obligation %o exhibit responzibility. The United States
has enunciated a policy which will guide our own actions. It is a policy of
restraining the flow of wunnecessary, expensive and destabilizing weapons while
recognizing the legitimate defence needs of others.

These are the views of the United States. Other nations, both suppliers and
recipients, may have other views. This is a complex problem and the answers are
likely to be complex as well; However, it is also clear that there must be some
broad international co-operative effort if this problem is to be brought under
control. We believe that, in seeking a solution, our collective efforts must be
guided by two broad principles:

- All States have legitimate security requirements, and these must be met.

- Both‘producer and consumer nations are concerned, and a solution must
reflect the interests and ideas of both.

For its part the United States delegation would welcome the views of others
on how the CCD might focus greater attention on conventional arms questions, in
general, and arms transfer issues, in particular. As we begin our work on a
comprehensive negotiating programme, the United States delegation believes that

conventional arms issues should be given full consideration.
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We are all aware, of course, that we are working with the special session of
the General Assembly devoted to disarmament just over the horizon. It will be
held from 23 May to 28 June 1978. The penultimate session of the Prevaratory
Committee for this special session is now undervay; indeed many of our
colleagues are attending it. T would like to express my personal gratitude as
a member of the Committee that one of our colleagues vwho was attending it has
flown many thousands of kilometres and is going to do it again, for the purpose
of letting us have the benefit of his views. The final session of the Preparatory
Committee is scheduled to be held in April, and many of us may be there also.-

The imminence of the special session devoted to disarmament presents us with
a challenge but it presents us with an opportunity as well -- an opportunity tc
broaden our vision, free ourselves from precccupation with the immediate issues
and try to build for the future by stimulating, broadening, .and accelerating our
negotiations on disarmament. This is one of the reasons why the United States
delegation supported the decision of this body of 29 August 1977, by which we
agreed to establish at the beginning of this session an ad hoc working group to
discuss and elaborate a draft comprehensive programme of disarmament to be
submitted to the CCD for consideration.

We recognize that there are limitations az to what can be accomplished by a
comprehensive negotiating nrogramme. Since negotiations in the field of arms
control and disarmament are, by their very nature, consensual transactions, it is
not possible to set a binding deadline for agreement. It ig also a fact, however,
that there is a logical sequential order in measures of arms control and
disarmanent, both in the nuclear and in the conventional field, Our work would
be expedited if we come up with a programme for negotiation which facilitates,
rather than hinders, the progress made here.

We already have gome interesting proposals before the CCD for consideration
by the working group. I would hope that the terms of reference for the working
group vould be designed tc permit consideration not only of proposals which are
nov before the CCD, but also those which may be submitted in the future.

In closing, T would like to note that the special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament plans to consider "machinery for

disarmament negotiations". This means that the special session could make
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recommendations which could affeet our work here in the CCD, It goes without
saying that what we accomplish this session at the CCD, and how we accomplish
it, will have a subgtantial effect upon what those recommendations will De.

The United States is not yet prevared to express its final views as they
relate to the "machinery for disarmament negotiations'; however, I do believe
that a few preliminary remarks might be appropriate.

The CCD must be recognized as what it is and has to be, to be effective ——
a negotiating body. This means that it has to operate by consensus, because
effective disarmament measures cannot be mandated by majority decigions,
particularly when important security interests are at stake. This also means
that it has to be a body of limited, but representative, membership. A body
much larger than the CCD would lose the flexibility and facility of
communication which are prerequisites for an effective negotiating hody.

These are not merely opinions; they are facts which are inherent in the
disarmament process and facts which we believe the CCD should bear in mind so
that it continues as the major multilateral forum for disarmament negotiations.

The statement of these facts does not mean there should be no change in the
organization or functioning of the CCD. There are, for example, important
States that are not represented at this table. For its part, the United States
would welcome participation by such States. Additionally, the United States is
prepared to consider organizational changes. However, before discarding proven
methods, we should all be satisfied that any such changes would make the CCD
a more effective negotiating body. Our primary consideration should be the
important taslt which lies ahead -~ the task of promoting responsible arms
control and disarmament measures which reduce the competition in arms and
atrengthen the security of all nations.  This is a task at which we must all
continue to work in an effort to achieve a world in which peace, freedom and

justice prevails.
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The CHAIRMAN: I thank the distinguished representetive of the United

States of America, Ambassador Fisher for his statement. The next speaker on my
list is the distinguished Ambessador of Mexico. I would like to give voice to
the appreciation of the Committee, 25 well as my own, at the fact that
Ambassador Garcia Robles, #s Ambassador Fisher underlined a few minutes ago,
arrived this very morning from the important fourth meeting of the Prepsratory
Committee for the specisl session in Wew York znd T have very great pleasure in

giving him the floor.

Mr. GﬁRCfA ROBLES (Néxico) (Eggnslated from Spanish): Modem Chairman, T

should like first of all to associate myself with the words of welcome which you

addressed, at the beginning of this meeting, to those distinguished
representatives who are today for the first time occupying their place at the

head of their respective delegations, and also to endorse what has beenvseid in
this Committee about their distinguished predecessors. I should also like to take
this opportunity to extend greetings once again to Ambasssdor Hyvirinen, Spescial
Representative of the Secretary-General, and to express our pleasure at the return
of Ms. Amada Segarra, who is now Alternate Representative of the Secretary-General,

The work of the 1978 session of the Conference of the Committee on
Disarmament which is beginning today should have as its guideline the fact that\
before four months have passed, on 23 May, the first special session of the
United NWations General Assembly devoted to disarmament will be opening in
New York.

The special session is a meeting at which, in accordance with the
recommendations of its Preparatory Committee; it is certain that Member States
will be represented '"at the highest possible level", and that, in the light of the
debates which took place in that Committee during the year just ended, 2 serious
effort will be made to lsy the foundations of what might be called » new
"disarmament strategy” and to give a decisive impetus to disarmament
negotiations which for so long heve been at a stendstill.

~ Hence it would appear to be nc exaggeration to affirm thet the fate of the
CCD may largely depend on the content of this "special report" which -- in
accordance with General Assembly resolution 32/88 B of 12 December 1977, which
"endorsed" the corresponding recommendation of the Preparatcry Committee —— we
shall have to submit to the Generai Assembly, informing it of the "state of the
various questions under consideration'" by this Conference. ’

We believe therefore that the CCD should begin at an early date to consider
what the content of this "speciel report" should be, and vhat steps should be

taken in order to ensure that it cen be described as positive.
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My delegation feels that there is nothing better that could be done in this
respect than to obtain in the CCD the azgreement of all its members to a draft
treaty on the complete prohibition of nuclear-wezpon tests. It was not for
nothing thét the Generasl Asgembly, in ite résolution 32/78 of 12 December last —-
which waé’adopted, incidentally, with the affirmative vote of the thrée nuclear
Powers represented in this forum, to whose repeated abstentions we had grown
accustomed -~ declared that the conclusion of such an international instrumeﬁt
and its opening for signature "would be -the best possible augury for the success
of the special session of the General Assembly devoted to disafmaméht”.kum‘

It was assuredly for that reason that the Assembly, in the same resolution,
after noting with satisfaction that negotiations had begun 'among three nuclear-
weapon States', urged them "to expedite their negotiations with a view to
bringing them to a positive conglusion as soon as possible and to use their best
endeavours to .transmit the results for full consideration by the Conference of the
Committee on Disarmament by the beginning of its spring session.

.~ Unfortunately, 2s we all know, the "positive conclusion" to which the
Assembly referred has not yet materialized. TFor the time being, therefore, we
are unable to comply with the request in the above-mentioned resolution that the
CCD take up "with the utmost urgency" the text transmitted to it as a result of
the trilateral negotistions 'with a view to the submission of a draft treaty to
the General Assembly at its special session devoted to disarmament!,

The enforced inactivity to which the CCD is thus condemned with regard to
this most important issue is, we believe, very regrettable. Ve hope that this is a
temporary situation and that the desired text will be received by the Committee
during February or the first fortnight of March, at the latest. Otherwise, I do
not see how we could give it cur "full consideration' as requested by the
Assembly, "with a wiew" —-— as I have Jjust recalled ——~ "to the submigsion of a
draft treaty" for this special sessicn which, it must not be forgotten, will
gtart on 23 May. We trust that the three nuclear-weapon States are fully aware
of the responsibility involved in the negotiations which they have been conducting,
and of the pressing urgency to bring them to a happy conclusion. , o

A second topicon which we think it would be extremely desirable for the CCD
to adopt urgent measures in the next three months, in order to enable it to
include in its "special report" a statement indicative of real progress in this
connexion, is the topic which, in our deliberations, has been given the title
"Organization and procedures of the CCDY.

In the closing stages of our session last year I already had occasion, in my
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severe criticisms levelled at the CCD in the opinions of Governments examined by
the Preparatory Coumittee for the forthcoming special session of the

General Assembly. I will merely emphasize that, as is clear from the many
quotations T read out on that occasion, there is a fairly widespread feeling

that "the need for an effective multilateral organ for the negotiation of
disarmament messures is becoming more and more evident', and that there is a need
for "improving the structure and methods of work of the CCD" and "to changé without
deley the present system of co-chairmen'. |

Consequently, in our view, the Committee should use the time which,
inevitably but involuntafily, it will have at its disposal before it receives the
tripartite text of the preliminary draft treaty on nuclear-weapon tests, to
reconsider two proposals: the setting up of a stending sub-committee of the whole
and the abolition of the co-chairmanship system.

With regard to the first of these proposals which, to our way of thinking,
would double the working capacity end thus the efficiency of the CCD, working
paper CCD/530 submitted last year by twelve delegations —- those of Argentins,
Brazil, Burma, Egypt, Iren, Mexico, Morocco, Higeria, Peru, Sweden, Yugoslavia
and ZalIre —— retaing all its validity. What wase suggested there, in March 1977,
might well be taken, in February 1978, as 2 point of departure for resuming a
congcientious examination of this subject. : k

Ag will be recalled, the proposal on this subject, which isyfairly brief,
was worded as follows: .

"A standing sub-committee should be set up to negotiate specific texts
of draft conventions, treaties, agreements and other documents on those
questions in the agenda of the CCD which the Committee may refer for that
purpoge to the sub-committee. “ V

"The organizetion of work and its procedures should be determined by
~the CCD and should not impair in any manner the right of the Committee to
adopt any other procedural measures it may deem advisable. The chairmanship
should be by monthly rotation according to the alphabetical order in Engliéh
of member States. v

"The sub-committee should have its records, as appropriate, and should
submit its report(s) to the CCD. ‘

"The level of representation in the sub-committee should be |
determined by each delegation.

"Its meetings should be held without hampering the regular or informal

meetings of the CCD",




CCD/PV.767
36

(Mr. Garc{a Robles, Mexico)

With regard to the adoption of = procedure to replace the unusual
institution of the couchclrmanghlp, the many suggestions that have been
submitted by the delegatlon of Mexico since nearly ten years ago might perhaps
serve as & basis for the resumptlon of dlSCUSSlODS on the matter. I will merely
recall, as the most récent emong them, the following ideas vhich it fell to me to
place before the First Committee of the Gemeral Assembly exsctly three menths ago
today, on 31 October 1977:

"My delegation has in the past suggested vericus options that might be
resorted to in order to achieve the end we have in view. Ve believe the one
to be chosen from among them should be that which has the most chance of
being acceptable to eéch and every one of the five nuclear Powers.

“Accdrding to themreactions thot I have heard this year, it seems to me
that the procedure that would best ansver this purpose would perhaps be the
monthly rotation of the chairmanship smeng all non—nuolear—weapon States
members of the CCD, Indeed, such a system would be closest to that applied
in the case of the Security Council, a system which from the very beginning
has won the consent of its permaznent members, thét is, the five nuclear-
weapon States. |

"We are convinced that the relinguishment of the co~chairmanship in a
gracious and co-operative gesture — which, I am sure, is how the
relinquishment of the office by the twc Co-Chairmen woulcd be interpreted —-
would not in the very least prejudice either the prerogatives or the
legitimate interests of the United States or the Soviet Union, especially
in a body like the CCD, in which decisions must necessarily be taken ob the
basis of consensus. Quite the contrary; the moral stature of fhe super-—
Powers would increaée considerably in the eyes of 211 the Members of the
United Nations, and even from the purely practical point of view their

representatives would benefit quite considerably becsuse they would be freed

from the manyand arducus duties entailed in the office they have been ocecupying

jointly, and they could use their time to much greater advantége by stepping

up the pace'of their bilateral negotiations, the slowness of wvhich is, we

mast confess, frequently discouraging."

We have also explained many times in various forums, both in the CCD and in
the United Nations, the obvious advantages that would derive from the new system
which, in the words used in the same statement to which I have just referred,

might be summed up as followss
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"Of course, this would have the merit of being a reflection of the
fundamental pirinciple of the sovereigu equality of Statcs. But the element
which should be decisive for the modification we have been suggesting for
years now is the unquestionable need for the cther two nuclear Powers, France
and the People's Republic of China, which have so far been absent from the
CCD, to participate in its work. This appears obvious to us just asg it is
likewise axiomatic that, as long as the system of co-chairmanship of the two
super~Powers is maintained, there is not the siightest possibility of
achieving that participstion -~ which is not surprising, since the situation
would certainly be the same if France and China were the Co-Chairmen and the
United States and the Soviet Union were outside the CCD."

In reply to some questions as to why we have proposed that the nuclear-weapon
States should not be included among those which, in accordance with our formula,
would each month in turn act as Chairmen of the CCD, I should like to state that
the reasons for their exclusion are identical with the reasons for which the
permenent members of the Security Council, which are the same nuclear-weapon
States, have from the outset been excluded from the Presidency of the
Ceneral Assembly.

My delegation is fully aware of the difficulties which will have to be
overcome if, within sr inexorable *time-limit of less than four months, we are to
implement measures such as those which I hove outlined and which must be regarded
merely as examples of the meny meesures which ghould figure, in the "special
report’ of the CCD to the special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament, not as projects but a2s sctusl achievements.

The three measures to vhich T have referred -- one substantive and two
procedural —-— vere of a priority nature last year; but it was, nevertheless,
impossible to meke progress on any of them. However, we hold a guardedly
optimistic view that the results in 1978 will be different from whet they were
in 1977.

Firstly, because the special session devoted to disarmement —- which for some,
it seems, was in 1977 lost toASight in the distant future -— is now en imminent
reality which cannot be ignored. Secondly, beceuse there have been a pumber of
encouraging changes whose importance should not be underestimated.

We have already mentioned the fact that the three nuclear Powers which are

participating in the work of the CCD voted in the General Assembly for the
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resolution on the complete ﬁrohibition of nmuclesr-weapon tests, instead of
abstaining as they hed always done in the past and in spite of the fact that
the resolution, in the form in which it is drafted, demends -— it might be

said —— more than requests that such tests should be halted ﬁithin o peremptory
time-limit. | |

Something similar hes occurred with regard to the quesfion of the SALT
negotiations, since a careful analysis of the text of reéoiution 32/87 G,
adopted on 12 December 1977 by 134 votes in favour end only 2 against
(Albanis and China), with no abstentions, leads to the undoubted conclusion
that this is a resolutioh which goes much further‘than any of the seven
resolutions which thé General Assembly has previously adopted on this question
since 16 December 1969. Although this resolution, unlike some of the
preceding resolutions, contains no specific reference to i"importan')t"qualitative
limitations and substantial reductions' of the strategic nuclear—weapOn éyétems
of the two super-Powers, it nevertheless quotes word for word the following two
categorical statements:

First, the statement made by the President of the United States of America
to the Gemneral Assembly on 4 October 1977, in which he said thats

"The United States is willing to go as far as possible, consistent
with our security interests, in limiting and reducing our nuclear weapons.

On a reciprocsl basis we are willing row to reduce them hy 10 pef cent;

20 per cent or even 50 per cent. Then we will work for further reduction

to a world truly free of nuclear weapons'.

Secondly, the statement méde by the President of the Supreme Soviet of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Rebublics on 2 Hovember 1977 at the Joint Session of
the Sup:eme Soviet and the Central Committee of the Communist Party, in which he
said that: V

"Today we are proposing a radical step: that agreement be reached

on a simultanecus halt in the produrtion of nuclear weapons by all States.

This would apply to a8ll such weapons —- whether atomic, hydrogen or neutron

bombs‘or miséiles. At the same time, the nuclear Powers could undertake

to start the gradual reduction of existing stockpiles of such weapons and

move towards their complete, total destruction'.
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Tmmediately -fterwards, the Assembly vesolution stresses the '"necessity
and urgency" that the United States and the Soviet Unicn

"strive to implement as socon 25 possible the foregoing declarations of

their respective Heads of State #nd invites the Governments of both

countries to adopt without delay all relevant measures to achieve that
objective.

This cbjective is obviously much brosder thean that expressed on earlier
occasions, since it involves nothing less then Y& gimultansous halt in the
production of muclear weapons', progress towards the "complete, total
destruction of existing étockpiles of such veapcns", and the achievement of
"a world truly free of nuclear weapons". In spite of this, the two super-
Powers modified the position of abé%ention vwhich they had persistently adopted
in the past and, for the first time, voted for the resolution, 25 did the
United Kingdom and France.

It is to be hoped that the three nuclear—wespon 3tates represented in cen
will be able to give evidence, at the session of CCD which is beginning today,
of 2 spirit of understanding and co-operation similar to that which they
displayed when those two resvluticns were ndopted. And let it be said in
pegsing that, after they have voted in fevour of those resolutions, they cannot,
we believe, in future deny the fully bindirg nature of the resolutions.

If they folluw the course vwhich we hove outlined —— ance may I say that
the words we have heard today from Ambossador Tisher and Ambassador Likhatchev
are somevhat encouraging in this respect —-- we are convinced that the Committee
will be in é position to transmit to the specisl gession of the ’ |
General Assembly devoted to disarmament a favourable bhalance-sheet of its werk,
whose positive results might include the realization of the three specific

measures which I have exyamined in this statement.
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spring session, L would like firstly to join previous speakers in welcoming the
Eeade of Dzlegations attending the Conference for the first time.

amony the neveomers I am nervicularly gratified to congratulate the newly-
appointed leaders of the delegations of the Federal Ilepublic of Germany,
imbassader Gerhard Pifeiffer, and of the ietherlonds, fmbassador Richard H. Tein.
I would like aleco to evpress a verm velcome to Ambassador Petar Voutov of Bulgaria
and Ambassador Adeniji of Nigeria, asz well as to fmbassador Tadesse Terrefe of
Ethiopia and to Mr. Tha Tun, Chargé d'affaires of Burma. I am locking forward
to closely co-operating with them, as was the case with their predecessors with
whom I am honoured to have worked during a long period of time.

I wish to greet also fmbassador Rigto HyvArinen and to express the:
satisfaction of the Italian delesation at knowing that he will continue to perform
hig important funecticn in this foxum. I would also like to express similar
feelings of appreciation to Ms. imada Segarra, Alternate Representative of the
Secretary~General.

Permit me, Madam Chairman, at this . juncture to mention those eminent
personalities who have played an important role in this body and who are no
longer among us in this room. In varticular, I refeer to Ambassador van der Klaauw
of the delegation of the Netherlands, Ambassador Schlaich of the delegation of the
TFederal Republic of Cermany and Ambassador Clark of Higeria. The Itelian ‘
delcgation had theropﬁortunity to appreciate in full measure their outstanding
professional skill as well ag their high personeal qua,lities and their human
approach; In the ne e of‘my delegation T would he grateful to the delegations
of the Tederal Republic of Germany and of fThe Netherlands ii they could convey
to them my warmest‘congratulations for their anpointment to new and important
assignments. Tn thie respect I would in particular pay tribute to
fmbassador van der Kleauw in his ﬁew hish capacity as Poreign Minister of his
country.

I would like also to express the profound esteem of the Italian Delegation
to Ambassador NHikolov of Bulgaria, [mbassador U Thet Tun of Burma and
Ambagsador Berhanu of Ithiopia. I wish them 2ll professional success and a

happy life.
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Some years a 2, in response to Unite” Nations General !ssembly
resolution 2602 E (XXIV) of December 1969, concerning the question of a
comprehensive disarmament programme, our delegation summarized the main views
of the Italian Govermnment on this important matter in a working paper tabled on
19 August 1970 (CCD/}O9). Since then relevant proposals and suggestions,
related to the same topic, were submitted by a number of delegations which
constitute a useful background material for the CCD.

At its thirty-first session, the United Natiéns General Assembly urged the
CCD to "adopt, during its 1977 session, a comprehensive programme dealing with
all aspects of the problem of the cessation of the arms race and general and
complete disarmament under strict and effective international control, in
accordance with General Assembly resolution 2602 I (XXIV) proclaiming the .
Disarmament Decade".

Pursuant to this General Assembly resolution (31/68), two informal sessions
of the CCD were convened last year to debate the problem. Although it was not
possible for the CCD to concretely engage in the drafting of a formal document,
the exchange of views proved challenging and fruitful. Consensus was eventually
reached among the States members of the Committee that at the beginning of its
spring session 1978 an ad hoc working group would be established, in accordance
with its procedural decisions adopted at the 746th meeting of the Conference on
21 April 1977 (004/532), to discuss and e.aborate a draft c.mprehensive programme
of disarmament to be submitted to the CCD for consideration.

At the T763rd meeting of the Comﬁittee on Disarmament, held on
18 August 1977, I had the honour to put forward some preliminary thoughts of my
Governmment on the framework for an organic prdgramme of global negofiations on
disarmament, and I am confident members of this Committee will recall the basic
ideas of my speech.

Before commenting on the working paper now in front of you (CCD/548), and
which in any event we have circulated before the Committee's debate on the spring
session agenda, I wish to make a few comments.

The drafting of a disarmament programme constitutes a preliminafy undertaking
on the way towards concrete action in the field of disarmament.

The working paper now before the Committee aims at offering a realistic
and thorough contribution to the framing of an organic set of guidelines for
future negotiations on disarmament to take place in the appropriate fora.

Furthermore we think that the framework we have proposed could offer also a
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subgrantive con Lrﬁ, ttion to the élahoration of & programme of,ibtionfbased'on
nrlC“**les and short term measures Wy the United Yetions special session devoted
to disarmenent, |

Secondly, it is nct intended to counter aiy‘formal working.aécumeht previously

submitted tc this body by cther dal atlons, o1r aim is to contribute together

vith then to a more crderly and articulated progress toward the capital goal of

general and complete disarmament. ’ ‘
The vor?inf raper is divided into three main parts: the fi?st one, vhile

esting upon a kL061V~ghared general “pnroach to disarmament, specifically

points to some concepts and princi oleu that, we believe, should constltu e the‘

core of anJ well structured and artlculaund prog“anmc on %hl matter.
Basically such principles are the following:

(1) = degree of flexibility ac to the schedule and time-table for the
congideration and negotiation of specific international ingtruments;

(2) a balance betwsen the neasures to be taken in the various disarmament
'sectors, namely between nuclear and conventional armaments

(3) an appropriate co-ordinatien of glchal and regional initiatives in the
fiegld of disarmament;

(4) a stepmhy—step approach in order to prevent imhalances'and destebilizing
effects; ‘ ;

(5) effective vevificaiion measures to ensure that disarmement obligations are

rarties.

being fully complied with by 211

In fact, to result in a sound and well-balanced instrumeﬁf, a globéi
programme on disarmament, we'believe,sﬁould e hased 0n.genera1 principles
resulting from the experienc: of the past and a considered appfaisal of toda&‘s
international reality and of ity foreseeable trends in the years to come. Ve
consider it to be the most appropriate way to provide the international comﬁunity
with clear guidelines as to the most SUludble and consistent wpproach towardo
the attainment of the defined oogectlves.

Part two, titled "Main elements of the disarmament pronrammp” is intenﬂed
to offer a set oP prﬁorlty neasures which should comnand the respongible and

lasting endeavours of the inte rnational commhnlty in the near future.

(o]

Such'measures affect, in the first place, nuclear weapons and other wedpons
of mass deotructlnn.

They also rontemrlnte conventional weapons as well as other weapbnry s&stems.
They are altogeuner intended to set in motion bilateral and multilateral

initiatives capable of fostering a climate of netural confidence and ftrust. I
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will not dwell on them specifically to avoild unnecessary repelitions. T would
simply drawv the attention of thig Cormititee to ryr statement of

18 August 1977 and of coursc to the maper before vou.

lrs. THORSSOW (Sveden): Speaking for the Tirst time today in my

capacity as representative of Oweden, I intend to discuss mainly tuo aspects
of the current situation in the ficld of disaymament. Before I do so, hovever,
I want to malic & fev remaris of o morve general cheracter, connected with vhat

I said in my opening remaxrks as Chairman of todayis meeting.

During this session the CCD will face the preatest challenge in itg
l6-year history. Vhat does the outside vworld, anxiously and impatiently
avalting decisive results of ycars of disarmament cfforts, think of ug as a
negotiating body? Is our ineme that of a group of idle talkers achieving
glaringly insufficient concrete »nrogress? Or have ve managed to gt the
wvorld outside this body to zece the cormplexities of the problems that ve have
been aslked to solve, the nmany serious and varying obstacles that ve come upon
in our search for solutions?y Does this outside world doubt or believe in a
sincere and sufficiently cstrong nolitical will among the Governments
participating in the CCD negotiations to reach these solutions at long last?

I do not knou the ansvers to such questions. “hat I do know is that the
efficiency and effectiveness ol the CCD will e put wnder scrutiny in a Ifevw
months from nov by the most authoritative organ of the world community. It is
up to us now, representatives of the two militery blocs as well as of
non-zligned and neutral States, to face thig challenge and to vork in such a
vay durine this spring session that our special report to the United Iiations
will reflect lasting progress in the most important areas of our work.

It is in this spirit thet I i1l nov turn to the substantive iscues that
I intend to deal with.

I wvill Tirst outline Sueden's position with respect to recent developments
in the comprehensive test bhan issue vhich, in the view of the Swedish
Government -—- and I am confident thic view is shared by many other
Governments ~- is the most urgent problem at hand. Secondly, I will deal
with the institutional rnechanism necded to promote disarmament cffcrts ab

the multilateral level and in that context in particular of course the CCD.



03 < AN
Thorooon, Luoden)

interustionsl oo

»eeolrtion that 2 dvaflt

of i Luocermly devoled to
1 Tl 1 2 - ..
zoiber 1977, tho bhirly-sccond

!
ns

sembly urges tho threc nucleosr—reancn Slates invelved in the trilateral
tallss regerding the comprehoncive iteot ban io oxmediic their efforts znd to

use their Lbest endeavours to tronciit the reoults Tor full consideration by

urrency with a vier to the subomicrion ol a .
r e SR - 1 S R S
The Jwedish Coverrment hao noiod writh

H

referred Yo wns cupported b o1l the norticin

This ig an expression of political vill on the part of three States which

sive multilatewal negotintions at an early o

auceesainl concluai

and consequentiy a he rearlong endeavours

of the CCD in this mettor Lesingt this bacloround,

(3

distinguished delegatos wm tely to ryr left ~— the
ouecich delegation noves with con - thot the trilateoral tellis are not

velt successiully ternminctec.

The special seosion vhich ling lezn then Tour montus ahoad is gxpectod
hr ihld NIT ] Vo TriaTHe T 5 RO L A 1T e “nort ity ot in ‘L o
by public opinion everwrhere o nrovide o unidque onportunity in c a

O
nev and rore Truitiul pooco serens negoviationn. Yhe CCD as the

\)
=
=
it
.
}_J
o
3
5

mnoin inte"n,tiondl negotic

respnoncinilityr. his is rocormis hone, by 2ll of wo, If the CCD is
to he maintained as o credib nocoticting Lods nodrperative that it
con regicter substanticl »ro the sneeial segoion.

iz 1o one of the recaseons i

Galle o 2 cormpreno: zie trensformed into wultiletera

negotiations in the CUD without Duitier celayr.



CCD/EV ., 767
45

(Mrs. Thorsson, Sveden)

Huclear disarmement vill be in the focus of attention during the
special secssion. Cbviously, any real progrese achieved before the session
itself will have a favourable impact on its outcome. Together with SALY, the
only conceivable result that can be attained in time for the smecial session
seens to be a comprehencive test bLan. ALgainst this background, and with
reference to the Gencral iLssembly resolution referred to, I therefore,
formally propose that the CCD this spring shall be in permanent session as long
as ig required to fulfil the request made to it by the General Assembly.

Muclear disarmament is of truly intemmational concern because every.
nation in the world is aflfccted by the nuclear aims race and therefore also
by every such disarmament measure or the lack of such measures. This is one
justification for a multilatercl negotiating Dody like this Conference, and
it is also an incentive fox niddle-sized and small non-~nuclear-weapon States
to be active in the disarmament vork. Ihiclear disarmament is furtherriore one
important key to real progresc in other arcas of disarmament such as
conventional arms.

It must always be borne in mind that a CIDT, as a vital step tovards
nuclear disarmament, acquires its full significence only in combination with
other measures in this field, particularly by the tvo leading nuclear-iwreapon
States.

Nuclear disarmament is also crucial in the battle against proliferation
of nuclear veaponsg to additional States. One reason vhy the NPT is still
not universally adhered to is thie fact that the major nuclear Powers have
not accepted what we, the non-nuclcar-vieapon States, see as the full
consequences of their accecsion to the treaty.

As regards the verification of a CTBY, 2ll parties must be given equal
rights and responsibilitics as reogords the control of compliance with the
treaty. The right of full access to relevant data and information systems is
of vital importance. The noi wt of a verification system under a CIDT
is plamned to consist of an effoqtivo international exchange of seismological
data from a global netuvork of seisnological stations. It is obvious that the
elaboration of such a glaobal system must be a matter of multilateral
negotiations. I wish to strecs the importance my delegation attaches to
this question. The Swedish draft CUBY (CeD/526/Rev.1) contains provisions
for an effective international cxchange of scismological data and for o

procedure involving on-site ingpections.
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L1 this wmoment, in view of

s

he Iortheoming multilateral C'TB hegotiations,
L wvould like to point out some neasures v.ich should be considered nou in
order to facilitate the adequate verification of a comprehensiﬁo test ban
treaty. The intention of such measures ic to enable also States vhich have
linited resources as regerds detection seisnology to make an independent
assesement of globally collccied and pre-crelysed data. It will for this
purpose be required to establish an international system consisting of a
netvork of selacted seismclogical stations, a cormunication network and
internationzl data centres,

In order to facilitate en early conclusion of a CIBT, it is importantrin

4.

our view already at this stage Yo teliz measures to initiate the establishment
of an international monitoring system. To create the necessary basis for

such an international co-onevation, CCD members end also other countrics should
be prepared to participate n the deta erchenge bj nroviding data for

detection and identificetion of =zcismic evento. In consequence vith our
earlier initiatives in pronoting international seismological co-operation, we
would be ready to take a Murther otep in order to contribute to the
establishment of an adequate inteimational monitoring cystem. Provided that

satisfactory arrangements cen be nade, the Svedish Covermment would be

|

prepared to talke meassures to esteblish, to operate and to finance an
ir*ernational sed molegical data cenire. Jio doubt the findings of the CCD
seismological Ad Toc Group will bz a valuable guide in establishing
procedures for this inteinational deto exchange.

The final raport of the Ad hoc Crovn is expected to be submitted to
the CCD in ebeut a memth's time. Ve are rleaced to note the progress made
in 2 work of the Greup so Tar. Vithout enticipating the conclusions ond
recormendations of the Ad hoc CGroup, o number of nmeasures can be icentified
that are required in order tc pubt an infermational data exchange systen into
operation. Yor this purnoce, it ig cbvicus that the CCD will also in the 7
future need the assistance of seismological experts. In the Swedish view
the CCD should as early as possible tele & decision regarding the continuaticn
of the efforts to establisch guch a gyster. In this coantext it should be
mentioned that the Japenese delegation on 3 liaxch last year in the CCD

sugeested an "expcrimental cxewrcise'". The Suedish delegation welcomes thig
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proposal., It is important, hovever, that such an "experimental exercise" does
not delay the establishment of an international data exchange system. It
should rather be scen as the initial phaée in the operation of such a systemn.
The objective should be to have a data cwchange system, wvhich is fundamental
for the international control of a CIBT, fully operative when such a treaty
enters into force. _

While discussing the question of verification I would like to touch upon
the problem of on-site inspection and other non-seismological methods of
verification, that is reconnaicssance from satellites. Tor similar reasons
as in the case of seismological data exchange, such other verification measures
must not become the exclusive concern of the major nuclear-weapon Powvers. It
is essential for the viability of a CTBT that verification is carried out with
genuine international particination and that all parties to the treaty have
full access to all relevant data and information. The procedures for
international participation and exchange of information will of course depend
on the outcome of CCD negotictions.

Prom our previous discuscions it appears to be a generally accepted viev
in the Committee that certain procedures for consultation and co-operation
in questions relating to the imnlementation of a CTBT are desirable. Ve are
pleased that many delegations heve endorsed the concept of a consﬁltativo
committee as proposed in the Svedish draft treaty referred to carlier. Ve
have in mind an advisory body vhicl: vould be the nain instrument of the
parties in all matters relating to the functioning and implementation of the
treaty.

Theé main purpose of the committce should be to inspire confidence in
the effectiveness of the treaty and to increasc its viability. Ac its name
indicates, the committee should have an advisory role. In view of the vital
importance of the confidence building aspect, it would seem natural if the
committee would meet with some periodicity. Setisfactory arrangements must
be worked out for ensuring o close liaicon between the vork of the committee
and the international system Tor exchange of seismological data and other
verification measures. One possibility might be to entiust to the cormittee
the important task of guiding the opecration of the monitoring system.
Provisions in this respect could be included in a protocol amnexcd to the
treaty in connexion vith arrangements for technical supervision of the

compliance with the treaty.
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" Having discussed in some length the most important item on the agenda of
this spring session, I now vant to say a i1ev vords cn our own future, i.c. the
future organization of the CCD. Chviocusly, this will he a major aspect of the
consideration by the special session vith remard to the institutional mechenism
in the field of disarmament. 3Zqually obvious is that the special session's
assessment of the CCD sg the mein intermational negotiation body will to a
considerable extent be influenced by ouvr perlormance in the course of this
spring scssion.

Last year I said in the Pirst Committee of the United Nations General Assembly
that two different types of disarmement organs are required, that is, a negotiating
body with limited membership and a forum at fthe highest political level
comprising all members of the United Hations. The actual situation today
corresponde roughly to this general concept. This does not mean, hovever,
that there is no room for improvements: on the contrary, scveral measures:
can be contemplated in this regard. Jith respect to CCD, the Swedich
delegation has on previous cccasions advocated a change in the present
ingtitution of co-chairmanship cctablished in 1962. Ve live now in a
different world and this institubion, vhich 16 years ago may have appeared
natural, must now be roplaced vith o system in line with the present
political situation.

A possible n-del for diccusgion coul” be a bureaun consisting of four
members, namely one Chairman and three Vice-Chairmen. Two nembers of the
burecau would be selected from the States belonging to the military blocs and
the other two from the group of necutral and non-alisned., The chalrmanship
could rotate among all members of the CCD in alphabetical order on a monthly or
on a sessional basig.

Murthermore, my delegation believex that more openness is required with
regard to the meetings of the CCD., e see no reason vhy the formel mectings
of the Conference could not be made public - with a possibility of course
to hold closed meetings vhenever nced arises.

We also believe that all nembers of fhe Upnited HWations that submit

[41]

directly to the CCD proposals on measures ol disarmament should he entitled

to address the Conference in connexion vith its discugsions of the subject
concerned. On the other hand — for reasons of efficiency —-- informal meetingo,
meetings in working groups, etc., should in principle remain exclusively

restricted to CCD menmbers.
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In my intervention today as representative of Sweden, I have emphasized
the indisputable fact that the CTD will have to achieve the results expected
of us during this gpring secsion. The responsibility rests very heavily indeed
vith the three nuclear—ieopon States members of this body to fulfil their

solemn obligation under a United fations resolution which all of them have

supported and, to provide uc vwith the basis for truly multilateral -- and
successful -- negotiations leading up to a CPDT. Our —- the non-nucleai-
veapon States! -- obligation ic not to let our colleagues Irom these threc

member States distract for onc moment from their endeavours to finish their
part of the job and let us take over, at the carliest nossible moment,
determined to do our part.

Distinguished delegates, Sweden, as so many other countries, vants to
see the year 1978 as the year of o CIDT, the year of the first decisive step

towards nuclear disarmanent.

"he ncetings wrose ot 6 p.m.






