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Communique of the meetin~ 

The Conference of the Committee on Disarmameri.t today held its 7l3th plenary meeting 

in the Palais des Nations, Geneva, under the Chairmanship of 

H.E. Ambassador Joseph Martin, Jr., representative of the United States of America. 

A statement was made by the representative of Nigeria 

(H~E. Ambas~ador B. Akporode Clark) on the mid-term review of the Disarmament Decade. 

The representative of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland 

(H.E. Ambassador Mark Allen) supported a suggestion, relating to documents on chemical 

weapons, which had been made by the representative of Sweden 

(H.E. Ambassador Gustaf Hamilton) at the 712th meeting of the CCD. 

A statement was made by the Chairman on the establishment of an Ad Hoc Group of 

Scientific Experts to consider international co-operative measures to detect and 

identify seismic events. 

The next plenary meeting of the Conferen.ce will be held on Thursday, 22 July 1976, 

at 10.30 a.m. 

-)(-
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Mr. CLARK (Nigeria) z Mr. Chaii'man~ it is -p.. pleasant duty for me to be able 

to. pay tr:i_hute, .on behalf of my delegation, to the outstpnd:i,ng per13onaL qua;Li ties of 

.Ambassador A.A. Roshchin of _the. Union of Soviet Social,i:;>;t RepublicS,; <?-nd 

Ambas.sadpr. l.if.H. Barton of Canada, \<Tho until recently w~;r-e most 13:91~ repres.entativ~.s of 

their countries at this Conference. Ambassador Ros~chin brought a new (\im~?:!3ion ,to 

the, J:'Ole. of Co-Chairman. He \vas never '"anting in the: defence of his posit.i.()n~ ·yet. .. i:t 

was his human:.side. that appealed to us most. He, l'>las an optimist; he_ Qro;e<J.;. ancl::·he 

had .faith in the. future. 1:le wish. him a long life and every happiness in his 

retirement. Ambassador Barton _has not retired. He b~d only moved to another foru~~ 

We look forward to meeting him again and. we wish hi .. ;n every success. 
'·· .i... • ', .. 

My b:r'?th~~~ --~~bassador. c.M. ~asasa of Zai:-t, _has also left :for another_ equall;}l" 

important assigp,ment. I had the privil~ge of -vmrking, with him not only in ~h~ CC:p. 

but in several other organizations in Ge~eva and elsewhere. We shall miss him because 
• !. •••. · . -· ' ' 

he W<;J.S a good man who pioneered with r.!'edi t and ability the role of his countr:'f in the 
\ ·'. 

CCD. 

As we say good-bye to these ~ur dear friends and colleagues, we are confident that 

the great countries from l'>lhere ,hey came have also sent eminent reliefs for them. We 

gladly therefore extend our ~,st cordial welcome to Ambassador Likhatchev of the USSR. 

We also welcome our brothe::>~ Nr • F • El Ibrashi of Eg"~JPt. Their wide experience and 

the commitment of their ,.Juntries to the goals of disarmament encourage us to hope 

that their stay with u will be fruitful and friendly. 

Ambassador Hamj·con of Sweden made an interesting point last Thursday. He drew 

our attention to e informal background paper prepared by the Secretariat which showed 

that since 1972 r, >vorking papers on the subject of a chemical -vreapons ban (CWB) have 

been submitted J the CCD and that some 230 statements have also been made on it before 

this forum. ,ords are like leaves, as the saying goes. Where they are plentiful, 

fruits hard~ exist. 

I beJ·~e that the same source, which Ambassador Hamilton referred to, also 

revealed Any other disturbing facts. Take the question of CTB, for instance, in the 

informr background paper prepared by the Secretariat and dated 14 April 1976. We all 

recof ze that CTB is crucial to the effort to ~~ealize unequivocally the objectives of 

the ,eaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nucl-3e;.; 1ieapons. We know that without CTB we 
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cannot be sincere and realistic in our professions to halt the horizontal proliferation 

of nuclear weapons. At the same time we accept CTB as a disarmament measure, without 

which we cannot proceed to limit and reduce nuclear armament. Yet serious 
. . 

consideration of CTB has been stalled and stymied over the years by a :Proliferation of 

words and wafts. Even the bilateral Treaties between the Uriion of"Soviet Socialist 

Republics· and the united States of America on the Limitation 'of Underground Nucl'ear · 

Weapon Tests and on UndergroUnd Nuclear Explosions for Peaceful Purposes have' not led 

us to expect that the CCD will address itself to a text of a draft ·comprehensive test 

ban treaty in the immediate future. 

My present statement is not a critique of the various suggested texts or specific 

proposals on CWB or CTB before the CCD. But I see immense merit in the Swedish idea 

that some effort should now be made to compile and analyze critically some of the facts 

and views already before this Conference in recent years~ so as to see whether they can 

provide a guide or outline for a draft comprehensive test ban treaty. And then we 

should proceed on the basis of our findings and analysis to elaborate a draft on the 

subject. 

I am also.tempted to take advantage of this opportunity to-invite attention to the 
. . 

constructive aspects and interpretations of.article IV of the recent Treaty between 

the United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on Underground 

Nuclear Explosions for Peaceful Purposes (document CCD/496 of 23 June 1976), and to 

propose that the United Nations, which has primary responsibility for disarmament, 

should open a register for all nuclear explosions, peaceful or otherwise,. and that all 

States should accept an obligation to report and record their nuclear explosions in that 

register. The information to be provided on individual nuclear explosions may not be 

as detailed as those required in the Protocol to the United States-Soviet Treaty. But 

notice of the incidence, occurrence and purpose of each explosion is vital and important. 

That notice should be recorded in the proposed register. 

I do not see how such notification as we have proposed can mate:dally undermine the 

security of any Sta-te. If anything, it will ~ttenuate ·the· current controversy over 

peaceful nuclear explosions, as we become better informed about the motive behind each 

explosion. r. .• • Ii' '~nything, it will serve as a confidence-building measure, a concept so 

dear to the proponents of the Helsinki Treaty on European Security and Co-operation. 
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If anything it will translate mutua~ assurances, given on a bilateral plane and based 

on presumptions of a dyarchy in international affairs, into plurilateral confidence 

and safeguards. 

If I may return, Sir, to my subject of the mid-:-term revie-vr of the Disarmament 

Decade, I can only begin by recalling -vrhat Ambassador Ene of Roman,ia challenged us to do 

last Thursday, 15 July 1976. 'vJe need the political will. to move from Hords to action. 

We need a programme of action and agenda to enable us to proceed with our deliberations 

on a systematic basis. V.Te need a time-table to enable us to focus and concentrate our 

attention on specific issues at specific times. vJe need to establish some priori ties 

so that we do not give our preoccupations the character of a moving target. 

I am not advocating by this that our emphasis must not change as time and 

circumstance dictate, or that >ve cannot move from the negotiation of one text to 

another if there are obvious difficulties. The practice of seeing difficulties before 

-vre really come to difficulties, thereby abdicating the political will to negotiate; the 

tendency to convert the Conference into a forumfor endless scientific studies that are 

not dicta,ted by or situated within the context of an on-going consideration of a 

specific text or draft treaty; the temptation to determine our priQrities haphazardly 

and at the instance of individual delegation's predilect.ions like the children's song: 

"Do you see what I see? 

Do you hear what I hear?" 

-- all these have contributed to our apparent inability to take full advantage of the 

prevailing detente in international affairs so as to negotiate effective measuxes to 

reduce the dangers of a nuclear >var, to limit the nuclear arms race and to reduce armed 

forces and armaments. 

I must admit that during,the la~t-spring session, the CCD has done a tremendous 

qn~ commendable amount of work in trying to. organize its work along acceptable lines and 

methods. I am sure that the comprehensive review which has been proposed by .your o-vm 

delegation, Sir -- the delegation' of the United States - ~<rill tak~ us ·.further in the 

same general direction. But reorganization or a .viable method of work is not a 

substitute for the substance of work. life need to plan for specific objectives of 

negotiation. \ife need to shoyr_ results on questions of arms control and disarmament. 

This is our mandate. This is the only justification for our functional existence. 
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·I belie-ve that tne mid-term review of the Disarmament Decade upon 1-1hich we are 

embarking will assist us to develop a stratego.r for negotiation. Last year, during 

the Review·Conference of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, we 

reached the virtually unanimous conclusion that the nuclear Powers parties to the 

Treaty have not yet·carried out their obligations "to pursue·negotiations in good faith 

on effective measures relating to cessation of the nuclear aims race at an early date 

and to nuclear disarmament." We noted that, however welcome were instruments such as 

the first Strategic Arms Limitation Talks (SALT I) agreement limiting the deployment of 

anti-ballistic missile systems and specifying upper limits for the numbers of offensive 

long-range missile systems; the Vladivostok Agreement of November 1974; the Treaty 

on the Prohibition of the Emplacement of Nuclear Weapons and other Weapons of Mass 

Destruction on the Sea-Bed and the Ocean Floor and in the Subsoil thereof; the 

Convention on Biological Warfare and so on, they were not adequate steps towards nuclear· 

disarmament. We stressed then that a comprehensive test ban treaty was a matter of' 

exceptional priority, and that the CCD should initiate without delay negotiations to 

halt the further development of nuclear weapons and delivery ·systems as well as the 

production of fissile material for weapon purposes and the reduction and elimination of 

nuclear stockpiles. 

Little did we know at the time that soon thereafter the commercial and'economic 

advantages which the nuclear Powers and other industrialized States enjoyed under the 

Treaty, and which they strove strenuously to protect during the Review Conference, 

would soon become a threat to the security of Africa. South Africa, which has refused 

to accept safeguards and inspection of its·atomic and nuclear activities by an 

international authority, including IAEA; South Africa, which has refused to be a 

party to the Non-Proliferation Treaty; South Africa, which has no need for nuclear 

energy as·a source of power-- it is South Africa which has obtained every external 

help and assistance to develop a process for producing enriched uranium; it is 

South Africa to which nuclear Powers parties to the NPT and other industrialized 

countries are fighting among themselves in a:cut-throi:tt competition to supply nuclear 

reactors- reactors that it can employ to accelerate'and perfect its nuclear bomb in 

order to terrorize and intimidate .P...frica. This is at a time when in spite of 

article IV of the Treaty, there is no record of any offer of help by those parties in a 

position to do so to assist or co-operate with African States parties to the Treaty in 

developing'peaceful nuclear technology, particularly in the application of nuclear 

energy and techniques for agriculture and medicine. 
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Perhaps,, this mid-term. review exercise vrill. enable us. to ~evelop a commpn 

perception. of. the dangers of nuclear proli.feration. Perhaps,_ it \vill awaken us to the 

need to address OLU'selves more_· seriously to the tasks and duties determined for the 

CC:D in the-Disarmament. Decade. .]?erhaps, \ve may even begin to negotiate some measures 

of arms control and disarmament, taking adva.ntage of the current political detente. 

Perhaps,. it Hill .encourage the United States of America and the USSR to make good their 

pl~omise of- July 1974 to submit to the CCD at this session a common draft 11 of an 

international convention dealing with the.most dangerous, lethal means of chemical 

V>rarfare. 11 Perhaps, it 1vill speed up . .the timely and ;-relcome offer of the 

United Kingdom d.elegation to submit a draft on CvJB for our. early consideration. 

Perhaps, i t•1-rill lead us to expect that our current consideration .of the. common 

United.States..-USSR drafts on enviroYllllental warfare is a prelude to other joint 

initiatives, of universal .interest. 

In a recent statement by the Secretary-General of the United. Nations, .made at the 

opening meeting of the sixty-first session of the Economic and Social Qouncil,. held at 

Abidjan on 30 June 1976., he stated inter alia, obviously with regret, that: 

"As early as 1960, even before the start of the First United Nations Development 

Decade, the General Assembly vrrote down a quantitative formula for the net. fl:aw 

of financial :resources from deyeloped to developing countries. Unfort1lllately, 

si~teen years later, little progress.has been made towards this target. 

''The target for the net flow of official development assistence to the. 

developing V>ror~d a;mounts to no more than 0. 7 per cent of the gross national 

product of de~eloped countries, but the actual flovJ remains below half of the 

.targ~~· It is. not that-the target has been completely ignored. _Some developed 

countries have set a .shining example in this respect; but their efforts have not 

been matched by others. And the over-all result, therefore, remains 

dis8;ppointi;ng. . It is, indeed, staggering t,o think that, when the world is 

spending annually about ~P300 billion on what are. called 1 defence activities 1 , 

the net .. flow of official development assistance amounts to some ~n5 bill~Q,n a 

year. Many development requirements could be easily met if resources could be 

diverted from avenues of destruction to c):laill).els of progress. 11 

The 1976 Yearbook of. the .Stockholm International Peace .. Research Institute has also 

revealed vJith characteristic clarity and elegance many disturbing facts about world . . . . . . . . 

military expenditure since the proclaJ?_ation of the 1970s as a Disarmament Decade. It 
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estimated tha_t nthe wor:)-d ~ s armed forces consume an.."'lually a quantity of resources 

(both .by.m~ and material) valued at. about ~P250 billion11 and that this sum was 
.: ·': 

"equivalent to the 1-vorld 1 s total o1.i.tput in the year 190011 or "equivalent to the 

combi;p~d current. gross national. pro<J_ucts_ of the 65 countries in Latin· America and 

Africa11
• 

. . .. . 

·. ~J;'l: a:r:-other re __ ~,ar,~able publication entitled viorld Military and Social Expenditures, 

1976 by Ruth Leger,- Sivard, it has been· stated that "World mili ta.ry expenditures average 

$12,330 per soldier, public expenditures for ~ducation ~~219 per s~hool~age child", 

that ~Be }trms ,race 11 contributes to inflation, retards economic and soc:i,9T development, 

and .diverts, res.ources urgently needed for human well-being" and that 11 military-related 
.·. . ' ·· •.. ·. 

resea~pb,.and<qevelopment takes an estimated 25 per cent of all the scientific manpower 

in the world and 40 per cent of all Rand D spending. 11 

To .think that success or failure of the fourth session of UNCTAD held at Nairobi . __ :_ ~::. : '~ :; ·.: 

last M::qr. hung on a debate over the provision of only $3 billi~n to regUlate the 

international trade in commodities, which accounted for more than 75 per cent of the 

total foreign exchange earnings of the developing countries, shows the cruel imbalance 

in world priorities. Otherwise, how can we tolerate a world in which out of a 

population of 4, 000 million?_ 1, 300 million have a per capita income of less than 

$200 a year; 1,500 million are without adequate medical care; 700 million adults 

are illiterate.; and 500 million are severely malnourished? It is to redress these 

~nquman anomalies, it. is to emphasize the close link between the Second United Nations 

Development Decade pnd the Disarmament Decade so as to determine the abhorrent price 

of the arms race to the security and dignity of the human race, that this mid~term 

review exercise is all about. I believe it is the first time the CCD is reviewing 
' • • I ' 

its_ -~()r.f over_ a considerable period of time in ·order to accelerate the pace of its 

work an~ e:f;fo.:_ts. It is essential therefore that we exert our best endeavours ·to 

chart a course that is fruitful. 
~: ; .. .. . · r · .• 

La,st .T..h.1.l:S.sda~r, I requested the Secretariat to provide us with some background 

papers, inc+~ding 

(i) 

(~i)_ 

c?pies of the Secretary-General's report- A/10294 and Addendum 1; 

a .factual account, with appropriate document~tion, of 
.... 

(a) the tasks and obligations e~tablished for the CCD by General Assembly 

resolution 2602E (XXIV)ofl6 December 1969, which decl·are.d the decade 

of the 1970s as a Disarmament Decade; 
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(bY ·the agreements and other multilateral international instruments that 

were negotiated and concluded by the CCD during the first half of the 

Disarmament Decade (1970-75); 

(c) any existing comprehensive programme of work adopted by the CCD, which 

· .. deals with: any or all aspects of the problem of cessation of the arms 

race and general and complete disarmament under effective international 

control and which could provide us with a guideline to chart a course 

for our further work and negotiations; 

(d) ·the mul tilatera.l international instruments in the field of dis.armament 

·and other related disarmament issues which entered· the stage of active 

negotiation during the first half of the decade and which are currently 

under negotiation; 

(e) up-to-date copies of the Secretary~General's reports on the economic 

and social consequences of disarmament and of the arms race andmilitary 

budgets. 

(iii) the provisional agenda adopted by the Eighteen-Nation Committee on. 

Disarmament in August 1968; 
(iv) resolution C adopted by the Conference of Non-Nuclear Weapon States in 

September 1968; and 

(~) a factual report on the present status of the draft treaties on complete 

and general disarmament submitted by the USSR and the United States of America 

in 1962, as well as on the implementation of resolution 1617 (XV) on the 

Soviet Union-United States statement of 20.September 1961 of agreed 

principles as a basis for multilateral negotiations on disarmament. 

I regret that I have not had time to study all of these materials, some of which 

I have just received.· The fe1-1 I have studied encourage me to hope that after we 

have spent some time studying and evaluating them, we would come t.o some definite 

conclusions that we can report to the United Nations General Assembly a.ndadopt as 

future guidelines. But I have come to some tentative conclusions as follows; 

(i) that the continuing diversion of human and material resources at an 

accelerated pace to military and armament purposes, particularly nuclear armament, is 

contrary to the spirit and programme of the Disarmament Decade.; 

(ii) that the primary objectives of the Disarmament Decade, which are to halt the 

arms race and to adopt concrete measures of disarmament, require the immediate attention 

of the CCD in a consistent manneri 
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(iii) that the CCD has not adcl.ressed itself sufficiently to the tasks and duties 

incumbent upon it from the resolution proclaiming the D·i·sarmament Decade i 

(iv) ·that the: CCD should adopt a. comprehensi:ve programme of actions to negotiate 

specific arms control and disarmament agreements, begi:imirig with CTB and CWJ3 aj:id 
. . 

esta'blishing priori ties for negotiating other ·arms control and disa.rmament measures; 
. . 

(v) that the CCD should demonstrably reaffirm its role as the only forum for 

multilateral negotiations in the field of arms control and disarmament, representative 

of all the geographic<h regions of the world and responsive to the aspirations of.all. 

States ·-to negotiate on the basis of equality and sovereignty, as expressed in 

United Nations resolutions; 

(vi) that the CCD is concerned at the meagre achievement of the Disarmament Decade 

in terms of truly effective disarmament and arms limitation agreements, and therefore 

should strive during the second half of the Disarmament Decade to re-enkindle mankind's 

hope in the virtues of non-proliferation of nuclear iveapons and disarmament; · · 

(vii) that the CCD should take a. fresh look at its 1968 provisional agenda so as 

to adopt or up-date it as a. basis for its work beginning next spring; 

(viii) that the CCD should appeal to the United States of .America and the USSR to 

. review their draft treaties on general and complete disarmament under strict 

international control submitted in 1962 so as to revise and up-date them for retabling 

before this Conference for serious negotiation; 

(ix) that the CCDshould make a serious effort to study and synthesize all 

proposals·on specific issues of arms control and disarmament put before it, so as to 

compare and contrast them with a view to elaborating appropriate drafts for 

ne go tia tion purposes ; 

(x-) ·that the CCD should make a survey and study of mul tilatera.l proposals on 

arms control and· disarniam€mt measures, such as those contained in resolution C 

adopted by 'the Conference of the Non-Nuclear vleapon States in September 1968, in order 

to rel~te them to its programme and priorities of work; 

(xi) ' that the CCD should make more e'ffort to follow negotiations on arms control 

and disarmament issues in other fora. so as to be able. to· fulfil its role and 

responsibilities adequately; 

(xii) that the CCD, having adopted a comprehensive programme of reorganization 

and viable method of work, should deCide upon a precise time-table and schedule for 

the negotiation and implementation of speCific instrumerits,bearing ii1 mind, in this 

connexion, the need to formulate mechanisms and procedures for periodic review and 

appraisal of its tasks and duties; 
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(xiii) that the CCD should evolve a procedure whereby concerned non-member 

Governments and international organizations can address it or submit ideas and 

proposals to it a precedent being the. recent excellent Finnish paper bearing on CWB; 

(xiv) that the CCD should consider anew the timeliness and advisability.of 

addressing appeals in humanitarian and considerate terms to the other two nuclear-weapon 

States to participate in the work of the CCD; 

(xv) that the CCD should consider forging closer links with the United Nations 

General Secretariat in order to fulfil its responsibilities to the United Nations more 

efficiently and to use United Nations facilities to provide the public with more 

in-depth information on its activities on a regular basis; 

(xvi) that the CCD should publish periodic reports on its activities so as to 

assure the general public of its material preoccupations at given sessions. 

I am sure that other delegations, after reviewing the progress made at this point 

of the Disarmament Decade~ will come to their own conclusions. But they may not be 

much different. That being the case, we may assume that a general agreement to take 

some specific and concrete initiatives in the field of the arms race and the 

proliferation of nuclear~ chemical and otp.er weapons of mass destruction in the course 

of the second half of the Disarmament Decade does exist. Similar agreement also does 

exist with respect to specific measures in respect of general and complete 

disarmament -- the object being the attainment of international peace and security on 

the one hand and ~he transfer of human and material resources from armament to economic 

and social deve1opment of all nations and peoples, particularly the developing 

countries, on the other hand. 

In conclusion, I would venture to suggest that at the end of this mid-term review 

exercise, the CCD should resolve to work out at its 1977 spring session "a comprehensive 

programme dealing with all aspects of the problem of the cessation of the arms race 

and general and complete disarmament, particularly nuclear disarmament, which would 

provide the Conference with a guideline to chart the course of its further work and its 

negotiations" and "to accelerate the pace of its efforts to negotiate truly effective 

disarmament and arms limitation agreements". 

At a later stage of our discussion it is proposed that a working paper on the 

subject ffiatter be tabled to facilitate our conclusions and report to the 

General Assembly of the United Nations. I do appreciate that disarmament is not 

like a building, the outcome of which depends on the technical correctness of a 
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draughtsman's sketches on a drawing-board. It is more like a growing child~ 

dependent on all manner of experience, empiricism and care. But it does· help to plan 

for his education, for his future. Sometimes, it is the planning which counts. 

Mr. ALLEN (United Kingdom}: Mr. Chairmari, at our meeting on Thursday 15 July, 

the distinguished representative or Sweden drev1 our attention to the very large number 

of working papers which have been tabled, and of plenary statements which CCD 

delegations have delivered, on the subject of chemical weapons. He suggested that 

"we need a compilation and sorting out of facts and views". 

Ny delegation finds this an excellent suggestion -- we would certainly find such 

a compilation most useful. We suggest that the Secretariat be asked to look into the 

probiems involved in such an undertaking and to put forward a proposal to the CCD as 

to how this job might be tackled and what, if anything, it would cosh \ve wbiild hope, 

of course, that the cost could be met from existing resources. 

The CHAim1&N (United States of America): On behalf of the Co-Chairmen, 

I would.:Like to bring to the attention of· the Committee a.revised text of the decision 

proposed by the delegation of· Sweden concerning the establishmen.t of an ad hoc group 

of scientific experts to consider international co-operative measures to detect and 

identify seismic events. The revised text is the result of informal consultations 

involving several delegations. 

I will read out the full text of the proposed d~cisiop. as revised and then identify 

the specific revisions that have been made. 

"The Con.ference of the Committee on Disarmament, having considered the 

proposal :made by the delega,tion of Sweden at its 704th plenary meeting on 

22 April 1976, agrees to establish, under its auspices, an Ad Hoc Group qf 

Scientific Experts to consider international co-operative measures to detect and 

identify seismic events. 

"Membership in the Ad Hoc Group will be open to scientific e;xperts 

nominated by any CCD member State. In order to enable the Group to draw on 

··expertise of Gther States, membership in the Ad Hoc Group will also be open to 

scientific exp!9r.ts nominated by States Members of the United Nations that are not 

represented in ~he· CCD, upon invitation of the CCD. By nominating experts to 

.participate in the Group, States do not commit themselves to the ad(3quacy .of the 

international co-operative measures studied. 
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"The Ad Hoc Group will hold its first meeting during the week beginning 

2 August. The CCD requests that the Group submit a progress report to the CCD 

before the end of the 1976 session. 

"The CCD decides that the Group shall elect its own Chairman. It further 

decides that the Group should seek to achieve consensus in its reports and that, 

whenever consensus cannot be achieved, each expert will be entitled to incorporate 

his own view. 

"The Group should carry out its work on an informal basis, with unofficial 

working papers and proceedings, as deemed necessary. 

the CCD will be prepared on a formal basis. 

The report of the Group to 

"The CCD requests that the Secretariat undertake to provide the Group with 

the necessary assistance and services. 

"The CCD decides that the Group will be guided by the following terms of 

reference: 

"For the purpose of carrying out this investigation the Group sho.ulP,. specify 

the characteristics of an international monitoring system inter alia including: 

(l) A global network of seismological stations, selected from existing 

and planned installations; 

·(2) Data required from the stations to facilitate the analysis for detecting, 

locating and identifying seismic events; 

(3) Transmission facilities for the timely exchango of data bet>veen 

seismolog~cal stations and data centresi 

(4) Facilities, procedures and related financial implications with respect 

to contributing and receiving centres for detecting, locating and identifying 

seismic events throughout the world and facilitating the collation and 

dissemination of relevant documentation; 

(5) The costs which would be incurred if an international monitoring system 

were established. 

"In addition to the items listed above, the Group would endeavour to estimate 

the detection and identification c~pability of such an international co-operative 

system. The estimates would be on the basis of available data or, where 

desirable and feasible, also on the basis of data obtained from experimental 

e)l:ercises involving the whole or part of the specified global network. The Group 
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should not, however, assess the adequacy of such a system for verifying a 

comprehensive test ban. Rather it should provide factual results of its analysis 

for the benefit of Governments to assist them in making such an assessment and in 

directing future research. 

scientific." 

The responsibility of the Group would be purely 

The first change appears in the first line of the second paragraph where the 

word "governmental" has been deleted so that the sentence refers simply to "scientific 

experts" nominated by CCD member States. 

The second change appears in the third paragraph where the words "an initial" have 

been deleted so that the sentence now requests that the group submit a progress report 

rather than an initial progress report. 

The third change involves the fourth paragraph of the proposed terms of reference 

of the ad hoc group. This paragraph has been reorganized and a reference made to 

financial implications. 

The final revision appears in the second sentence of the final paragraph where 

the phrase "experimental tests'' has been replaced by the phrase "expdrimentttl 

exercises". 

It is my understanding that the Committee may wish to take a decision on the 

proposal at its next meeting on Thursday, 22 July. 

I would lll~e to t~~e this opportunity, and I am sure I speak on behalf of the 

Committee~ to welcome back among us the Sweetish Under-Secreta:r;r of State, 

Madame Thorsson. Madame Thorsson is one of our most distinguished colleagues, and 

it is a pleasure to see her here again. 

'i'he meeting rose at ll. ?5 a.m. 




