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The CHAIRMAIT-, In the Name of God The Most Compassionate, The Most M e r c i f u l , 

I declare open the 19S2 session of the Committee on Disarmament and i t s 
one hundred and f i f t i e t h plenaiy meeting. 

The procession of the E n g l i s h alphabet has brought the Islamic Republic of Iran 
to occuRy the Chair of t h i s Committee during the month of Februaiy, and the p r i v i l e g e 
of doing so has f a l l e n to me as the representative of that co\mtry. With the h e l p of 
God, I s h a l l do щу best to f u l f i l the duties and responsibilities of the Chairman i n 
conformity with our r u l e s of procedure and w i t h the assistance of our d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
Sec^etaiy, Ambassador J a i p a l , \jhose counsel has been most valuable. Heedless.to 
say, I seek the co-operation of a l l members, f o r I am quite new to ny task. But I 
hope that the moral and s p i r i t u a l s i n c e r i t y w i t h which our Islamic r e v o l u t i o n has 
armed me w i l l s u f f i c e to compensate f o r any d e f i c i e n c y i n щу formal exiperience as a 
diplomat, as I believe that the cause of disarmament needs strong doses of moral 
concern f o r the future of mankind i f i t i s to survive. 

At the outset, may I thank Ambassador Anwar Sani of Indonesia f o r h i s 
outstanding c o n t r i b u t i o n to the work of the Committee during h i s tenure as 
Chairman. His s k i l l and diplomatic experience guided the Committee through 
d i f f i c u l t discussions and have been p a r t i c u l a r l y h e l p f u l to us a l l i n the 
preparations l e a d i n g to the present session. 

In щу capacity as Chairman of the Committee, I would l i k e to welcome the new 
representatives who j o i n us f o r the f i r s t time as leaders of t h e i r respective 
delegations. May I also welcome the presence once again among us of Mrs. Inga Thorsson, 
head of the Swedish delegation, who w i l l address the Committee today. 

I also wish to note the presence of Mr. Ustinov, the Under-Secretaiy-General f o r 
P o l i t i c a l and Security Council A f f a i r s of the United Nations, and of I4r. Martenson, 
the A s s i s t a n t Secretary-General of the Centre f o r Disarmament. 

V/e are commencing our work f o r t h i s year at a time when the winds appear to be 
blowing against the ship of disarmament, and therefore the crew w i l l have to work 
with greater energy i n order to keep the ship on i t s true course and prevent i t 
from f o l l o w i n g the currents of the arms race. The d i a b o l i c weapons of mass 
des t r u c t i o n that i l l - m i n d e d and immoral men have invented should malee us stop and 
think how we can c o l l e c t i v e l y prevent gl o b a l catastrotdie. For we cannot p o s s i b l y 
l i v e as r a t i o n a l human beings under the growing shadow of nuclear holocaust. 

I come from a region i n which щу country has been defending i t s e l f against 
unprovoked and continuing aggression. Ve have personal experience of the t e r r i b l e 
ravages of war and of the heroic s a c r i f i c e s made by the flower of our r e v o l u t i o n a r y 
youth. Our s u f f e r i n g s have redoubled our f a i t h i n the noble cause of disarmament, 
j u s t as the t o t a l f a i l u r e of the p o l i t i c a l and s t r a t e g i c objectives of the aggression 
against us has proved the u t t e r f u t i l i t y of war. We therefore consider i t our duty 
to s t r i v e f o r the establishment of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l mechanism that could be mobilized 
against the destructive p o t e n t i a l i t i e s of the arms race. The human species was not 
created so that i t might destroy i t s e l f . There i s a higher destiny f o r manlcind, but 
i t cannot be f u l f i l l e d unless war and the instruments of war are renouneed by a l l 
nation States, and e s p e c i a l l y by those which have the greatest capacity to wage war. 
This c e r t a i n l y requires man to rediscover the o r i g i n s of the essence of h i s 
"raison d'être". 

file:///jhose


CD/PV . 1 5 0 
• 8 

(The Chairman) 

This i s no longer the dream of philosophers. I t has become the p o l i t i c a l 
imperative f o r man's s u r v i v a l . I hope that i n our thoughts and actions we 
w i l l be guided by the concerns and i n t e r e s t s of mankind, and by f a i t h i n 
disarmament. 

I now give the f l o o r to the Personal Representative of the Secretary-General 
and Secretaiy of the Committee, Ambassador R i k h i J a i p a l , who w i l l r e a d out the 

. message of the Secretaiy-General of the un i t e d Nations. 

Mr. JAIPAL (Personal Representative of the Secretaiy-General and Secretary of 
the Committee on Disarmament): The f o l l o w i n g i s the message of the Secretary-General 
of the United Nations to the Committee on Disarmament at the opening of i t s 1982 
session: 

" I t i s with a f e e l i n g of profound d i s q u i e t and a deep sense of 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y that I a v a i l n y s e l f of t h i s opportunity to address a 
message to the Committee on Disarmament. As I have only r e c e n t l y assumed 
o f f i c e , I wish on t h i s occasion to pledge щу wholehearted and resolute 
devotion to the cause of disarmament, and щу strong personal support f o r 
your endeavours. F i f t y years ago today* here i n Geneva, the f i r s t 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l conference on disarmament was convened by the League of Nations. 
Two bas i c premises were set f o r t h at the v e i y opening of that conference: 
f i r s t , that armed peace i s no guarantee against war, and second, that the 
arms race, i n i t s e l f a source of mutual fe a r s and suspicions, paralyses the 
w i l l to peace. 

"As the Committee s t a r t s i t s 1982 session today, against a backgromd 
of widespread p u b l i c concern at the deadly dangers of the arms race, these 
two premises remain as pertinent as they were h a l f a century ago, but the 
danger to mankind has grown immensely. The arms race has p i l e d up weapons 
of i n c r e d i b l e destructiveness and the existence of nuclear weapons has 
given p a r t i c u l a r urgency to disarmament e f f o r t s . 

" I t must-be s a i d , i n sober t r u t h , that the current l e v e l s o f arsenaus 
no longer bear any r e l a t i o n s h i p to the r a t i o n a l requirements of self-defence, 
these arsenals are now so huge that, should they ever be used, they would 
menace the future of the human species. I t i s also true that the ever 
greater accumulation of armaments causes an enormous d r a i n on resources 
desperately needed f o r reducing the burden of poverty on the majority of 
the world's population. The amo\mt required to provide the b a s i c 
n e c e s s i t i e s of the e n t i r e human race f o r one year i s estimated to be l e s s 
than the cost of the arms race i n a month. 

"At the heart of the problem of prevention of war i s the question of 
disarmament, which has been stubbornly r e s i s t i n g the e f f o r t s of various 
organs, i n c l u d i n g the Committee on Disarmament. A favourable i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
climate i s , o f course, h i ^ l y d e s i r a b l e f o r the success of disarmament 
ne g o t i a t i o n s . The b u i l d i n g of mutual confidence, the c o r r e c t i o n of 
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(Mr. J a i p a l . Personal Representative of the Secretary-General 
and Secretary of the Committee on Disarmament) 

misconceptions of one another's m i l i t a r y c a p a c i t i e s and i n t e n t i o n s , the 
peaceful r e s o l u t i o n of disputes, the adoption of v e r i f i c a t i o n measures, the 
promotion of mutual s e c u r i t y through respect f o r the n a t i o n a l sovereignty 
and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of other States — even the reduction of economic 
d i s p a r i t i e s between North and South — these are a l l as important as the 
t e c h n i c a l aspects of disarmament. 

"The world cannot a f f o r d to wait f o r the dawn of i d e a l conditions 
before undertaking measvires of disarmament. Disarmament caimot be achieved 
t h r o u ^ confrontation and condemnation. The short-term b e n e f i t of m i l i t a r y 
advantage i s i n v a r i a b l y n e u t r a l i z e d by the long-term harm of the arms race 
i t provokes. We should recognize before i t i s too l a t e that the most ba s i c 
aspect of a l l peoples and nations i s t h e i r shared hiimanity and consequently 
t h e i r shared responsibility f o r a world without war. 

"The present session of the Committee on Disarmament takes place at 
a time when i n t e r n a t i o n a l relations are under severe s t r a i n . The 
understanding between East and West so p a i n s t a k i n g l y b u i l t over the l a s t 
decade and so c r u c i a l to a stable peace has been ereded. The past year has 
witnessed major a c c e l e r a t i o n i n the upward s p i r a l of m i l i t a o y exijenditures 
around the world. 

"At t h i s stage i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l a f f a i r s , there i s a compelling need 
to make a c r e d i b l e and s u b s t a n t i a l advance towards arms l i m i t a t i o n and 
disarmament. The United Nations i s preparing, at the forthcoming second 
s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly, to breathe new l i f e i n t o 
disarmament e f f o r t s and to restore the momentum of progress i n t h i s f i e l d . 
There i s no question that such an e f f o r t i s v i t a l l y necessaiy i f we are to 
h a l t the arms race and check the d r i f t towards confrontation. The s p e c i a l 
session w i l l be c l o s e l y followed by a growing world audience i n c r e a s i n g l y 
alarmed by the prospects of a nuclear holocaust. In t h i s endeavour, the 
r o l e of the Committee on Disarmament i s c r u c i a l . There i s widespread 
i n t e r e s t i n the comprehensive programme of disarmament that the Committee i s 
engaged i n formulating. The importance of such a programme f o r i n i t i a t i n g 
a planned and progressive process of disarmament i n stages would provide 
the General Assembly at the s p e c i a l session w i t h a s o l i d and encouraging 
basis f o r i t s e f f o r t s . 

"Another important issue i s the long-awaited conclusion of a 
comprehensive t e s t ban t r e a t y . This would provide a major impetus f o r 
f u r t h e r progress towards the l i m i t a t i o n and eventual e l i m i n a t i o n of nuclear 
weapons. I t would also be of s i g n i f i c a n c e i n strengthening the 
n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n régime. 

"Renewed and sustained e f f o r t s on the part of the Committee on 
Disarmament, p a r t i c u l a r l y the nuclear powers, to make substantive progress 
on the complex issue of nuclear disarmament are also of paramount importance. 
I t i s c l e a r that some States have a l a r g e r share of responsibility than 
others, and I hope that proposals and p r a c t i c a l suggestions w i l l be made i n 
response to the resolution recently adopted by the General Assembly on the 
prevention of nuclear war. 
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(Mr, J a i p a l , Personal -Representative of the Secretary-General 
and Secretary of the Committee on Disarmament) 

"While the i n t e r n a t i o n a l atmosphere remains clouded at present, 
the resumption of b i l a t e r a l n egotiations between the Union of Soviet 
S o c i a l i s t Republics and the United States of America on intermediate-
range m i s s i l e s marks a step forward. I hope that negotiations w i l l be 
resumed soon on s t r a t e g i c arms reductions-as w e l l . Progress on these 
questions i s of v i t a l importance f o r the e n t i r e world community. iTiey 
would also have a favourable e f f e c t on the work of the Committee on 
Disarmament and contribute s i g n i f i c a n t l y to the success of the second 
s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. • 

" I wish the Committee every success i n i t s endeavours. 

The CHAIRMAN; I thanlc Ambassador J a i p a l and I would request him k i n d l y 
to convey to the Secretary-General of the United Nations our app r e c i a t i o n f o r 
h i s important message. 

In t h i s connection, may I also draw the a t t e n t i o n of delegations to 
document CD/23I , e n t i t l e d " L e t t e r dated 1 February 1982 from the Secretaiy-General 
of the United Nations to the Chairman of the Committee on Disarmament, t r a n s m i t t i n g 
the r e s o l u t i o n s on disarmament adopted by the General Assembly "at i t s t h i r t y - s i x t h 
session". 

I announce with deep regret the death of H i s Ex c e l l e n c y 
Ambassador V i t t o r i o Cordero d i Montezemolo on Monday, 1 Februaiy. 

Ambassador Montezemolo had been the Permanent Representative of I t a l y to 
the United Nations O f f i c e and the other i n t e r n a t i o n a l organizations i n Geneva 
since J u l y 1979- He was the Permanent Reptresentative of I t a l y to the Committee 
on Disarmament u n t i l i t s 1981 session. On щу behalf and that of the members of 
the Committe'e, I wish to convey щу sincere condolences to the delegation of I t a l y . 

I have on my l i s t of spealcers f o r today the representatives of Mexico, 
Netherlands, Sweden, the Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics, Belgium, Czechoslovakia 
and France'. 

I now give the f l o o r to the f i r s t speaker on щу l i s t , ' the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
representative of Mexico, Ambassador Garcia Robles. 
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Mr. GAECIA RCBLES (Mexico) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Spanish); This i s the second time 
i n the h i s t o r y of the Committee on Disarmament that a meraher — i n the present 
instance, Iran — of v/hat i s known as the Group of 2 1 , to which my country belongs, 
has come to preside over the opening meeting of the annuaJ session of t h i s the only 
m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i n g body i n the f i e l d of disarmament. Allow me, Mr. Chairman, 
to o f f e r you my delegation's sincere congratulations on that score, and to promise 
you our utmost co-operation i n the performance of your important d u t i e s . I should 
also l i k e to place on record once again our deep appreciation f o r the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
and e f f i c i e n t manner i n which your immediate predecessor, Ambassador Sani, the 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of Indonesia, guided the vrork of the Committee during 
the f i n a l month of i t s 1981 s e s s i o n . My delegation associates i t s e l f w i t h the г̂ агт 
words of welcome you expressed at the opening of our meeting, and a l s o w i t h the 
condolences vihich you have j u s t extended on the occasion of the death of 
Ambassador Montezemolo. 

I t i s the time-honoured custom f o r the delegation of Mexico to open the general 
debate i n the Committee on Disarmament, and i n doing so today I should l i k e f i r s t to 
r e f e r to one of the r e s o l u t i o n s adopted by the United Nations General Assembly at i t s 
t h i r t y - s i x t h session; r e s o l u t i o n 3 6 / 8 5 , which the General Assembly adopted i n 
December I 9 8 I by I58 votes i n favour and none against. In that r e s o l u t i o n , the 
General Assembly, the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community's most representative body, a f t e r 
r e c a l l i n g w i t h s a t i s f a c t i o n that the United Kingdom and the Netherlands had become 
p a r t i e s , i n I 9 6 9 and I 9 7 I r e s p e c t i v e l y , to A d d i t i o n a l P r o t o c o l I of the Treaty f o r 
the P r o h i b i t i o n of Nuclear Weapons i n L a t i n America, generally knoxjn as the "Treaty 
of T l a t e l o l c o " , noted a l s o , w i t h s a t i s f a c t i o n , that the United States of America had 
l i k e w i s e become a party to that P r o t o c o l on 23 November 1 9 8 1 , upon the deposit of i t s 
i n s t n m e n t of r a t i f i c a t i o n . Consequently, there remains pending only one r a t i f i c a t i o n , 
that of France, as the P r o t o c o l i s open only to the four States which are 
" i n t e r n a t i o n a l l y responsible" f o r t e r r i t o r i e s l y i n g v i i t h i n the l i m i t s of the 
geographical zone established i n the Treaty. 

Two reasons have prompted me to make t h i s choice; the f i r s t , which i s , I t h i n k , 
r e a d i l y understandable, i s that, as you a l l knov;, the Government of Mexico has the 
honour to act as the Depositary Government of the Treaty of T l a t e l o l c o , which created 
the only nuclear-weapon-free zone covering densely populated areas which i t has been 
pos s i b l e to e s t a b l i s h to date. The second i s that the measure to v;hich I have j u s t 
r e f e r r e d , although modest, i s the only concrete disarmament measure to have oecurred 
since the Committee concluded i t s I9SI session on F r i d a y , 21 A^igust of l a s t year. 

Among the very many other r e s o l u t i o n s on disarmament which the General Assembly 
adopted on the basis of d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n s r e f e r r e d to i t by i t s F i r s t Committee, 
r e s o l u t i o n 36/97 I on " S t r a t e g i c Arms L i m i t a t i o n Talks" c e r t a i n l y deserves p r i o r i t y . 
I think i t worth mentioning i n connection with t h i s r e s o l u t i o n f i r s t l y that i t was 
adopted by consensus, and secondly that i n i t s preamble the General Assembly. 

(1) Reaffirmed once again i t s r e s o l u t i o n 33/91 С of 16 December 1 9 7 8 , i n which 
i t , i n t e r a l i a ; 

(a) R eiterated i t s s a t i s f a c t i o n at the solemn declarations made i n 1977 by the 
heads of State of the United States of America and the Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t 
Republics, i n which they stated that they were ready to endeavour to reach agreements 
which would permit s t a r t i n g the gradual reduction of e x i s t i n g s t o c k p i l e s of nuclear 
weapons and moving towards t h e i r complete, t o t a l d e s t r u c t i o n , with a view to a world 
t r u l y f r e e of nuclear v;eapons; 
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(Ъ) R e c a l l e d that one of the disarmament measures deserving the highest 
p r i o r i t y , included i n the Programme of A c t i o n set f o r t h i n s e c t i o n I I I of the F i n a l 
Document of the Tenth S p e c i a l Session of the General Assembly, v/as the conclusion 
of the b i l a t e r a l agreement кпото as SALT I I , which should be fo l l o i / e d promptly by 
fu r t h e r s t r a t e g i c axms l i m i t a t i o n negotiations betv/een the tv/o p a r t i e s , l e a d i n g to 
.agreed s i g n i f i c a n t reductions of and q u a l i t a t i v e l i m i t a t i o n s on s t r a t e g i c arms; • 

Cs) Stressed that i n the Programme of A c t i o n i t was e s t a b l i s h e d t h a t , i n the 
task of achiev i n g the goals of nuclear disarmament, a l l nuclear-weapon States, i n 
particTilar those among them which possess the most important nuclear arsenals, bear 
a special responsibility. 

Resolution 36/97 I of l a s t December d i d not confine i t s e l f to the r e a f f i r m a t i o n s 
which I have j u s t read out, important as they are; i t went f\arther; 

(2) I t a l s o reaffirmed t h a t , as stated i n i t s r e s o l u t i o n 54/87 F of 
11 December 1979> i t shares the c o n v i c t i o n expressed by the United States of America 
and the Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics i n the j o i n t statement of p r i n c i p l e s and 
bas i c g u i d e l i n e s f o r subsequent negotiations on the l i m i t a t i o n of s t r a t e g i c arms 
that e a r l y a^eement on the f u r t h e r l i m i t a t i o n and f u r t h e r reduction of s t r a t e g i c . 
arms would serve to strengthen i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c u r i t y and to reduce the 
r i s k of outbreak of nuclear v:ar. 

Indeed, l a s t December's r e s o l u t i o n went even fxurther: 

( 3 ) I t r e c a l l e d t h a t , at i t s f i r s t s p e c i a l session devoted to -disarmament, i t 
proclaimed that e x i s t i n g arsenals of nuclear v/eapons alone are more than s u f f i c i e n t 
to destroy a l l l i f e on earth; that the increase i n weaponsj e s p e c i a l l y nuclear 
v/eapons, f a r from h e l p i n g to strengthen i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c i i r i t y , on the contrary 
v/eakens i t ; and that the existence of nuclear weapons and the continxiing arms race 
pose a threat to the very s t i r v i v a l of mankind, f o r v;hich reasons the General Assembly 
declared that a l l the peoples of the v/orld have a v i t a l i n t e r e s t i n the sphere of 
disarmament. 

In the operative part of the r e s o l u t i o n adopted l a s t December— which, i t i s 
worth s t r e s s i n g once again, vras adopted by consensus, which means that i t was 
adopted with the f u l l assent of the two nuclear Superpowers— the General Assembly, 
inte r - a l i a ; 

(1) Urged the United States and the Soviet Union to ensure "that the process 
begun by the SALT I Treaty and signature of the SALT I I Treaty should continue aind 
be b u i l t upon"; 

( 2 ) . Likewise expressly urged those two States "to pxirsue n e g o t i a t i o n s , i n 
accordance with the p r i n c i p l e of e q u a l i t y and equal s e c u r i t y , l o o k i n g towards the 
achievement of an agreement v/hich w i l l provide f o r s u b s t a n t i a l reductions and 
s i g n i f i c a n t q u a l i t a t i v e l i m i t a t i o n s of s t r a t e g i c arms"; 
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'^.^Meíoomeá^^^üe commencement of negotiations at Geneva on 30 November I98I 
between representatives of the United States of America and the Union of Soviet 
S o c i a l i s t Republics on nuclear arms i n accordance with the j o i n t communiqué issued 
by Secretary "of-State Haig anc' Foreign M i n i s t e r Gromyko on 23 September I98I" and 
expressed confidence that "such negotiations w i l l f a c i l i t a t e the enhancement of 
s t a b i l i t y and i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y " ; 

( 4 ) I n v i t e d the tvio Governments to "keep the General Assembly app r o p r i a t e l y 
informed of the resTolts of t h e i r n e g o t i a t i o n s , i n conformity v/ith the p r o v i s i o n s of 
paragraphs 27 and I I 4 of the F i n a l Doctmient of the Tenth S p e c i a l Session of the 
General Assembly"; and 

( 5 ) Stressed "the need f o r both p a r t i e s to bear constantly i n mind that not 
only t h e i r n a t i o n a l i n t e r e s t s but also the v i t a l i n t e r e s t s of a l l the peoples of the 
vrorld are at stake i n t h i s question". 

We must confess that i t has been a source of great disappointment to us t h a t , 
despite the s u b s t a n t i a l changes v/hich the delegation of Mexico and those of the 
other States which co-sponsored the o r i g i n a l d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n — submitted to the 
F i r s t Committee of the General Assembly as document A / C . I / 3 6 / L . 4 2 — agreed to 
introduce i n the d r a f t i n order to make i t acceptable to the United States and the 
Soviet Union ajid thus enable i t to be adopted by consensus, there ai'e those viho now 
maintain that the negotiations on mediiom-range nuclear \/eapons which have been t a k i n g 
place i n t h i s c i t y and the negotiations on s t r a t e g i c nuclear arms (whether they 
continue to be l a b e l l e d SALT or are henceforth knov/n as START) v/hich, i n accordance 
with the p r o v i s i o n s of the r e s o l u t i o n I have ju s t quoted should already have been 
or should be on the point of being resumed there are those, I repeat, who maintain 
that there should be a "linlcLng" or "linkage" of these negotiations w i t h other events 
i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l l i f e . 

. Such an a t t i t u d e could not be more discouraging. The i n t e r n a t i o n a l behaviour 
of the nuclear Superpowers, i t must be aclcnov/ledged, often leaves much to be desired, 
whether- on the part of one or of the other or of both at the same time. Obviously, 
then, to accept the " l i n k a g e " argument to which I have j u s t referred,would mean that 
there could never, or v i r t u a l l y never, be serious negotiations on disarmament. This 
i s гшjustifiable i f i t i s agreed t h a t , as was emphatically r e i t e r a t e d by the l a t e s t 
r e s o l u t i o n which the General Assembly adopted by consensus legs than two months ago, 
both p a r t i e s must "bear constantly i n mind that not only t h e i r n a t i o n a l i n t e r e s t s but 
a l s o the v i t a l i n t e r e s t s of a l l the peoples of the world are at stake i n t h i s 
question". The i n c o m p a t i b i l i t y of t h i s argument vrith a p o l i c y of i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace 
and co-operation i n keeping v/ith the United Nations Charter i s a l l the more evident 
i f we r e c a l l what those p a r t i e s solemnly declared i n 1978 v;hen they affirmed i n the 
F i n a l Document of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament th a t : 

"The arms race, p a r t i c u l a r l y i n i t s nuclear aspect, runs counter to e f f o r t s 
.to achieve fvirther r e l a x a t i o n of i n t e r n a t i o n a l tension, to e s t a b l i s h i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
r e l a t i o n s based on peaceful co-existence and t r u s t between a l l States, and to 
develop broad i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-operation and understanding. The arms race 
impedes the r e a l i z a t i o n of the purposes, and i s incompatible vath.the p r i n c i p l e s , 
.of the Charter of the United Nations, e s p e c i a l l y respect f o r sovereignty, 
r e f r a i n i n g from the threat or use of force against the t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y or 
p o l i t i c a l independence of any State, the peaceful settlement of disputes and 
non-intervention and non-interference i n the i n t e r n a l a f f a i r s of States." 
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The foregoing leads us to hope that the report which, pursuant to the p r o v i s i o n s 
of paraigraphs 27 and 114 of the P i n a l Document, the tiio nuclear Superpowers w i l l 
s u r e l y submit to the General Assembly at i t s second s p e c i a l session which i s to begin 
on 7 June next, w i l l contain news of p o s i t i v e developments, not only w i t h respect to 
medium-range nuclear weapons but also as concerns s t r a t e g i c nuclear arms. 

Another item, a l s o r e l a t i n g to an aspect of nuclear disarmament, which was on 
the agenda of the l a s t session of the General Assembly and vihich has r i g h t l y occupied 
f i r s t place on the agenda of the Committee on Disarmament— '.ie are c e r t a i n that i t 
w i l l do so again t h i s y e a r — i s the cessation of a l l nuclear weapons t e s t e:фlosions. 
I s h a l l now present some comments on t h i s item. 

Just as i t had done at i t s t h i r t y - f i f t h session, at i t s t h i r t y - s i x t h session the 
General Assembly adopted t w o r e s o l u t i o n s on t h i s item, r e s o l u t i o n s 36/З4 and 3 6 / 8 5 . 

In the second of these r e s o l u t i o n s , somewhat guardedly but nevertheless 
unequivocally, the Committee on Disarmament was requested "to take the necessary 
steps, i n c l u d i n g the establishment of a working group, to i n i t i a t e substantive 
negotiations on a comprehensive test-ban t r e a t y as a matter of the h i ^ e s t p r i o r i t y 
at the beginning of i t s session to be held i n 1 9 8 2 " . 

The f i r s t of these two r e s o l u t i o n s , which the Mexican delegation had the 
p r i v i l e g e of proposing f o r adoption, was unquestionably the c l e a r e r and more 
comprehensive, both as regards the backgroimd of the matter and V7ith regard to the 
o b j e c t i v e s pursued and the means of a t t a i n i n g them. 

In i t s preambular p a r t , assuredly i n order to b r i n g these f a c t s w e l l to the f o r e 
since they are e s s e n t i a l to a correct evaluation of t h i s question, the r e s o l u t i o n 
r e c a l l s that the subject has been under consideration f o r more than 25 years i n the 
United Nations; that the General Assembly has adopted more than 40 r e s o l u t i o n s on i t ; 
that on seven d i f f e r e n t occasions the General Assembly has condemned nuclear-weapon 
t e s t s i n the strongest terms; that whatever may be the d i f f e r e n c e s on the question 
of v e r i f i c a t i o n , there i s no v a l i d reason f o r delaying the conclusion of a t r e a t y 
on that subject; that when the e x i s t i n g means of v e r i f i c a t i o n and the exliaustive 
t e c h n i c a l and s c i e n t i f i c studies that have been made of a l l aspects of the problem 
are taken i n t o account-, the only conclusion to be drawn i s that a l l that i s needed 
now i s a p o l i t i c a l d e c i s i o n ; that the three nuclear-v;eapon States which act as 
d e p o s i t a r i e s of what i s knovm as the p a r t i a l test-ban Treaty undertook i n that 
instrument, almost 20 years ago, to seek the achievement of the discontinuance of a l l 
t e s t explosions of nuclear vieapons f o r a l l time; and that such an undertaking was 
e x p l i c i t l y r e i t e r a t e d i n I968 i n the Treaty on the N o n - P r o l i f e r a t i o n of Nuplear 
Weapons. 

In the preamble to that r e s o l u t i o n the General Assembly a l s o r e c a l l e d that i n 
i t s r e s o l u t i o n 35/145'A of 12 December I98O i t had lurged a l l States members of the 
Committee on Disarmament to "support the c r e a t i o n , as from the beginning of i t s 
session i n I 9 8 I , of an ad hoc working group which should begin the m u l t i l a t e r a l 
negotiations of the t r e a t y f o r the p r o h i b i t i o n of a l l nuclear-weapon t e s t s " , and 
deplored t h a t , as stated i n paragraph ' 4 4 of the Committee's report f o r that year, 
"the -Committee on Disarmament was prevented from responding to that exhortation 
owing to the negative a t t i t u d e of two nuclear-weapon States". 
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In the operative part of the r e s o l u t i o n the General Assembly, i n a d d i t i o n to 
c a l l i n g upon the States d e p o s i t a r i e s of the lioscov Treaty to i n s t i t u t e a moratorixam 
as a p r o v i s i o n a l measure, i n t e r a l i a r e i t e r a t e d i t s grave concern that nuclear-i/eapon 
t e s t i n g continues '^against the vishes of the oven/helming majority of Member States"; 
reaffirmed i t s c o n v i c t i o n that the t r e a t y which has been the object of f r u i t l e s s 
e f f o r t s f o r so many years " c o n s t i t u t e s a v i t a l element f o r tlie success of e f f o r t s 
to prevent both v e r t i c a l and h o r i z o n t a l p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nucleax weapons and a 
c o n t r i b u t i o n to nuclear disarmament''; and once again urged " a l l States members of 
the Committee on Disarmament''! 

"(a) To bear i n mind that the consensus r u l e should not be used i n such a 
manner as to prevent the establishment of s u b s i d i a r y bodies f o r the e f f e c t i v e 
discharge of the functions of the Committee; 

(b) To support the c r e a t i o n by the Committee, as from the beginning of i t s 
session i n 19S2, of an ad hoc working group which should begin the m u l t i l a t e r a l 
n e g o t i a t i o n of a t r e a t y f o r the p r o h i b i t i o n of a l l nucleêir-weapon t e s t s ; 

(c) To exert t h e i r best endeavovirs i n order that the Committee may transmit 
to the General Assembly at i t s second s p e c i a l session devoted to disarmament the 
m u l t i l a t e r a l l y negotiated text of such a t r e a t y " . 

I t i s these throe exhortations or recommendations of the General Assembly \;hich 
ve should seek f a i t h f u l l y to carry cut when ve embark on our substantive work. I t 
should be r e c a l l e d that on 30 J u l y 1981 the delegations of Mexico, N i g e r i a , P a k i s t a n , 
Sireden and Yugoslavia presented э, ;;orking paper (CD/204) suggesting that i f , ''upon 
i n i t i a t i o n of the Committee's session corresponding to 1982" — that i s , the session 
vihich we are beginning today — " i t v e r e not yet p o s s i b l e to give e f f e c t to the 
repeated requests of the Group of 21" f o r the establishment of an ad hoc v o r k i n g group 
on the item "Nuclear t e s t ban", the proposal contained i n t l i a t working paper should 
be f o r m a l l y considered i n plenary session by the n e g o t i a t i n c organ. The proposal i n 
question i s f o r tiie a d d i t i o n to r u l e 25 of the r u l e s of procedure of the 
Committee on Disarmament of the f o l l o w i n g : 

"The r u l e of consensus s h a l l not be used e i t h e r i n such a way as to prevent 
the establishment of s u b s i d i a r y organs f o r the e f f e c t i v e performance of the 
f i m c t i o n s of the Committee, i n conformity \ ; i t h the p r o v i s i o n s of rvile 23." 

My delegation ventures to hope that i t v i l l not be necessary to r e s o r t to t h i s 
r e v i s i o n of the r u l e s of procedvire i n order to prevent any attempt to t r a n s f e r the 
abuse of the veto, so f r e q u e n t l y seen i n the United Nations S e c u r i t y C o u n c i l , to t h i s 
m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i n g body on disarmament, which i s of an e s s e n t i a l l y d i f f e r e n t 
nature. 

V/hile nuclear vreapons ha.ve the highest p r i o r i t y , according to the p r o v i s i o n s 
of the F i n a l Document, next i n order of p r i o r i t y , according to that same Document, 
come other weapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n , the most important of these being chemical 
vfeapons, the only such я/еаропз to be s p e c i f i c a l l y mentioned. 

Here again, as i n the case of the t e s t ban, the General Assembly adopted tv/o 
complementary r e s o l u t i o n s , 36/96 A and 36/96 Б, on the subject of "Chemical and 
b a c t e r i o l o g i c a l ( b i o l o g i c a l ) weapons". From the combined content of the two 
r e s o l u t i o n s i t i s c l e a r that the Assembly irished e x p l i c i t l y and unequivocally: 
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To r e a f f i r m the n e c e s s i t y ox " s t r i c t obcervanoc by a l l States of the p r i n c i p l e s 
and objectives'' of the Geneva Proto • Л and "of the adh-.rence by a l l Staters to 
the Convention'' on the r r o h i b n t i o n c f b i o l o g i c a l and t o x i n weapons; 

To r e a f f i r m a l s o the need ''for the e a r l i e s t e l a b o r a t i o n and conclusion of a 
convention on the p r o h i b i t i o n of the development, production and s t o c l c p i l i n g 
of a l l chemical ^reapons and on t h e i r d e s t r u c t i o n " ; 

To c a l l upon the Unit'^d States and the Soviet Union to "resume at tlic e a r l i e s t 
p o s s i b l e date b i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s " on the subject and to "submit t h e i r j o i n t 
i n i t i a t i v e " to the Committee on Disarmament; 

Also to c a l l upon a l l States to " r e f r a i n from алу a c t i o n \ihich could impede 
negotiations on the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical v.'eapons aлd s p e c i f i c a l l y to r e f r a i n 
from production and deployment of binary and other new types of chemical 
v/eapons, as v e i l a,s from s t a t i o n i n g i/eapons i n those States -inhere there are no 
such weapons at present''. 

I t should a l s o be pointed out that the General Assembly appears to have wished 
to emphasize the importance i t attaches to aJiother appeal uhich should be of 
p a r t i c u l a r i n t e r e s t to a l l members of the Committee on Disarmament as i t i s addressed 
to the Committee i t s e l f . The Committee i s urged, i n connection with the proposed 
convention on the e l i m i n a t i o n of chemical weapons, '-to continue, as from ttie 
beginning of i t s session to be held i n 19G2, negotiations on such a m u l t i l a t e r a l 
convention as a matter of high p r i o r i t y , t a k i n g i n t o account a l l e x i s t i n g proposals 
and future i n i t i a t i v e s , and i n p a r t i c u l a r to r e - e s t a b l i s h i t s Ad Hoc 'vforking Group 
on Chemical Weapons v;ith an a p p r o p r i a t e l y r e v i s e d mandate enabling the Committee 
to achieve agreement on a chemical weapons convention at the e a r l i e s t date''. 

liy delegation considers t l i a t i t i s the inescapable duty of t h i s n e g o t i a t i n g 
body to heed t h i r appeal by the General /"sembly, ^rhich appears i n i d e n t i c a l ter.Tis 
i n the t\TO resold ̂ ions that were adopted. Resolution A vias i n f a c t adopted 
by no l e s s than 147 votes i n favour and none against, w i t h a s i n g l e abstention. 

The s i x r e s o l u t i o n s irhich I have j u s t r a p i d l y reviei'ed c o n s t i t u t e b a r e l y 
one eighth of the very l a r g e number of r e s o l u t i o n s which the General Assembly 
adopted on disarmament questions l a s t December at i t s t h i r t y - s i x t h session. I t 
would be out of place to t r y to examine here, ho\7ever s u p e r f i c i a l l y , a l l the other 
r e s o l u t i o n s . I should l i k e to say, however, tha.t c e r t a i n of those r e s o l u t i o n s , 
f o r example, the r e s o l u t i o n on the cessation of the nuclear гшпз race and nuclear 
disarmament, are of such p a r t i c u l r r s i g n i f i c a n c e a.̂  to merit an e n t i r e statement, 
and I hope to be able to maice such a statement \7hen the time comes i n our programme 
of v/ork f o r the consideration of that item. To conclude my address today, I s h a l l 
confine myself to adding a fevr words s.bout the World Disarmament Canipaign and the 
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament. 

With regard to the former, the General Assembly adopted r e s o l u t i o n 36/92 С by 
143 votes i n favour and none against, w i t h only 2 abstentions. In that r e s o l u t i o n , 
a f t e r n o t i n g v/ith s a t i s f a c t i o n the contents of the study c a r r i e d out by the 
Secretary-General on the subject of the Campaign, and commending i t s conclusions, 
the General Assembly requested the Secretary-General to transmit to i t a t i t s 
second s p e c i a l session both the study and the opirdons thereon received from 
Governments, so that i t m i ^ t proceed to the solemn launching of the Campaign. 

file:///ihich
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The r e s o l u t i o n e x p l i c i t l y states that one of the main actions to be taken f o r the 
launching of the Campaign should be the h o l d i n g of "a pledging conference" to take 
place at the i n i t i a l stage of the s p e c i a l session, when Heads of State or Government 
and M i n i s t e r s of Foreign A f f a i r s ; r i l l be i n Нем York, and i t i s to be hoped that 
there w i l l be many of them attending the session, as was the case f o r the 
f i r s t s p e c i a l session i n 197S. 

With regard to the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, I should merely 
l i k e to r e c a l l irhat I have often s a i d , both here smd i n New York, concerning our 
c o n v i c t i o n that the success or f a i l u r e of the s p e c i a l session which i s drawing 
near v i i l l depend l a r g e l y on \-hat liappens w i t h respect to that Programme. This 
increases the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of t h i s Committee, to which the Generéil Assembly at 
i t s f i r s t s p e c i a l session on disarmament entrusted the e l a b o r a t i o n of the d r a f t t e x t . 
As we a l l know, the Committee i s endeavouring to prepare a d r a f t programme i n i t s 
Ad Hoc Working Group on t l i a t subject, which has now h e l d 47 meetings: 10 i n 1 9 S 0 , 
24 i n 1 9 8 1 , anâ. 12 so f a r t h i s year. I should a l s o l i l c e to repeat what I s a i d l a s t 
October, upon opening the general debate i n the F i r s t Committee of the 
General Assembly, v/hen I ventured to put fonrard the two conditions v/hich my 
delegation considers the Programme must meet, namely, f a i t h f u l l y to r e f l e c t the 
guidelines c l e a r l y set f o r t h i n paragraph 109 of the F i n a l Document of 1 9 7 8 , and, 
not to contain any p r o v i s i o n vrhich, i n l e t t e r or i n s p i r i t , covld. be i n t e r p r e t e d 
as a step backwards i n comparison v i t h that F i n a l Document. 

The СПАШШТ; I tlianl: the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of Mexico f o r h i s 
statement and f o r the k i n d мотас he addressed to the Chair. 

Mr. FCIN (Netherlands): Tlie Netherlands delegation wishes to congratulate you 
upon your assumption of the chairmanship f o r t h i s f i r s t month of the 1982 session of 
the Committee on Disarmament. In t h i s f u n c t i o n you " i l l c arry a heavy r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . 
V/e wish to assure you of the w i l l i n g n e s s of the Netherlands delegation to co-operate 
i n a l l e f f o r t s t h c t w i l l be made to promote our coniihon cause and I extend to you our 
best wishes f o r success. I t i s with sadness that I j o i n i n the words of condolence 
that you addressed on our b e l i a l f to the I t a l i a n delegation v.dth respect to the demise 
of our good f r i e n d Ambassador Kontezemolo. 

In my sta.tement today, at the opening of t h i s year's session of the 
Committee on Disarmament, I s h a l l f i r s t malee some general observations arid discuss 
the nature aлd the modalities of our \rark. Then I s h a l l indica.te what re see as otir 
main tasks during t h i s year's session. 

But f i r s t I f i n d myself obliged to malee an observation of a p o l i t i c a l nature. 
I t has been observed many a time i n t h i s n e g o t i a t i n g body, and never contradicted 
convincingly, that dise.rm£unent negotiations are by t h e i r very nature h i g h l y 
s e n s i t i v e to the general p o l i t i c a l c l i r i a t e since they are r e l a t e d d i r e c t l y to the 
s e c i i r i t y i n t e r e s t s of member States. While i t might be possible i n c e r t a i n other 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l forums to i s o l a t e oneself from the upheavals of i n t e r n a t i o n a l events 
i n t h i s r e s t l e s s world, t h i s i s npt so i n disarmament ne g o t i a t i o n s . Having s a i d t h i s , 
I should a l s o add that on the other hand the Committee on Disarmament i s not the 
proper place to deal s u b s t a n t i v e l y i r i t h the various i n t e r n a t i o n a l c r i s e s as they 
unfortunately occur, from time to t i n e i n various parts of the world. I f we d i d so, 
we \ravild make s t i l l l e s s progress i n our \:ork than unfortunately i s the case, and 
Vie vrould not serve our caufje w e l l . 
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I t i s from t h i s balanced stance that I s h a l l say today, i n t h i s forum, t h a t my 
Government deplores .the grave developnrentE i n Poland, the i m p o s i t i o n of m a r t i a l l a \ / , 
the massive v i o l a t i o n " of human r i g h t s and the suppression of fundamental c i v i l 
l i b e r t i e s , vrhich are i n c l e a r contravention of the United Nations Charter, the 
U n i v e r s a l D e c l a r a t i o n of Human Rights and the F i n a l Act of H e l s i n k i . lioreover, i f 
a great m i l i t a r y pover time and again deems i t f i t to impose i t s w i l l upon i t s 
n e i ^ b o u r s i n the presumed i n t e r e s t of i t s o\m. s e c u r i t y , then t h i s cannot but have 
adverse repercussions on a \iide range of i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s , i n c l u d i n g 
disarmament ne g o t i a t i o n s . For the only conclusion one can draw from such behaviour i s 
that,.v/hen a l l i s s a i d and done, the f i n a l , o v e r r i d i n g f a c t o r i n i t s r e l a t i o n s w i t h 
i t s neighbo;irs i s i t s олт n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y i n t e r e s t , a t the expense of the n a t i o n a l 
i n t e r e s t s of others. 

I now V7ish to malee a fe\; observations 'about the m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament machinery 
as i t e x i s t s today and as , i t concerns us, that i s , the Committee on Disarmament here 
i n Geneva on the one hand, and the F i r s t Committee of the United Nations 
General Assembly and the United Nations Disarmament Commission i n Ne'.j York on the 
other. 

Those of us \jho participa.ted i n the General Assembly l a s t year \.'ere witness to 
the f a c t . t h a t the F i r s t Committee again passed a groiiing mmber of r e s o l u t i o n s 
e s p e c i a l l y d e a l i n g w i t h disarmament. And those of us who have been engaged i n 
disarmament work, or at l e a s t United Nations work, f o r a longer p e r i o d of time w i l l 
r e c a l l that the F i r s t Committee has not always been that productive, at l e a s t i f one 
co\«its the proposing of r e s o l u t i o n s as proof of productiveness. I f we go back, say, 
twenty years — to the f i f t e e n t h session of the General Assembly — you \ / i l l note that 
the F i r s t Committee a t that time adopted only f i v e r e s o l u t i o n s , each i.'ith j u s t two or 
three preambulax paragraphs and a fev operative paragraphs. Those r e s o l u t i o n s мехе у 
each of them, negotia-ted during several ireeks, and each \7ord was weighed c a r e f u l l y . 
As a consequence those r e s o l u t i o n s \7ere taken s e r i o u s l y by a l l Members. Ten years 
l a t e r , - i n 1969» at the General Assembly's twenty-fourth session, the number of 
r e s o l u t i o n s adopted by the General Assembly h-ad grovm to nine and t h e i r length had 
gro^.m considerably. Last year the General Assembly adopted no l e s s than 43 r e s o l u t i o n s 
\mder the t i t l e of disarmament, with a t o t a l of 625 paragraphs, both preambular and 
operative. 

As I s a i d and. Ambassador García Robles r e f e r r e d to t h i s , but I s l i a l l not hide 
from you t l i a t I do not consider t h i s developnent a p o s i t i v e one. The l e s s so since 
several of these- l a s t year's r e s o l u t i o n s , \;hioh were c h e e r f u l l y adopted by the 
General Assembly, are meaningless, i f not worse. In my personal opinion, some of 
these r e s o l u t i o n s мете propagandistic, or even i l l - i n t e n t i c n e d . Some I found rather 
f o o l i s h . 

The Committee on Disarmament, \7hich i s expected to be a serious n e g o t i a t i n g body, 
V70uld do w e l l to keep that i n mind, and not to assume that j u s t because there was a 
maj o r i t y i n the General Assembly f o r t h i s or that r e s o l u t i o n , i t s recommendations are 
n e c e s s a r i l y u s e f u l to r e a l disarmajnent. In any case, t h i s delegation w i l l t r e a t a 
r e s o l u t i o n j u s t as s e r i o u s l y as .we thinlc i t V7as proposed. And I can only express the 
hope that the F i r s t Committee w i l l f:.nd a \7ay to conduct i t s business i n a more 
responsible manner than has unfortunately become i t s h a b i t of l a t e . 
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• lîaving sa i d t h i s about the F i r s t ConmuLttee i n New York, I shoiild add i n a l l 
f a i r n e s s that i t cannot bo c a i d that the Coiranittee on Disamament i t s e l f i s e n t i r e l y 
vrithout blrjne as Гаг as th? conduct of iгs'ovnl vrork i s concerned. \Ie have at times 
vátnessed i n t h i s Committee a tendency to use t h i s n e g o t i a t i n g forum as j u s t another 
platform from which to issue declaratory statements. Ue have unfortunately a l s o 
witnessed a growing tendency to employ c e r t a i n t a c t i c a l moves, sometimes of a 
deceptive nature, to prevent progress. 

But f o r t u n a t e l y ^e can al s o say that there have been some very serious attempts 
to improve on our \;orking methods and procedures. 

In t h i s context I ^rish to r e c a l l the u s e f u l exchange we had l a s t year on 
improving the f u n c t i o n i n g of the Committee on Disarnanent. Upon r e f l e c t i o n , we 
be l i e v e that i d e a l l y the Committee on Disarmament should be i n session the year 
round, i n three or four s e s s i o n a l periods with intermediate recesses f o r study, 
evaluation e t c . I f the Committee on Disarmament were to meet the year round, 
delegations could bo c t a f f e d with n e g o t i a t i n g experts vho would not be bothered by 
d e l i b e r a t i o n s elsewhere. A c t u a l l y , i t i s a curious phenomenon that under the present 
system those responsible f o r conducting negotia,tions i n the Committee on Disarmament 
are a l s o c a l l e d upon to judge the r e s u l t s of Committee on Disarmaunent negotiations i n 
d e l i b e r a t i v e organs, such a.s tlie United Nations Disarmament Commission ajid the 
F i r s t Committee of the United Nations General Assembly. Thus, the v i a b i l i t y of the 
Committee on Disarmament s u f f e r s . Valuable time which could be used f o r negotiations 
i s instead s a c r i f i c e d to meetings of a purely d e l i b e r a t i v e nature. 

Me propose, therefore, that the Conmiittce on Disarmament should reach i t s 
conclusions on a more e f f i c i e n t \'ork structure before the second s p e c i a l session 
of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disa.rmament. For both p r a c t i c a l 
and c o n s t i t u t i o n a l reasons, i t i s f o r the Committee on Disarmament i t s e l f to put 
i t s house to order rather than to leave t h i s task to the General Assembly at i t s 
second s p e c i a l session, 

\Je would suggest that the Committee on Disarmament should be given the f u n c t i o n 
of a s t e e r i n g committee, a board of roanagement, under which permanent, p o s s i b l y 
p e r e n n i a l , working groups would operate. These working groups vrould enjoy a somev/hat 
independent status, so that they could set t h e i r o\m. schedules and create s u b s i d i a r y 
bodies. They would have the sam.e chairmen a l l along as as a medium-sized 
bureau. There should be no o b l i g a t i o n f o r the f u l l membership of the CD to 
p a r t i c i p a t e i n each of them. At the f̂ ajnc time, p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n t h e i r work should 
be open to States that are not memberij of the CD and th?.t have an i n t e r e s t i n the 
subject matter of the working groiip. This arrangement would go a long way toi/ards 
s o l v i n g the membership problem of the CD. The Committee on Disarmament s e c r e t a r i a t 
could be expojidod ^ i t h experts. I t might be des i r a b l e f o r the Committee on Disarmament 
to r e c r u i t sgain, as the EHDC and the CCD d i d f o r a while, a complete team of 
tra.nslators ajid stenogi-aphern. Then, verbatim records would соме out at much 
shorter n o t i c e aлd delegations \7ould no longer f e e l obliged to read out prepared 
statements. Serious negotiations would irarrant the o.dditional cost '/hich I presume 
irould be shared by members of the Committee. The -,forklng groups could report back 
to the Committee on Disarmament at regular intervo.ls or as required. The 
Committee on Disarmament could then evaluate r e s u l t s and, \ihere appropriate, supply 
f u r t h e r guidance to the I'orking groups. At the same time, a Committee on Disarmament 
a c t i n g as a s t e e r i n g committee would be free to f u n c t i o n as a c l e a r i n g house f o r 
p o l i t i c a l tensions, so tl^e.t the working group:, would not be exposed to them. 
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V/e r e a l i z e that o r g a n i z a t i o n a l improvement of the Committee on Disarmament does 
not i n i t s e l f guaramtee b e t t e r r e s u l t s . S t i l l , ue cannot i n i o r c the serious flaws i n 
the present system under \;hich each irorking group meets once a \icek. One of the 
shortcomings of t h i s system i s that i t does not r e f l e c t the f a c t that during various 
phases of negotiations one subject might become much more time consuming than 
another. 

Coming now to the second part of my statement, i n which I s h a l l o u t l i n e the 
Netherlands approach to t h i s year's work programme of the Committee on Disarmament, 
I should be remiss i f I d i d not h a i l the i n i t i a t i o n here i n Geneva of b i l a t e r a l talles 
betv/een the United States of America and the USSR on intermediate range nuclear 
f o r c e s . Me consider not l e s s important the resumption as soon as p o s s i b l e of 
b i l a t e r a l negotiations between the United States and the USSR on the reduction of 
s t r a t e g i c \;eapons, since a s u b s t a n t i a l reduction i n nuclear v:eapons -i/ould be the 
most important step towards nuclea.r disarmament. The Netherlands Government hopes 
st r o n g l y that the prospects f o r these negotiations w i l l improve i n the near f u t u r e . 
Me have always deplored the f a c t that the SALT-II Treaty d i d not enter i n t o f o r c e . 
A l l the more, therefore, we nov express the hope t l i a t the t\ro nei; sets of negotiations 
I mentioned a moment ago y i l l c o n s t i t u t e between them a basis f o r fvirther and broader 
arms c o n t r o l negotiations beti/een the t̂ .'o States involved. Ve s t r o n g l y urge the 
United States and the USSR to expand t h e i r j o i n t e f f o r t s to other realms of no l e s s 
v i t a l importcince, such as, f i r s t l y , a comprehensive t e s t ban, where resumption of the 
t r i l a t e r a l t a l k s together w i t h the United Kingdom i s c a l l e d f o r , secondly, a 
convention banning chemical ^/eapons, and t h i r d l y , the arms race i n outer space. 

I t stands to reason that most a c t i v i t i e s i n the Committee on Disarmament s p r i n g 
session w i l l be geared to c o n t r i b u t i n g to successful preparations f o r the 
second s p e c i a l session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament. 
In that connection, p r i o r i t y should be given to the i n i t i a t i o n i n the 
Committee on Disarmament of p r a c t i c a l discussions on a comprehensive t e s t ban, to 
vrhich item the P i n a l Document of the f i r r t s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly 
devoted to d i s arm^ent attaches the highest p r i o r i t y . I s h a l l not d\rell at length 
on the reasons which b r i n g us to focus on a GTB. In many forums v.-e have repeatedly 
expounded them time and again, -.'e hope f o r a gradual d i m i n i s h i n g of the r o l e of 
nuclear weapons. To that end a CTB t r e a t y I'ould malee a s i g n i f i c a n t c o n t r i b u t i o n , 
h e l p i n g to stop both v e r t i c a l and h o r i z o n t a l p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear weapons. In 
f a c t , achieving a CTB t r e a t y would bo a concrete, p r a c t i c a l demonstration of ho\7 to 
come to g r i p s with the many h i g h l y complicated aspects of the nuclear arms race. 
Another p r e s s i n g reason f o r e s t a b l i s h i n g a CTB t r e a t y at short n o t i c e i s that without 
a CTB the maintenance of a non-di&crinmatory and c r e d i b l e n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n regime 
i s d i f f i c u l t to achieve. 

The Netherlands delegation c a l l s f o r the opening of serious and constructive 
negotiations i n the Committee on Disarmament on a comprehensive t e s t ban, but v;e 
f e a r that i n f a c t i n t e r e s t i n a CTB t r e a t y i s on the wane. I t i s a matter of great 
concern to the Netherlands Government that every nov and then, from various q\iarters, 
the relevance of a CTB t r e a t y f o r a l l time i s questioned or b e l i t t l e d . 

In our vie^r both the ripeness of the f i l e and the urgency of the matter c a l l 
f o r the establishment by the Committee on Disarmament of a CTB working group w i t h 
a m.eaningful mandate. Me hold the r o l e of the Committee i n achieving a CTB t r e a t y 
f o r a l l time to be an e s s e n t i a l one i f the ensuing t r e a t y i s going to a t t r a c t — as 
i t should — the \ridest p o s s i b l e i n t e r n a t i o n a l support and adherence. In оггг view, 
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not only i s i t necessary to arrange adeeva-te v e r i f i c a t i o n measures i n a CTB t r e a t y 
but we are convinced that adequate vérification i s a l s o p o s s i b l e . As f a r as there 
are t e c h n i c a l prcjlems, I'e are confident that they can be overcome, i n t e r a l i a , by 
drawing on the experience gained and to be gained i n the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c 
Experts on seismic events, i n which the Netherlands p a r t i c i p a t e s . I may r e c a l l that 
s i g n i f i c a n t progi-ep.s has been made by t h i s Group i n the design of a g l o b a l 
v e r i f i c a t i o n system. E f f e c t i v e continuation of these e f f o r t s , i n c l u d i n g a f u l l 
scale t e s t of the seismic system, i s c a l l e d f o r . The time i s also r i p e f o r l i o r k i n g 
out the administrative elements f o r such a seismic system :.'ithin a СТБ t r e a t y . 

A c o r o l l a r y to a CTB t r e a t y would be a s o - c a l l e d c u t - o f f " agreement which would 
ban the production of f i s s i o n a b l e materials f o r weapons use. T h i s , too, would be an 
e f f e c t i v e stop i n curbing the nuclear arms race. \:e are not unaware of the 
v e r i f i c a t i o n problems involved, but a c u t - o f f presents one of the few e f f e c t i v e 
nuclear arms c o n t r o l measures f o r which i n p r i n c i p l e an i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n 
system has already been ^rorked out, to " i t : nuclear safeguards. I t seems l o g i c a l , 
t herefore, that the Committee on Disarmament should deal with t h i s matter as v e i l . 

I t stands to reason that the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons should be 
r e - e s t a b l i s h e d . The Netherlands delegation i s one of tnoce who hold that under the 
i n s p i r i n g chairmansliip of /unbassador Lidgard of S\;cden the Ad Hoc \/orking Group on 
Chemical Weapons came close to exhausting i t s mandate l a s t year. We hope very much, 
therefore, t l i a t a new mandate can be agreed upon now, enabling the Ad Hoc Working Group 
to elaborate, as a matter of high p r i o r i t y , a m u l t i l a t e r a l convention on the complete 
and e f f e c t i v e p r o h i b i t i o n of the development, production and s t o c k p i l i n g of 
chemical weapons, and on t h e i r d e s t r u c t i o n . 

Next to matters r e l a t i n g to the scope of a chemical \;eapons convention, tlie 
Ad Hoc V/orking Group i j i l l have, to dea.1 e x t e n s i v e l y v i t h i t s v e r i f i c a t i o n p r o v i s i o n s . 
We b e l i e v e that v e r i f i c a t i o n should serve as one component i n a system that, together 
vrith a meeiningful scope and a reasonable amoiant of p r o t e c t i v e measures, v ; i l l give a 
State more n a t i o n ; ! s e c u r i t y than the mai.-tenonce of the ch c r i i c a l weapon option v/ould 
do. V/ithout adequate v e r i f i c a t i o n , States v i l l not be confident that the p r o v i s i o n s 
of a convention w i l l be observed. As ve stated before, i t i s our considered viev? 
that vrithin the framevrork of a chemical v/eapons convention, n a t i o n a l and i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
v e r i f i c a t i o n are complementary. A f t e r a l l , ve are d e a l i n g with a proven weapon 
system, ready and a v a i l a b l e i n large amounts. 

At the end of l a s t year's cummer session, at the 145rd meeting of the 
Committee on Disarmament, on 4 August 19Q1, 1 had the honour to introduce 
document CD/205 concerning c o n s u l t a t i v e and co-operative- v e r i f i c a t i o n measures 
and a complaints procedure i r i the framev.'ork of a chemical veaponc convention. 
This document gives a complete o u t l i n e of a reasonable, but e f f e c t i v e , v e r i f i c a t i o n 
system and was designed i n sui.h a va.y as to take core e s p e c i a l l y of p r a c t i c a l needs. 
Allow me b r i e f l y to r e c a p i t u l a t e the main c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s of our proposals: 

Consultation, co-operation, v e r i f i c a t i o n and complaints are not treated 
i n d i v i d u a l l y but form elements of one integrated, consistent cystem; 

National and i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n are therefore i n t e r l i n k e d ; 

The establishment of n a t i o n a l implementation agencies " i l l be c a l l e d f o r ; 
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The n a t i o n a l implementatior agency w i l l , i n t e r a l i a , work c l o s e l y together 
with a consxiltative conimittee to be es t a b l i s h e d ; 

The' c o n s u l t a t i v e committee should permanently oversee the d e s t r u c t i o n or 
d i v e r s i o n f o r permitted purposes of declared stocks of chemical weapons; 

The consxiltative committee must ca r r y out the supervision of the d e s t r u c t i o n 
and d i v e r s i o n through on-site inspections on a permanent b a s i s ; 

Through random on-site inspections the c o n s u l t a t i v e committee v r i l l check 
p e r i o d i c a l l y that the production of supertoxic l e t h a l chemicals does not . 
exceed agreed q u a n t i t i e s ; 

V/ith a view to enhancing confidence, the c o n s u l t a t i v e committee should undertake 
inspections on a random basis at f a c i l i t i e s on the t e r r i t o r y of States p a r t i e s 
that i ; i l l on a re g u l a r basis be assigned by l o t ; 

The c o n s u l t a t i v e committee s h a l l be competent to enquire i n t o f a c t s concerning 
a l l e g e d ambiguities i n , or v i o l a t i o n s of, the compliance w i t h the convention; 

In the context of such an enquiry the c o n s u l t a t i v e committee vrould be competent 
to undertake on-site inspections a f t e r c o n s i i l t a t i o n -aith the State party 
concerned. I f the l a t t e r State p a r t y , however, does not agree to such an 
on-site i n s p e c t i o n , i t must provide appropriate explanations; 

Each State party to the convention maj^ use n a t i o n a l t e c h n i c a l means of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n ; 

Conçlaints can be lodged with the S e c u r i t y Covincil. Each State party undertakes 
to co-operate i n c a r r y i n g out any i n v e s t i g a t i o n which the S e c t i r i t y Council may 
i n i t i a t e . 

In view of both the outcome of l a s t year's a c t i v i t i e s of the Ad Кос V/oiking Group 
on S e c u r i t y Assurances and of the massive support f o r General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n 56/95> 
introduced by Palcistan, my delegation i s c e r t a i n l y i n favour of the re-establishment 
of the negative s e c u r i t y assvirances Working Group. In f a c t \je were pleased and 
encouraged by the p o s i t i v e a t t e n t i o n v/hich ue received when Ir.st year we proposed a 
model "common formula'' f o r о S e c u r i t y Council r e s o l u t i o n covering the common ground 
contained i n the n a t i o n a l statements of the nuclear-:weapon States. I t seems, 
ho^rever, that l a s t year the Ad Hoc Working Group took things as f a r as vje can c a r r y 
them and that the b a l l i s nov; a l s o very much m the camp of the nuclear-v/capon Sta t e s . 
We c a l l therefore f o r a j o i n t e f f o r t by the nuclear-^reapon States involved to b r i n g 
t h e i r respective negative s e c u r i t y assurances nearer to each other and p o s s i b l y to 
harmonize them. As long as such a j o i n t e f f o r t i s not imdertaken by the nuclear-weapon 
States i n v o l v e d , we can har d l y conceive of room f o r much f u r t h e r work f o r the 
Ad Hoc Working Group on S e c u r i t y Assurances. The Working-Group would therefore be 
more or l e s s on a stand-by b a s i s . 

During the t h i r t y - s i x t h session of the United Nations General Assembly the 
Netherlands delega.tion a c t i v e l y worked f o r the adoption of a d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n on 
the prevention of an arms race i n outer space, i n conformity w i t h the relevant 
p r o v i s i o n s of the P i n a l Document of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament. The General Assembly decided to entrust t h i s important 
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matter to the Committee on Disarmament. Me \roiild suggest that the Committee should 
adopt a two-phase approach to t h i s complicated and r a t h e r s e n s i t i v e problem. The 
f i r s t phase, during the Committee's s p r i n g session, \.'o\ild c o n s i s t of a mapping e f f o r t 
aimed at e s t a b l i s h i n g an inventory of a l l the problems which might crop up. To that 
end, next to g i v i n g statements i n plenary and submitting working documents, the 
CD delegations m i ^ t be w e l l advised to hold a s e r i e s of informal meetings v l t h 
experts, .After t h a t , i n the second phase, which might coincide vdth the CD 
summer session, f u r t h e r appropriate a c t i o n could f o l l o w , e.g. the establishment of 
an ad hoc working group. 

Developments i n the Committee on Disarmament i n rela-tion to the s o - c a l l e d 
r a d i o l o g i c a l wea.pons have not persuaded us to change ovir p o s i t i o n from that \rhich 
we defined i n 1970 i n working paper CCD/291 v/hen we concluded t h a t ; "Judging by 
the a v a i l a b l e information, p o s s i b i l i t i e s f o r r a d i o l o g i c a l warfare do e x i s t 
t h e o r e t i c a l l y but do not seem to be of much or even of any p r a c t i c a l s i g n i f i c a n c e " . 

We l a r g e l y agree v i t h the e x c e l l e n t a n a l y s i s contained i n the statement of 
Ambassador Lidgard of Sweden at the 122nd meeting of the Committee on Disarmament, 
on 7 A p r i l 1981. We appreciated the Swedish a t t e n ^ t to beef up the other^dse skinny 
psirameters of the d r a f t r a d i o l o g i c a l \;eapons convention. That i s why, at the 
1 5 7 t h meeting of t h i s Committee, on 14 J u l y 1 9 8 1 , the Netherlands delegation 
introduced a formula which s l i ^ i t l y amended the o r i g i n a l Sv/edish proposal. 

Whatever the outcome of the negotiations i n a r e - e s t a b l i s h e d Ad Hoc Working Group 
on iîadiological Weapons may be, the Netherlands delegation i s not eager to lend a hand 
tovrards producing a convention j u s t f o r the salce of making a Committee on Disarmament 
product a v a i l a b l e to the second s p e c i a l session of the United Nations General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament. I f there i s going to be a r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons convention, 
i t w i l l have to be one \ r i t h r e a l substance o f f e r i n g , i n t e r a l i a , an e f f e c t i v e 
p r o h i b i t i o n against the dissemination of r a d i o a c t i v e materials by attacks on c i v i l 
nuclear energy i n s t a l l a t i o n s w i t h high r a d i a t i o n i n t e n s i t y . 

We t r u s t that the o r g a n i z a t i o n a l arrangements required f o r the implementation of 
the work prograjnme f o r t h i s year's Committee on Disarmament session along the l i n e s I 
have jvist set out v i l l enco\inter no procedural d i f f i c u l t y . A f t e r a l l , the 
Cornmi ttee on Disarmament can draw on experience gained i n the past fev years i n 
the establishment of ad hoc working groups as w e l l as i n the s e l e c t i o n of chairmen 
f o r them. The observations I made e a r l i e r on as regards the best work structture f o r 
the Committee on Disarmament are not meant to bear upon the tasks that l i e immediately 
before us. The best procediire viould seem to be to follov- the course of a c t i o n ve took 
l a s t year, vihile making a p a r a l l e l endeavour to agree upon a b e t t e r work str u c t u r e 
f o r the f u t u r e . 

One of the agenda items of the second s p e c i a l session of the United Nations 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament v i l l be the comprehensive programme of 
disarmament. The Committee on Disa-rmament has set up an Ad Hoc \/orking Group \rhich 
i s engaged i n preparing t h i s comprehensive prograjnme. The Netherlands delegation 
supports the approach contained i n the working document (CD/205) introduced l a s t year 
by the delegation of the Federal Republic of Germany on behalf of a group of 
Western delegations. 
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Perhaps I may make a few more personal remarks on t h i s matter. To he franlc, 
I am not e n t i r e l y convinced that a comprehensive programme of disarmament can malee 
a d e c i s i v e c o n t r i b u t i o n to disarmament. Of course, the world community can set 
p r i o r i t i e s and goals and e s t a b l i s h p r i n c i p l e s as was done i n the F i n a l Document 
of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session of the General Assem-bly on disarmament, a text \/hich 
we continue to endorse and uphold. Conceding that stages i n the process of arms 
c o n t r o l and disarmament do e x i s t , I am of the opinion, hovrcver, that one should not 
conceive of the relevance of these stages i n t h e i r r e l a t i o n to time but r a t h e r i n 
t h e i r r e l a t i o n to the p r e v a i l i n g degree of confidence, or the l a c k of i t , i n e x i s t i n g 
s e c u r i t y arrangements. I s t i l l f a i l to see what o v e r - a l l c r i t e r i o n could be a p p l i e d 
to s e l e c t a c e r t a i n set of arms c o n t r o l measures to f i t i n t o a c e r t a i n phase — 
hov/ever important they may be as such — i f a b s t r a c t i o n i s made of the relevance 
of the arms concerned to a given p a r t i c u l a r s e c u r i t y environment. In vie\/ of t h i s , 
the i n t r o d u c t i o n of n e c e s s a r i l y vague deadlines seems somewhat useless and perhaps 
even harmful f o r the c r e d i b i l i t y of the whole e n t e r p r i s e . Arms c o n t r o l and 
disarmament i s a painstalcing job, r e q u i r i n g much devotion, where only a step-by-step 
approach, b x i i l d i n g on vrhat has been achieved, w i l l b r i n g r e s u l t s . Obviously, the 
one important c r i t e r i o n that should be a p p l i e d when embarking on negotiations on 
c e r t a i n arms c o n t r o l measures i s the v e r i f i a b i l i t y of compliance \dth the p r o v i s i o n s 
of the agreement that i s s o u ^ t . Such a r e a , l i s t i c approach i s conducive to c r e a t i n g 
confidence and without the constant n u r t u r i n g of confidence there can be no progress 
i n the p u r s u i t of an arms c o n t r o l and disarmament programme which i s meant to be 
taken s e r i o u s l y i n both p o l i t i c a l and m i l i t a r y terms. 

In other viords, f o r the Netherlands, the prograjrane of a c t i o n contained i n the 
F i n a l Document of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament, which was adopted by consensus, remains the guide f o r f i i t u r e a c t i o n s . 
I f a comprehensive programme of disarmament i s to be meaningful, i t should f o l l o w 
as c l o s e l y as p o s s i b l e the programme of a c t i o n contained i n the F i n a l Docment. We 
are not prepared, hov/evèr, to apply the degree of agreement reached on a comprehensive 
programme of disarmament as a y a r d s t i c k f o r the success of arms c o n t r o l endeavoxirs 
i n general and of the second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly on disarmament 
i n p a r t i c T i l a r , Arms c o n t r o l i s a matter of here and no\;, a task to be pursued, 
i n t e r a l i a , i n the Committee on Disarmament i n d e t a i l e d , often d i f f i c u l t n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

Vihatever may become of the comprehensive programme of disarmament, the success 
of the second s p e c i a l session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to 
disarmajnent v r i l l depend on the degree to which \.'e a l l avoid s u p e r f i c i a l and 
u n r e a l i s t i c proposals and'concentrate on the serious n e g o t i a t i o n of e f f e c t i v e and 
v e r i f i a b l e arms c o n t r o l measures t l i a t enhance s e c u r i t y and s t a b i l i t y . 

In conclusion I wish to malee a few remarks of a personal nature. I t i s now 
f o u r years since I j o i n e d i/hat vras then c a l l e d the CCD. During these four years I 
have had the p r i v i l e g e of s e r v i n g my country i n our e f f o r t s to promote arms c o n t r o l 
and disarmament, both here i n Geneva and i n New York. Soon I s l i a l l be l e a v i n g Geneva, 
perhaps not f o r good, but at l e a s t f o r the time being, and I s h a l l r e l i n q u i s h my 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s as leader of the Netherlands d e l e g a t i o n . I l r , Wagenmaleers w i l l be i n 
charge u n t i l the a r r i v a l of my successor. Ambassador !Frans van Dongen, probably w i t h i n 
tvro \/eeks. I I'ish to place on record my very deep a p p r e c i a t i o n f o r the f r i e n d s h i p and 
co-operation that I have enjoyed during the past four years from a l l my colleagues i n 
the Committee on Disarmament and from the s e c r e t a r i a t . And I'hen I r e f e r to my 
colleagues I mean not only those vrho represent countries a l l i e d to mine, but a l s o 
others viho belong to a d i f f e r e n t a l l i a n c e , or to none at a l l . The f a c t t l i a t p-rsonal 
respect, esteem aind f r i e n d s h i p can e x i s t side by side with an o f f i c i a l r e l a t i o n s h i p 
which sometimes puts us at odds, i s perhaps one of the most g r a t i f y i n g and encouraging 
phenomena of our work i n the Committee. I wish you a l l success i n your work and 
happiness i n your p r i v a t e l i v e s . 
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The CHAШЬШ; I thanic the di s t i n g u i s h e d rcpresente^tive of the Netherlands f o r 
h i s statement and f o r the k i n d ггогс'з he addressed to the Chair. 

I'Irs. IHOIiSSüir (Svreden): F i r s t of a l l , I'tr. Chairma^i, l e t me extend to you the 
congratulations and good wishes of the Sv/edish dele/jation on your talcing up the 
h i ^ and important o f f i c e of Chairma;-^ of t h i s Committee f o r the month of Pebruaiy. 
I can assure you of the f u l l co-operation of the Swedish delegation v/ith you i n the 
Chair. I i\íDuld also l i l c e to thank you v e i y much f o r your personal kind \irords of 
welcome to me. ï'\irthermore, I vrould luce to e::tend the thanlcs of the Swedish 
delegation to the head of the Indonesian delegation f o r f u n c t i o n i n g so e f f e c t i v e l y 
i n the Chair during the l a s t part of the Committee's 19S1 session. 

Allov.' no a l s o , Ilr. Chain¡ian, to associate the Sv/edish delegation with your 
vrords of welcome to the new heads of delegations to the Committee on Disarmament 
as w e l l as vàth your vrords of condolence on the death of the head of the I t a l i a n 
delegation. Ilay I also j o i n you i n extending to Ambassa.lor Fein of the Netherlands 
our great appreciation f o r having been able to co-operate v/ith him as head of 
the Netherlands delegation f o r four years. We have had, i n my viev;, an e x c e l l e n t 
co-operation betvreen our tvro delegations, and I vrould lilco to extend my thanks 
to him f o r that and to v/ish him. good luck i n h i s n e v o f f i c e . 

\ftien I addressed the CCD on 5 I January 1978, f o u r months before the s t a r t 
of the United Nations General ilssenbly's f i r s t s p e c i a l session on disarmament 
I s a i d , i n t e r a l i a , the fo l l o v ; i n g : 

"During t h i s session the CCD v a i l face the greatest challenge i n i t s 
16-year h i s t o r y . \Jhat does the outside vrorld, anxiously and impatiently 
awaitLng d e c i s i v e r e s u l t s of years of disarmament e f f o r t s , thinlc of us as 
a n e g o t i a t i n g body? Is our image one of a group of i d l e t a l k e r s achieving 
g l a r i n g l y i n s u f f i c i e n t concrete progress? Or have v/e managed to get the 
vrorld outside t h i s body to see the complexities of the problems that we 
have been a:."'ced to solve, the many "erious and variou:- obstacles that vre 
cone upon i n our search f o r s o l u t i o n s ? Does t h i s outside vrorld doubt or 
does i t b e l i e v e i n a sincere and s u f f i c i e n t l y strong p o l i t i c a l v d l l among 
the governments i n the CCD negotiations to reach these s o l u t i o n s at long l a s t ? 

" I do not Icnov; the aiisv/ers to such questions as I s a i d f o u r years ago. ^fliat 
I do Icnov; i s that the e f f i c i e n c y and ef f e c t i v e n e s s of the CCD w i l l be put 
under s c r u t i n y i n a few months from nov; by the most a u t h o r i t a t i v e organ of 
the vrorld commvmity. I t i s up to us nov;, representatives of the tvro m i l i t e i r y 
b l o c s as w e l l as of non-aligned and n e u t r a l States, to face t h i s challenge 
and to work i n such a way during t h i s s p r i n g session that our s p e c i a l report 
to the United Nations w i l l r e f l e c t l a s t i n g progress i n the most important 
eireas of our vrork. " 

When I reread these vrords I f e l t as i f the pa.st f o u r years had disappeared, 
as i n a drean, from the h i s t o r y of the sole m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament n e g o t i a t i n g 
body. No results have been reached since then. The Committee on Disarmament has 
vrorked hard, but i n vain. S i g n i f i c a n t l y , the s i t u a t i o n i s the same as — and i n 
some nases worse than — i n e a r l y 1978. 

True, some small progress cai^ be vegist^red i n some of the n e g o t i a t i n g working 
groups. But t h i s i s duo not to co n t r i b u t i o n s frem the major m i l i t a r y powers, but to 
the steady and p e r s i s t e n t e f f o r t s of delegations frem other States, more avraxe of the 
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tremendously dangerous s i t u a t i o n i n which the world f i n d s i t s e l f today, more 
anxious to r e l i e v e t h i s vrorld of ours of the threats to i t s f u t u r e than,' obviously, 
i s the case v/ith the major povrers. 

Quite f r a i i k l y , I have some doubts about the s i n c e r i t y of these povrers i n t h e i r 
a t t i t u d e s tov/ards m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament ne g o t i a t i o n s , lly impression, founded 
not l e a s t on my experience of the past three years of the h i s t o r y of the Committee 
on Disarmament, i s tha-^ the Superpovrers wealcen and undermine these n e g o t i a t i o n s . 
They p r e f e r secret and l i m i t e d t a l k s , shut o f f from the viev/s of others. They 
expect the Committee to play the r o l e of a mail-box f o r t h e i r d r a f t t r e a t i e s to 
the United Nations, rare as those may be. Tliey deny the Conmiittee the r i g h t and 
the p o s s i b i l i t y to negotiate the highest p r i o r i t y items on i t s agenda, e.g. and 
foremost the CTB. They l i m i t the mandates of the n e g o t i a t i n g working groups i n 
accordance with t h e i r own-interests. They disregard l e g a l l y not b i n d i n g but 
p o l i t i c a l l y conanitting r e s o l u t i o n s of the United Nations General Assembly 
on vdiich they themselves have voted i n favour. 

Recently, reports have reached us vdiich seem once again to confirm what I have 
j u s t s a i d . I t i s indeed shocking to learn from o f f i c i a l sources, through the press, 
that the United States i s planning to propose a d d i t i o n a l t r e a t y n e g o t i a t i o n s on 
chemical weapons — beside those conducted i n t h i s Committee at the request of the 
Ibiited Nations General Assembly — i n an attempt to head o f f c r i t i c i s m from the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l community and to l e g i t i m i z e t h e i r preparations f o r the production of 
a new generation of e x a c t l y these weapons, should those n e g o t i a t i o n s f a i l . The t a l k s 
proposed would be among the s i g n a t o r i e s of the 1^25 Geneva. P r o t o c o l . There i s indeed 
a need to improve the Geneva p r o t o c o l , v/hich lacks a v e r i f i c a t i o n mechanism. But i t 
i s not acceptable that such negotiations be used as a smokescreen f o r the production 
of n e w chemical weapons. 

According to the same information, i t i s planned to use the Committee on 
Disarmament f o r "di s c u s s i n g the issu e " , focusing on the contention that the USSR 
has been u s i n g a t o x i n against, i n t e r a l i a , Afghan g u e r i l l a s . Are v̂ e to understand 
that t h i s m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i n g body the Committee on Disarmanent, víill be 
degraded to a forum f o r exchanges of a l l e g a t i o n s siid that the considerable progress 
made i n the Committee's ad hoc n e g o t i a t i n g vrorking group vill be discarded? 
I should appreciate an explanation from the United States delegation on i t s 
current plan. 

A l l t h i s has had a devastating e f f e c t on the standing of the Committee i n the 
eyes of vrorld p u b l i c opinion, so newly aroused to activités of protest against an 
abominable s i t u a t i o n . While there were e a r l i e r expectations and hopes, there i s now 
disappointment. U l i i l e there vrcro e a r l i e r i n t e r e s t and involvement, there are nov; 
shrugged shoulders. I.spoke i n 1978 about "the outside world", at a time \Aien a l l 
our meetings vrere closed to vorlu p u b l i c opinion. Since January 1979 the Committee 
on Disarmanent has opened i t s plenary meetings to the p u b l i c . In the f o l l o w i n g e a r l y 
stages the pl e n a r i e s vrere vroll attended. For a long time now, the p u b l i c g a l l e r y 
i s most of the timo almost empty. P a r t i c u l a r l y at a time vdien world p u b l i c opinion 
i s awalce and marching, a l l members of the Committee should be s e r i o u s l y concerned 
about t h i s state of i t s a f f a i r s . Do the c i t i z e n s of the vrorld, vjhom these a f f a i r s 
u l t i m a t e l y concern, s t i l l have any confidence i n vhat we mâ"- be able to achieve or 
do they shrug t h e i r shoulders at our vrork? 

These serious questions are indeed before us, vdien we s t a r t to consider our 
pos s i b l e achievements during the sp r i n g session of 1982. Not l e a s t wiien we look 
back on the year 1981, j u s t passed. Lot us be fraiik. 
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The year 1981 was another l o s t year f o r disarmament. Is there any reason to 
presume that the year vdiich has j u s t s t a r t e d w i l l he more rewarding? The p i c t u r e 
i s , indeed, contradictory. In the p o l i t i c a l f i e l d , a senso of deep d i s t r u s t , 
suspicion and f e a r permeates r e l a t i o n s between the Superpowers and t h e i r m i l i t a r y 
a l l i a n c e s . The occupation of Afghanistan continues on i t s t h i r d year vdth no 
n a t i o n a l l y or i n t e r n a t i o n a l l y acceptable s o l u t i o n i n sight. Regional vrar and 
tension, u n i l a t e r a l use of force and annexation characterize the s i t u a t i o n i n the 
Gulf area and i n the Iliddle East, both areas of v i t a l economic importance and the 
focus of competition and interference from the Superpowers. 

In Europe, e f f o r t s at i n c r e a s i n g confidence and co-operation, i n t e r a l i a , at 
the Madrid follov7-up meeting of the Conference on S e c u r i t y and Co-operation i n 
Europe, have received a rude reminder of the v o l a t i l i t y of s t a b i l i t y through the 
t r a g i c suppression of freedom and democratic a s p i r a t i o n s i n Poland. Once again, the 
TOrld has been reminded that the true face of Communism imposed on Eastern Europe 
i s f o r c e , that i t i s f i t f o r subjugating the l i v e s and minds of people, but unable 
to survive i n a s o c i e t y where free and unthreatened choice i s p o s s i b l e . 

At a time \Jtien an impressively i n c r e a s i n g number of people are becoming avjare 
of the threat involved i n the m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of s o c i e t y and i n the accumulation and 
possible spread of nuclear \reapons i n p a r t i c u l a r , and viould lilœ to do something 
about i t , the underlying causes of tension and c o n f l i c t are thus i n t e n s i f y i n g and 
making s o l u t i o n s even more i n t r a c t a b l e . 

S t i l l , remedies of these tensions and c o n f l i c t s must be sought and found. 
Sweden w i l l continue to advocate the adoption of widened confidence-building 
measures aimed at reducing d i s t r u s t , suspicions and fears among nations and i n c r e a s i n g 
opermess i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s and the freedom of peoples. 

Hot only because of the disastrous e f f e c t s of the present state of things 
p o l i t i c a l l y . But also because of the subsequent e f f e c t s of these tensions and 
c o n f l i c t s on the arras race, i'.self a f a c t o r i n i n c r e a s i n g t-^nsions and c o n f l i c t s . 

One, and perhaps the most important manifestation of these e f f e c t s i s the 
present trend i n m i l i t a r y research and technology. This i s c u r r e n t l y moving i n 
d i r e c t i o n s vAiich ma;̂'- vrell, unless they are checked} wit h i n a decade have rendered 
arms c o n t r o l , not to t a l k about disarmament, v i r t u a l l y impossible. Although t h i s та^г 
p o s s i b l y be the not so secret desire of armament protagonists, i t i s a course which 
СШ1 only lead to an alarming d e s t a b i l i z a t i o n and decrease i n s e c u r i t y . The h i s t o i y 
of arms c o n t r o l i s replete with l o s t o pportunities and s o - c a l l e d bargaining chips, 
which turned out to be i r r e s i s t i b l y tempting pieces of u i l i t a r y equipment once 
developed. IIIRVs wera once one such negotiable commodity. They have nov; become 
a c e n t r a l feature of b a l l i s t i c m i s s i l e s technology. SALT I I put a l i d on t h e i r 
numbers but the sad f a i l u r e to r a t i f y the t r e a t y may now lead to a f u r t h e r 
f r a c t i o n a t i o n of Virarheads, vdiich w i l l f r u s t r a t e not only defensive e f f o r t s but 
arms c o n t r o l as w e l l . 

The nev; c r a i s e m i s s i l e technology i s even mere ominous i n t h i s regard. Not 
only may the c r u i s e m i s s i l e , through i t s small s i z e and i t s capacity f o r ca r r y i n g 
nuclear and other v;eapons of mass de s t r u c t i o n as v;ell as conventional v;eapons, 
u l t i m a t e l y become an u t t e r l y d e s t a b i l i z i n g weapon, p a r t i c u l a r l y i f , as plans 
i n d i c a t e , these m i s s i l e s are deploji-ed i n large numbers on mobile launch platforras 
and moving at supersonic speeds. Further, t h e i r f l i g h t c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s and 
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possible deployiicnt areas ису also n e g a t i v e l y a f f e c t the s e c u r i t y end sovereignty of 
n e u t r a l and non-aligned States. Ana f i n a l l y , iror.i the arr.s c o n t r o l p o i i i t of view, 
they may w e l l co-.pletely defy adequate v e r i f i c a t i o n . For e l l these reasons, c r u i s e 
m i s s i l e technology represents e qucntua jump which, because c f i t s d i r e consequences, 
had b e t t e r not be taicen. I t irould, indeed, be i r o n i c i f the same people who are, 
mostly f o r good reasons, the staunch supporters oí stringent v e r i f i c a t i o n measures 
in the disarmauent f i e l d , were, by b e t t i ^ i g on n o n - v e r i f i a b l e craise' m i s s i l e s , v e i y 
lilîely to d i g the grave of, or, at l e a s t , to render nearly i i i s o l u b l e , intem.ational 
disarmament and arms c o n t r o l e f f o r t s . I n c i d e n t a l l y , the u i l i t a i y advantage of such 
m i s s i l e s vrould, of course, be only temporary агЛ soon be turned i n t o a c l e a r 
disadvantage.,, once the adversary has mastered Lhe same teclmology. Tlicre i s l i t t l e 
reason to b e l i e v e that he vrould not do so. The upv/ard s p i r a l of m i l i t a r y technology, 
and consequently the arms race, w i l l j u s t contiiiue. 

I n d i v i d u a l nations and the i i i t e m a t i o n a l community must mal:e a d e c i s i v e e f f o r t 
to f i n d v/ays — v e r i f i a b l e , of c o u r s e - — t o coTie to gi'ips v.dth m i l i t a r y R & D. Hot 
only does i t d.evour enormous resources — i n 1931 at l e a s t $40»ООО m i l l i o n i n 
Government spending only — but i t i s c u r r e n t l y on the verge of t a k i n g us beyond 
the point of no ret u r n , ifaere arms c o n t r o l v i i l l have been rendered f u t i l e and the 
i n s e c u r i t y and mutual suspicion of States even more intense and dangerous than 
today. The quest f o r technological s u p e r i o r i t y i n the milita.rj'' f i e l d , as w e l l as 
militsLry s u p e r i o r i t y generally, i s a dead end, ia the l i t e r a l sense of the vrord. 

I should luce, here, once again, as I d i d tvro years ago i n t h i s body, to point 
to the f a c t that, because of the ra p i d and tremendous advances i n m i l i t a r y R « D, 
time i s a c r u c i a l f a c t o r . Ov/ing to increased d i f f i c u l t i e s i n reaching agreement on 
s u f f i c i e n t l y acceptable v e r i f i e r t i o n rieasures because of these advances, the longer 
n e g o t i a t i o n s and agreements are delayed, the more d i f f i c u l t r e s u l t s tend to become. 
There i s a nomentum here that we should a l l be av/are of vrith l e g i t i m a t e horror. 

And a word of urgent vraming must be issued to the Superpovrers : these two 
countries should s e r i o u s l y consider the ¿-rave r e s p o n s i b i l i t y that they c a r r y , 
r e s p o n s i b i l e as they are f o r 8 5 per cent of vrorld expenses f o r M i l i t a r y R à D. 

Ways raust indeed be sought i n intema.tional co-operation to c u r t a i l R & D 
f o r o f f e n s i v e m i l i t a i y purposes. I t i s vrell documented that many systems nay be 
the subject of successrul negotiations up to the t e s t i n g but not beyond. C u r t a i l i n g 
of such m i l i t a r y R & D could be done tlirox;gh Keasures alued at the e a r l y i d e n t i f i c a t i o n 
of nevi and dangerous trends i n arms research and development vrith a vievr to 
prec l u d i n g the t e s t i n g and- deployrnont of such weapons. There are precedents f o r 
t h i s i n the A n t i - B a l l i s t i c I l i s s i l e treaty, the b i o l o g i c a l víeapons Convention, 
the EHMQD Convention, the t a l k s on a n t i - s a t e l l i t e teclinology and some of the l i m i t s 
a-greed on i n the SALT I I Treaty. Another compleuentarj'' approe.ch i s to preclude the 
m i l i t a r y or h o s t i l e use of c e r t a i n geographical areas, as has been done, vdiolly 
or p a r t i a l l y — I should l i k e to emphasize p a r t i a l l y — f o r the A n t a r c t i c , outer 
space and the seabed. 
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Cruise m i s s i l e s are one important part of the r e c e n t l y s t a r t e d theatre 
nuclear forces negotiations. I t must, of course, he vrelcomed that those have 
got under viay, although the climate of d i s t r u s t vihich I have j u s t r e f e r r e d to, 
and the complex substance, cannot mai:e us confident about e a r l y r e s u l t s . Cti the 
other hand, t a l k s on nuclear arms c o n t r o l and disarmament are of d e c i s i v e importance 
to a l l nations. These t a l k s , c a r r i e d out betv/een the Superpowers, should not be 
allovred to be contingent on changes i n r e l a t i o n s between any group of countries, 
and should, hence, be pursued vigorously. 

The p o l i t i c a l and symbolic value of the TNT negotiations i s enormous. 
And the reaching of a comprehensive agreement on the weapons i n question i s of 
paramount importance. The negotiations t e s t i f y to an encouraging new sign i n 
disaimament, the stronger involvement of many groups of free p u b l i c opinion. 
This i s c e r t a i n i n the V/est and perhaps some repercussion could f o l l o v ; even i n 
the East. The madness of the nuclear arms race and the i n c a l c u l a b l e and disastrous 
consequences f o r a l l nations, i n c l u d i n g the Superpowers, of a p o s s i b l e future 
nuclear víar i s at l a s t being brought home to ever^'^body. I t i s , indeed, perplexing 
that t h i s i n s i g h t has not darned e a r l i e r , since the nuclear threat has e x i s t e d f o r 
decades, but i t i s a l l the moi-e welcome. 

The f a c t of the present s i t u a t i o n seems to be, simply, that f o r both sides 
rough nuclear p a r i t y means that they cannot have complete confidence i n the 
deterrent force of t h e i r nuclear- weapons. A f i r s t strilce attempt, hovrever 
s u i c i d a l , cannot be completely ruled out. This leads to nev'/ attempts to increase 
s u r v i v a b i l i t y and even a quest f o r s u p e r i o r i t y , i . e . an assured f i r s t strilce 
c a p a b i l i t y , wiiicli v / i l l be d e s t a b i l i z i n g . Furthermore, the pure deterrent f u n c t i o n 
of the weapons i s being eroded. Tlais i s caused by a f l e x i b l e response doctrine v/hich 
by s t r e s s i n g various t h e o r e t i c a l l y p o ssible s e l e c t i v e or counterforce uses of 
nuclear weapons malees nuclear v:ar appear more l i l c e l y . Tliis could, i n theory, 
lead to strengthening pure deterrence, thus r a i s i n g the threshold of use of 
nuclear weapons and of vrar i t s e l f . 

In t h i s f i e l d , hov/ever, u s i n g theory only i s one of the most dangerous vrays 
to approach the problem of peace or nuclear v;ar. Without imaginative perceptions 
of the concrete r e a l i t i e s of nuclear war, theories based on computers and war 
games w i l l i n f a c t tend to become f a c t o r s lowering the war t l i r e s h o l d . Loose 
references to the p o s s i b i l i t i e s of a c t u a l l y u s i n g nuclear weapons i n vfar have 
been made. And i t i s probably correct to argue that the alarmingly increased 
tendencies to s t r e s s the m i l i t a i y u s a b i l i t y of nuclear v;eapons—as d i f f e r e n t from 
t h e i r p o l i t i c a l deterrent f i m c t i o n — w i l l i n themselves i n p r a c t i c e lead to a 
lovrering of the nuclear threshold. This tendency may be f u r t h e r encouraged by the 
f a l s e b e l i e f that nuclear v;ar, even i f purportedly s e l e c t i v e , can be "vron" i n any 
meaningful sense of the word. Again developing technology, to which I r e f e r r e d 
e a r l i e r , i s making t h i s perverted t h i n k i n g more " c r e d i b l e " though, i n f a c t , i t s 
basis i s very shaJcy and i m r e a l i s t i c . 

Since i t has become obvious to everybody that even l i m i t e d nuclear strilces 
w i l l i n most cases have viidespread consequences and are u n l i l c e l y to remain 
l i m i t e d , the whole doctrine of f l e x i b i l e response i s encountering i n c r e a s i n g 
pu b l i c resistance. I r o n i c a l l y , recent attempts on both sides to f u r t h e r develop 
t h i s doctrine by the deployment of ncv̂ r types of .intermediate-range weapons i s 
having the unexpected r e s u l t of exposing the contradictory and impossible 
consequences of the whole d o c t r i n o — p e r h a p s of nuclear vreapons themselves. 
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The t e r r i b l e d i l e m a of our present s i t u a t i o n i s , hovrever, that i t cannot be 
excluded that i n c e r t a i n s i t u a t i o n s nuclear v/eaponc would a c t u a l l y be pxit to t h e i r 
cataclysmic use, out the r e p l y viould, of course, bo instant and equally cataclysmic. 
To ensure one's ovjn defence, one vrould also ensure one's ош u t t e r and f i n a l 
d e s t r u ction. 

Tlie need to r i d j3uropo of t h i s insane s i t u a t i o n i s obvious, but'vezy d i f f i c u l t 
to achieve. \!hat has almost l i g h t - h e a r t e d l y been implanted i n and around Europe 
during the l a s t three decades, cannot be removed viithout u p s e t t i n g an establisher^ 
balance of t e r r o r , hovrever precarious and n e f a r i o u s i t may be. TiiP negotiations 
v r i l l , of n e c e s s i t y , s t a r t vrith a l i m i t e d number of issues. Hovrever, i n the nuclear 
f i e l d a l l vreapons are i n t e r l i n l c e d , and i n c r e a s i n g l y so, by v i r t u e of developing 
technology, vrhich tends to Ъ1иг d i s t i n c t i o n s betv/een t a c t i c a l , intermediate-range 
eiid c e n t r a l , s t r a t e g i c nuclear vreapons. I f eventual r e s u l t s of INF tallas are to 
have any r e a l s i g n i f i c a n c e , they must, therefore, subsequently be broadened to cover 
f u r t h e r categories of theatre nuclear vreapons and t h e i r c a r r i e r s . The complexity of 
t h i s matter i s evident but cannot be avoided. 

In t h i s context, a p a r t i c u l a r e f f o r t should be made, vrithout too much delay, 
to approach the issue of lovrering the number of t a c t i c a l nuclear vreapons, vrith the 
aim of t h e i r ultimate a b o l i t i o n . Their mission i s unclear, as t e s t i f i e d by many, 
t h e i r usefulness on a ' s v i i f t l y moving b a t t l e f i e l d against a mobile advorsaiy doubtful, 
i f t h e i r use i s not to be delegated to lovrer l e v e l s of command i n c o n t r a d i c t i o n to 
viiat i s thought to be a matter of h i f ^ e s t - l e v e l and, therefore, time-consuming 
decision-making. I f , on the other hand, the use of t a c t i c a l vreapons vrere to be a 
matter of d e c i s i o n by l o c a l commanders, such weapons become a dangerous t r i p wire, 
vrhich.could f a r too e a s i l y lovrer the nuclear threshold and t r i g g e r an e s c a l a t i o n 
to major nuclear vvar. 

T a c t i c a l nuclear vreapons, be they neutron or other, thus lack c r e d i b l e m i l i t a i y 
usefulness and represent c l e a r dangers of e s c a l a t i o n . Tliey should, therefore, 
gradually become prime targets of n e g o t i a t i o n s . Ho doubt, the question of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n \irouj.d be p a r t i c u l a r l y daunting. I t vrould probably be d i f f i c u l t to 
imagine that s a t i s f a c t o r y s o l u t i o n s could be found vrhich vrould not foresee the 
a b o l i t i o n of these weapons. To ensure m i l i t a r y balance, nuclear disarmament should 
be accompanied by appropriately balanced reductions i n conventional vreaponry. 

F i n a l l y , TNF negotiations might be f a i r l y meaningless •'binless seen i n the 
wider context of s t r a t e g i c nuclear vreapons. I t i s , therefore, our very earnest 
hope that the t a l k s bn s t r a t e g i c nuclear vreapons v r i l l soon resume with the aim 
of preserving what can be saved from the vrreckage of SALT I I , but also of working 
towards si z e a b l e reductions i n the enormous o v e r k i l l s t r a t e g i c arsenals of the 
uliperpovrers. I t follovrs from virhat I s a i d e a r l i e r that Svreden considers i t 
urgently necessary to f i n d vrays to put a l i d on f u r t h e r t e c h n o l o g i c a l improvements 
and innovations i n the technology of nuclear vreapons and t h e i r c a r r i e r s . 

To sum up these l i n e s of thought : 

On the vrhole, considering the recent rapid developments i n vreapon technology, 
the r o l e of nuclear vreapons as usable m i l i t a r y and, consequently, p o l i t i c a l 
instruments i n a c r i s i s s i t u a t i o n seems to be put i n question, not l e a s t due to 
the f a r - r e a c h i n g vraves of p r o t e s t s against these vreapons as such. The vrhole doctrine 
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of " f l e x i b l e response" seems to be i n doubt, considering the generally admitted 
rislc of l a r g e - s c a l e e s c a l a t i o n . The c r e d i b i l i t y of " f i r s t use" v;ould thereby be 
s e r i o u s l y endangered. Simultaneously the importance of the r o l e of conventional 
weapons would seem to be enlarged. Thereby, the concomitant importance of i-d-de 
confidence-building measures would be enlia:iced. 

I t seems necessary to remind everybody of the d e c i s i v e r o l e entrusted to 
the Committee on Disarmament i n a l l aspects of disarmament negotiations. Hucloar 
disarmament i n a l l i t s aspects — which i n the past v;as e x c l u s i v e l y handled by 
nuclear-vieapon S t a t e s - - i s a high p r i o r i t y item on the Committee's agenda i n 
accordance with paragraph 50 of the P i n a l Document of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session 
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. I t i s therefore of the utmost 
importance to e s t a b l i s h a l i n k between the vrork of the CD and the ongoing or 
pending negotiations between the Superpovrers or the m i l i t a r y blocs on a l l aspects 
of nuclear disarmament. 

I revert now to a perennial on the Committee's agenda, the CTB. The question 
of a CTBÏ has been before the m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i n g body i n Geneva since i t s 
beginning. Owing to the stubborn resistance of some of the nuclear-weapon States, 
the Committee on Disarmament has, as we a l l Imovi, been prevented from even stai-tmg 
concrete CTBT negotiations. Like several of my colleagues around t h i s t a b l e , I liave 
on numerous occasions stated that i t i s a quite luiacceptable p r a c t i c e to use the 
consensus r u l e i n order to prevent the establishment of s u b s i d i a r y organs f o r the 
e f f e c t i v e conduct of negotiations of an item on the Committee's own agenda agreed 
upon by a l l delegations. As members may r e c a l l , the Svredish delegation has 
supported proposals to the e f f e c t that the consensus r u l e should not apply to 
decisions r e l a t i n g to procedural matters. 

I t f i l l s me with despair and f r u s t r a t i o n to note that i n s p i t e of a l l our 
e f f o r t s the CTB issue seems to be i n vrorse shape than ever. The t r i l a t e r a l CTB 
t a l k s , which at times vrere used as a pretext f o r preventing the Committee from 
f u l f i l l i n g i t s duty to negotiate a CTBT, have been suspender' f o r more than a year 
and a h a l f . There i s s t i l l no information a v a i l a b l e as to xhe future — i f any — 
of these negotiations. 

Continuing developments i n the nuclear f i e l d underline the f a c t that the 
achievement of a CTBT i s as urgent as ever, despite i n d i c a t i o n s that some 
nuclear-weapon State i s i n c l i n e d to consider i t a "non-issue". This view vri.ll 
never be accepted. Tlie CTB i s importai:;t i n order to prevent, or at l e a s t render 
more d i f f i c u l t , the f u r t h e r improvement of e x i s t i n g c a p a b i l i t i e s as vrell as the 
attainment of nuclear explosive c a p a b i l i t y . This argument has been advanced 
repeatedly over the years and i t reuains as v a l i d as ever. Sweden expects, 
therefore, that a l l sides w i l l nov; accept the e a r l y establishment during t h i s 
session of a worJ:ing group on a CTBT vrith f u l l powers to negotiate a l l relevant 
aspects of such a treaty. 

As to the question of v e r i f i c a t i o n of such a t r e a t y , the seismic expert group 
i s w e l l on the v/ay to developing an in'jemational system f o r the seismic monitoring 
of a CTBT. This work has c l e a r l y demonstrated that from the t e c h n i c a l point of 
vievi the question of c o n t r o l of a CTBT can be solved. 

In t h i s context, I should l i l c e to mention the p o s s i b i l i t y of i d e n t i f y i n g 
c e r t a i n nuclear explosions by analysing samples of airborne r a d i o a c t i v i t y . There 
e x i s t , i n f a c t , already today a number of s t a t i o n s around the world where airborne 
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r a d i o a c t i v i t y i s c o l l o c t e d a¡id analysed. I-^ seens to be worth considering the 
p o s s i b i l i t y of or g a n i z L i g гпесе s t a t i o n s and lutuve ones i n c. systeu f o r the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l s u r v e i l l a n c e of airborne rc " . l o a c t i v i t y . Thir systeo would, :.io doubt, 
c o n s t i t u t e an e f f e c t i v e cu;d Liorpensiv:^ r d d i t ^ o n a l method оГ oo t n i j i n i g .infoma-tion 
regarding nuclear t e s t s and ether forms of clandestine nuciea,r a c t i v i t i e s , Уе are 
furthermore convinced that such a cysten; v/oulo have madci i t p o s s i b l e to obtain rnxoh 
c l e a r e r information about cei-taln suspected events, lü:e the one that occurred 
south of A f r i c a on 22 September 1979- the vxev of tlie Swedish delegation, t h i s 
question should be considered by the Comuiittee on'Disarmanent i n ол. approprir.te 
context. We are therefore planning to submit a working paper on t h i s subject. 

Nuclear weapons c o n s t i t u t e a threat to narJcind that can only be removed by 
the e l i m i n a t i o n of these weapons. Nuclear disarraatient i s , therefore, the most 
urgent concern of our time. As there are hardly any prospects f o r r a p i d progress 
i n nuclear disarmament, i t might be u s e f u l to consider c e r t a i n other arrangements 
i n order to reduce the r i s k of tlie outbreéüc of a nuclear v/ar. I wish, however, 
to make i t quite c l e a r that no such arrangement can replace nuclear disarmament. 

The very complex and t e c h n o l o g i c a l l y s e n s i t i v e nature of nuclear weapons 
systems i s i n i t s e l f a source of constant anxiety. Tliere i s always a p o s s i b i l i t y 
that sheer t e c h n i c a l malfunction of the systems or hui;:an f a i l u r e could p r e c i p i t a t e 
a nuclear viar. Tlie need to tiJ:e measures m order to .reduce such rislcs i s obvious. 
A great many i n c i d e n t s have happened already. 

In the past some e f f o r t s have been made to reduce the r i s k s of nuclear war 
by mistalce or misca,lculation. S u f f i c e i t to mention the agreements betvreen the 
United States and. the Soviet Union regarding the "hot l i n e " , "Accident Measures", 
'Trevention of Nuclear War" and c e r t a i n p r o v i s i o n s of the SALT ?.greements 
r e l a t i n g i n p a r t i c u l a r to n a t i o n a l means of v e r i f i c a t i o n . One basic element 
of a l l these agreements i s that a r e l i a b l e and c r e d i b l e l i n e of connimication 
r u s t be maintained between States possessing nuclear arms. 

Over the years several proposa,ls have been cia'^e vn.th a viev; to reducing the 
ri s l c of nucleaJT war by p r o h i b i t i n g or r e s t r i c t i n g the use c f nuclear weapons. 
The best knovn concepts proposed i n t h i s context are the ban on f i r s t use and the 
complete ban on the use of nuclear weapons. Eie problem with these i n t e r e s t i n g 
proposals i s , as i s vrell laio\/n, that owing to thu d i f f e r e n t m i l i t a r y d o c trines of 
the nuclear-wccipon States end a deep-seatsc lack of confidence between them i t has 
not been p o s s i b l e to reach a^rreements on the fundame.nts of these ideas. 

At i t s t h i r t y - s i x t h session the General Assembly adopted by concensus a 
re s o l u t i o n requesting a l l nuclear-weapon States to subniit t h e i r v.ievrs an-" 
proposals f o r ensuring the preventicn of -nuclear war. In the absence of any 
tangible r e s u l t i n nuclear disarmament, I b e l i e v e that peoples i n non-nuclear-vreapon 
States and i n the nuclear-ггеароп States theriselves have a r i g h t to Icnow what 
f u r t h e r steps the nuclear-weapon States are prepared to taice i n order to a l l e v i a t e 
the r i s k of nuclear war. This .is i n 3\/ес1оп'з view °jn. urgent matter and \-ю consider 
i t very iir.port?nt that a l l nuclear-weapon States comply with the request of tlie 
General Assembly to submit t h e i r vievrs on the matter. 
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A number of the issues I have r e f e r r e d to i n t h i s statement are obviously 
relevant i n t h i s context. The suppression of nations and of the r i g h t of peoples 
and i n d i v i d u a l s must stop, f o r a l l kinds of reasons, i n t e r a l i a , because i t leads 
to increased tension and Superpower confrontation. S t r a t e g i c arms reduction 
t a l k s , theatre nuclear forces negotiations and the proposal f o r a conference on 
disaimament i n liJurope must be v i g o r o u s l y pursued with a view towards a strong 
reduction i n v/eaponry and a strengthening of confidence.. L i m i t a t i o n s , where 
p o s s i b l e , on ne\i, d e s t a b i l i z i n g , arms technology must be sought by c o n t r o l l i n g 
and r e s t r a i n i n g m i l i t a r y R & D . And strong e f f o r t s to h a l t the v e r t i c a l and 
h o r i z o n t a l p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear arms must be made. I'ftiile a l l those goals are 
being sought, c o l l a t e r a l measures to reduce the dangers of a c c i d e n t a l nuclear war 
should be taken, both n a t i o n a l l y and i n t e r n a t i o n a l l y . A co'-icr^rted e f f o r t i n t h i j 
d i r e c t i o n to create a web of strong and mutually interdependent r e l a t i o n s could 
go a long Tf/ay tov/ards enhancing s t a b i l i t y i n the nuclear age. 

In March t h i s year, m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament negotiations w i l l have been 
pursued f o r twenty years. M h a t k i n d of j u b i l e e c l e b r a t i o n s should we plan? 
What can n e do during t h i s 1982 session of the Committee on Disarmament i n order 
to meet the requests of a r a p i d l y i n c r e a s i n g and i n c r e a s i n g l y important world 
p u b l i c opinion, wiiat George ICennan r e c e n t l y c a l l e d the most s t r i k i n g phenomenon of 
the beginning of the 1980s? How can we, i r r e s p e c t i v e of p o l i t i c a l doctrines and 
economic and s o c i a l systems, co-operate i n e f f o r t s to save the peoples of t h i s 
only earth of ours from the danger of a new general war leading, i n the nuclear 
age, to devastation? 

We s h a l l , a l l of us, have to ansvrer these questions, i n a l l s i n c e r i t y , by 
e f f e c t i v e a c t i o n i f we are to face our constituents s t r a i g h t f o r w a r d l y and i n good 
conscience. So l e t i t be. 

The С НАШШТ; I thanic the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of Sweden f o r her 
statement and f o r the k i n d words she addressed to the Chair. 

We have p r a c t i c a l l y exhausted the time a v a i l a b l e to us f o r the morning. I f 
the Committee agrees, I vrould suggest that vre suspend the plenary meeting now and 
resume i t t h i s afternoon at 3 p.m. I f there are no objections, we w i l l proceed 
accordingly. 

I t was so decided. 
The meeting was suspended at 1.10 p.m. and resumed at 3 P.m. 
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The CHAIRMAN: The one hundred and f i f t i e t h plenary meeting of the Committee 
on Disarmament i s resumed. As agreed i-his morning, the Committee w i l l now l i s t e n 
to the remaining speakensL.inscribed to take the f l o o r today. 

Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) ( t r a n s l a t e d from 
Russian); Mr. Chairman, I should l i k e f i r s t of a l l to congratulate you, the 
representative of a neighbouring country with which we are l i n k e d by long years 
of good-neighbourliness, upon your coning here and occupying the important post 
of Chariman of the Committee on Disarmament f o r the month of February. I hope that 
t h i s month w i l l be f r u i t f u l and that i t w i l l be marked by progress on the various 
questions on our agenda. At the same time I should l i k e to welcome our new 
colle a g u e s ' i n the Committee oh Disarmament on the s t a r t of t h e i r v/ork i n t h i s 
the only m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament n e g o t i a t i n g body. 

I should a l s o l i k e to wish Ambassador Fein of the Netherlands success i n 
the new and important functions he i s to take up i n h i s country's c a p i t a l . 

L a s t l y , allow me to express profound condolences on the death of 
Ambassador Cordero d i Montezemolo of I t a l y . 

The annual session of the Committee on Disarmament which has s t a r t e d today 
i s taking place at a time that i s very c r i t i c a l f o r the future development of 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s , f o r a l l mankind. I t i s with regret that wc have to note 
a f u r t h e r d e t e r i o r a t i o n of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l climate, an increase i n the danger 
of war and mounting threats to th-:? frc-odom and indupcndencü of peoples as a 
r e s u l t of the i n t e n s i f i e d i m p e r i a l i s t power p o l i c y . A p o l i c y that runs counter 
to detente and i s aimed at the attainment of m i l i t a r y s u p e r i o r i t y and the 
d i s r u p t i o n of the established balance i n favour of the West i s the main cause of 
the aggravation of i n t e r n a t i o n a l tension i n recent years. S p e c i a l concern i s 
caused by the mounting arms race, p a r t i c u l a r l y i n the nuclear sphere, the 
e l a b o r a t i o n and i n t r o d u c t i o n i n t o the -.rsenals of States of new types and systems 
of weapons and the f u r t h e r increase i n m i l i t a r y expenditures. 

Arguments based on the ideas of a s o - c a l l e d " l i m i t e d nuclear war" and of 
"preventive", "demonstrative" and other typos of nucloar s t r i k e have been put 
forward to j u s t i f y the p o l i c y of i n c r e a s i n g nuclear armaments. The purpose of 
such arguments i s to erase the d i s t i n c t i o n between nuclear and conventional 
weapons, to remove the obstacles of a moral and p o l i t i c a l nature to the usa of 
nuclear weapons and to e s t a b l i s h the p e r m i s s i b i l i t y of thei:- use f o r a f i r s t s t r i k e . 

The thought i s being implanted i n world p u b l i c opinion that a " l i m i t e d " 
nuclear war i n which, a l l e g e d l y , only m i l i t a r y targets of the opponents would be 
destroyed, w i l l bo humane and acceptable under modern co n d i t i o n s , and that i t 
w i l l make i t possible to avert a general nucloar catastrophe. I t i s not necessary 
to be a m i l i t a r y s t r a t e g i s t to understand the a r t i f i c i a l character of such 
s c h o l a s t i c e x e r c i s e s . By proposing to conduct a nuclear war according to c e r t a i n 
preconceived " r u l e s " which provide that nuclear m i s s i l e s should explode i n 
"gentlemanly" fashion, that i s , not over c i t i e s , but ovsr the targets which i t 
would be deemed expedient somewhere to declare m i l i t a r y o b j e c t s , these s o - c a l l e d 
m i l i t a r y t h e o r e t i c i a n s put themselves i n a p o s i t i o n of i r r e c o n c i l a b l e c o n t r a d i c t i o n 
with r e a l i t y . 
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As f o r the s o c i a l i s t States, they arc convinced thnt "n nuclear war ccnnot be 
l i m i t e d " . This was stated i n the communiqué of the session of the Committee of 
Foreign M i n i s t e r s of the Warsaw Treaty member-States held on 2 December 1 9 8 1 . 

The Soviet Union considers that to t r y to defeat each other i n an о.гта race 
and to count on v i c t o r y i n a nuclear v;nr i s dnngcrous i n s a n i t y . The General 
Secretary of the Central Committee of the Coiimiunist Party of the Soviet Union and 
President of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR, L . I . Brezhnev, 
stressed i n October 1 9 â l : "To str.rt a nuclear wir i n the hope of emerging froia i t 
v i c t o r i o u s i s only possible f o r someone who has decidv-d to commit s u i c i d e . No 
matter how much power the aggressor possesses, no n a t t e r i n what fashion he chooses 
to s t a r t a nuclear war, he w i l l not achieve h i s goals. R e t a l i i t i o n v / i l l i n e v i t a b l y 
f o l l o w . " 

Everywhere i n the world an understanding of the necessity f or in t e n s i v e actions 
to eliminate the threat of a nucle?.r catastrophe i s i n c r e a s i n g . The mass .inti-war 
and a n t i - m i s s i l e demonstrations and r-?.llies f o r peace and disarmament i n countries 
of Europe and other regions of the v/orld have become a sign of the times. 

The question of how to save the world from s l i d i n g f u r t h e r townrds a nuclear 
war was also the centre of a t t e n t i o n at the t h i r t y - s i x t n session of the 
United Nations General Assembly .ihich took place r e c e n t l y . Various doctrines and 
conceptions of the use of nuclcn.r weapons, f i r s t among them being the doctrines of 
a " l i m i t e d or p a r t i a l use of nucle-r weapons'', vere condemned i t the session as 
leading, as was indicated i n one of the General Assembly's de c i s i o n s , towards a 
renewed s p i r a l l i n g of the arms race. 

The i m p e r i a l i s t p o l i c y of fu r t h e r e s c a l a t i n g the arms race, which has 
s e r i o u s l y complicated the r e l a t i o n s ainong States, was subjected to c r i t i c i s m s of 
p r i n c i p l e by n s u b s t a n t i a l majority of delegations. P a r t i c i p a n t s i n the session 
stressed that t h i s p o l i c y v;as pusning E'-̂ st and west to a confrontation and thus 
creat i n g a great danger, i n c l u d i n g the p o s s i ' o i l i t y of the outbreak of a nuclear 
war. The l a s t session was characterized also by the i n t e n s i t y of the discussion 
on the burning problems of v;ar and peace. V i r t u a l l y no delegation abstained 
from t h i s c e n t r a l d i s c u s s i o n p e r t a i n i n g to tnc future destiny of :nankind. I t i s 
no chance that the United Nations General Assembly at i t s t h i r t y - s i x t h session 
adopted a number of r e s o l u t i o n s on the questions of arms race l i m i t a t i o n and 
disarmament that was a record f or the whole h i s t o r y of the United Nations. A 
s u b s t a n t i a l proportion of these were proposed by the Soviet Union and other 
s o c i a l i s t c ountries. 

Wg see t h i s rather d i f f e r e n t l y fro.r. the representative of the Netherlands, not 
as a matter of a mere i t c h to adopt r e s o l u t i o n s , but rather as an expression of the 
alarm of a l l States, both large and small, members of a l l i a n c e s and non-aligned 
countries a l i k e - - countries of a l l tne continents • - at the deplorable s i t u a t i o n i n 
the matter of disarmanent, an expression of t h e i r desire to make t h e i r c o n t r i b u t i o n 
to the strengthening of pence and i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y . 

The General Assembly approvea the Declaration on the Prevention of Nuclear 
Catastrophe, the d r a f t of which was submitted by the Soviet Union. In t h i s 
document the United Nations a u t h o r i t a t i v e l y and r e s o l u t e l y proclaimed the f i r s t . 
use of nuclear weapons to be the gravest c r i r e against humanity. I t also condemned 
as incompatible with human moral standards and the l o f t y i d e a l s of the 
United Nations any doctrines allowing such use of nuclear weapons, and c a l l e d 
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upon the loadürs of nuclear-weapon States to act i n such a way as to eliminate the 
r i s k of nucloar c o n f l i c t . The- Doclar?.tion i s j u s t l y considered to bo an 
important step towards the removal of bhc threat of nuclear war, a measure 
di r e c t e d towards improving the i n t e r n a t i o n a l climate. 

This d e c i s i o n supports and acts i n concert with the a s p i r a t i o n s of the 
s i g n i f i c a n t majority of States, i n p a r t i c u l a r non-aligned States, which seek to 
p r o h i b i t the use or the threat of use of nuclt-ar weapons as a v i o l a t i o n of the 
United Nations Charter and a crime against humanity, before nuclear disarmament 
i s achieved. 

Some other important decisions were adopted at the s e s s i o n . They c l e a r l y 
demonstrated that a considerable majority of the States Members of the 
United Nations wish to prevent the f u r t h e r e.':>calDtion of armaments i n the world 
at l a r g e . 

The Soviet Union's p o l i c y , which i s d i r e c t e d towards the resumption of the 
arms l i m i t a t i o n negotiations that were suspended by the United States, the 
i n t e n s i f i c a t i o n of ongoing negotiations and the commencement of a dialogue on 
questions which have,npt yet formed the subject of n e g o t i a t i o n s , has received the 
widest support i n the United Nations. I t i s s i g n i f i c a n t that p r a c t i c a l l y a l l 
delegations which spoke at the session w«re i n favour of the continuation of the 
SALT process and '..-elcomed the Soviet-American t a l k s on the l i m i t a t i o n of nuclear 
armaments i n Europe which s t a r t e d on 30 November 1 9 3 l . About a score of 
r e s o l u t i o n s on disarmament matters that were adopted at the session provide 
f o r the conducting of negotiations ( e i t h e r w i t h i n the framework of the Committee 
on Disarmament or througn other chann^^ls) aimed at the e l a b o r a t i o n of agreements, 
conventions and t r e a t i e s l i m i t i n g the arms race. 

We have already stated more than once, i n c l u d i n g occasions at the highest 
l e v e l , that we are ready to resume the suspended dialogue on the e n t i r e spectrum 
of questions r l a t i n g to the l i m i t a c i o . . of the arms race. We think that i t s 
speediest possiblt; resunption i s i n the i n t e r e s t s not only of the d i r e c t 
p a r t i c i p a n t s i n the t r l K s , the USSR and the United States of America, but of 
a l l S t a t e s . Experience of thé work of the Committee on Disarmament has shown 
more than once that a b i l a t e r a l dialogue on the most urgent problems of disarmament 
contributes to progress i n t h e i r s o l u t i o n w i t h i n the framework of m u l t i l a t e r a l 
negotiations a l s o . 

We f u l l y share the view of Ambassador Garcia Robles of Mexico as to the 
u n t c n a b i l i t y of the t h e s i s that there should be a "linkage" or " l i n k i n g " of 
arms l i m i t a t i o n questions with other i n t e r n a t i o n a l i s s u e s . At the same time, 
however, we think that under present conditions i t i s necessary to i n t e n s i f y 
considerably the negotiations now being c a r r i e d out w i t h i n the framework of 
the Committee on Disarmament. V.'c have frequently reaffirmed i n words and i n 
deeds our i n t e r e s t i n the i n t e n s i f i c a t i o n of the Committee's a c t i v i t y , and our 
desire that the Committee should s e r i o u s l y and i n a b u s i n e s s - l i k e manner deal 
with the most urgent questions of disarmament. Wc have always wanted the 
Committee at l a s t to becomti a r e a l n egotiating body instead of a d i s c u s s i o n club, 
and to work e f f i c i e n t l y and with complete devotion — i n f a c t i n the way expected 
of i t . b y th= i n t e r n a t i o n a l community. 
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As f o r Mrs. Thorsson's charge that c e r t a i n powers "weaken and undermine" 
m u l t i l a t e r a l n egotiations, as f a r as the Soviet Union i s concerned, the t r u t h 
i s e x a c t l y the opposite. The Soviet delegation has not come to t h i s session 
with empty hands. In t h i s statement wc would l i k e to express b r i e f l y our 
p o s i t i o n on the major items of the agenda of the Committee on Disarmament. 

In the present s i t u a t i o n the task of curbin/? the nuclear arms race and 
el i m i n a t i n g the threat of nuclear war i s p a r t i c u l a r l y urgent. The p o s i t i o n 
of the Soviet Union and other s o c i a l i s t countries on t h i s question i s r e f l e c t e d 
i n document CD/4, which was submitted to the Committee on Disarmament i n 1979-
The document proposes the s t a r t i n g without delay of negotiations to h a l t the 
production of nuclear weapons and gradually reduce s t o c k p i l e s of them u n t i l they 
are completely eliminated. Regrettably, owing to the o b s t r u c t i o n i s t p o l i c y of 
some States, the recommendation of the United Nations General Assembly f o r the . 
establishment of an ad hoc working group of the Committee on the subject of nuclear 
disarmament has not yet been implemented, and the negotiations on t h i s matter 
have not been s t a r t e d . Wc arc i n favour of the c r e a t i o n of an ad hoc sub s i d i a r y 
organ of the Connittcc and the s t a r t i n g of appropriate negotiations i n accordance 
with r e s o l u t i o n 5^/92 F. of the t h i r t y - s i x t h session of the United Nations 
General Assembly e n t i t l e d , "Nuclear weapons i n a l l aspects". In view of the 
p r i o r i t y character and the importance of the question of curbing the nuclear 
arms race, the Committee should consider the p o s s i b i l i t y of s e t t i n g up an ad hoc 
sub-committee on questions of nuclear disarr.nr.icnt. 

Among the complex of nuclear disarmament i s s u e s , the question of a complete 
and general p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear vjoapons t e s t s i s extremely urgent. The 
banning of a l l nuclear weapons t e s t s would make i t v i r t u a l l y impossible to 
improve such weapons or to develop new types of nuclear vjoapons such as the 
neutron weapon. Such a measure could favourably i n f l u e n c e the c r e a t i o n of an 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l climate which would f a c i l i t a t e the s o l u t i o n of many problems of 
nuclear disarmament. 

As you know, the group of non-aligned and neu t r a l countries has put forward 
a proposal f o r the establishment w i t h i n the Comraittee on Disarmament of an 
ad hoc working group to negotiate an appropriate t r e a t y . The representatives 
of Mexico, Sweden and the Netherlands have spoiren about t h i s matter today. V/o 
do not object to t h i s proposal. Vie believe that the Committee should a c t i v e l y 
study t h i s p r i o r i t y question. 

As f o r the t r i p a r t i t e negotiations between the USSR, the United States and 
the United Kingdom on the question of a complete and general p r o h i b i t i o n of 
nuclear weapons t e s t s , the Soviet Union i s i n favour of the immediate resumption 
of these t a l k s , and i s ready to do everything i n i t s pov;er f o r t h e i r s u c c e s s f u l 
completion. Unfortunately, however, the resumption of thusc t a l k s i s blocked by 
the Western p a r t i c i p a n t s . 

The peoples of the vjorld are p a r t i c u l a r l y concerned about the United States 
d e c i s i o n to produce and deploy nuclear neutron weapons, and t h i s concern was 
reaffirmed at the t h i r t y - s i x t h session of the General Assembly. 

http://disarr.nr.icnt
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The implementation of t h i s d e c i s i o n poses an i n c r e a s i n g danger to mankind; 
i t leads to the emergence of a new means of mass de s t r u c t i o n i n the m i l i t a r y 
arsenals of States and opens up now avenues f o r ? f u r t h e r arms race. 

Ue would l i k e to s t r e s s once again that t h i s i s a matter of exceptional 
importance and urgency d i r e c t l y r e l a t e d to i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y and disarmament. 
Resolution 36/92 К of the t h i r t y - s i x t h session of the united Nations 
General Assembly requests the Committee on Disarmament to " s t a r t without delay 
negotiations i n an appropriate o r g a n i z a t i o n a l framcviork with a view to concluding 
a convention on the p r o h i b i t i o n of the production, s t o c k p i l i n g , deployment and 
use of nuclear neutron weapons". We urge the establishment of a working group -
of the Committee on Disarmament f o r the conduct of the above-mentioned n e g o t i a t i o n s . 
A basis f o r these negotiations already e x i s t s ; i t i s the d r a f t of an appropriate 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l convention which was submitted by the s o c i a l i s t countries i n 1978-
This i s p r e c i s e l y what i s c a l l e d f o r i n the relevant r e s o l u t i o n of the 
United Nations General Assembly. 

This year mankind w i l l cclobrato the t w e n t y - f i f t h anniversary of the s t a r t 
of the e x p l o r a t i o n of outer space — one of the greatest achievements of science 
and technology i n our century. Unfortunately i t has to be noted that outer space 
i s becoming not only a sphere f o r the peaceful e f f o r t s of States i n e x p l o r i n g and 
u t i l i z i n g i t but a l s o the arena of an ever i n c r e a s i n g m i l i t a r y c o n f r o n t a t i o n . 

Since the very beginning of the space era the Soviet Union has c o n s i s t e n t l y 
urged and i t continues to urge thtxt outer space should remain f o r ever c l e a r and 
free from any weapons, that i t should not become a now arena f o r the arms race 
and a source of aggravation of the; r e l a t i o n s among States. In the opinion of our 
country the conclusion of a t r e a t y on thv. p r o h i b i t i o n of the s t a t i o n i n g of weapons 
of any kind i n outer space v/ould promote the achiovcnent of these goals. Wo 
suggest the s t a r t i n g i n the Committee on Disarmament of negotiations on t h i s i s s u e , 
as i s rccomraonded i n r e s o l u t i o n 36/99 of the United Nations General Assembly. The 
d r a f t of such a t r e a t y submitted by the Soviet Union at the t h i r t y - s i x t h session 
of the United Nations General Assembly could serve as a basis f o r the n e g o t i a t i o n s , 

Wtí would not object i f the mandate of the i.-orking group were to include a l s o 
the recommendations i n General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n 36/97 С concerning the 
negotiation of an agreement on the p r o h i b i t i o n of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e systems. At 
the same t i n e i t must be c l e a r that the main task f a c i n g the Committee i s to 
solve the whole problem of the cessation of the arms race i n outer space and 
therefore the question c f a n t i - s a t e l l i t e systems Piust be examined i n the context 
of other measures directed towards the achievement of t h i s g o a l . 

At the present time, when the world i s bcin'- pushed towards a new and 
dangerous s p i r a l l i n g of the chemical arms race, very graat importance attaches to 
the problem of the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons. Last year the Committee 
accomplished a c o n s i d c r r b l c amount of wor-c i n t h i s d i r e c t i o n . Wc are for the 
i n t e n s i f i c a t i o n of the Committee's e f f o r t s i n t h i s matter and f o r the implementation 
of r e s o l u t i o n s 5ó/f6 Л and В adopted by the General Assembly. In our opinion the 
Committee should adopt urgent measures to prevent the production and deployment 
of now generations of chemical weapons, and i n p a r t i c u l a r binary weapons, as w e l l 
as the deployment of chemical ыегфопз i n countries where there arc no such weapons 
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at present. As regards the mandate of the relevant v/orking group, the s o c i a l i s t 
countries l a s t year rccommendod that i t .should be broadened. The new mandate of 
the working griup should, v;e b e l i e v e , ¿.rovide f o r the p o s s i b i l i t y c f beginning, 
at l a s t , the d r a f t i n g of the a c t u a l provisions of a convention. 

Already f o r the t h i r d year th^; j o i n t Soviet-American proposal concerning 
the p r o h i b i t i o n of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons i s on the negotiating table of the 
Committee on Disarmament. An agreed t e x t of such a t r e a t y has been expected 
from us f o r quite a long time. These expectations have been reaffirmed i n 
r e s o l u t i o n 36/97 Б of the United Nations General Assembly containing an appeal to 
the Committee on Disarmament to continue the negotiations i n order to complete 
the elaboration of an appropriate t r o a t y with a view to i t s submission to the 
United Nations General Assembly at i t s second s p e c i a l session devoted to disarmanent. 
The completion of the elaboration of a t r e a t y on the p r o h i b i t i o n of r a d i o l o g i c a l 
weapons would not only be ?. r e a l c o n t r i b u t i o n to the accomplishment of the tasks 
before the Committee, but a l s o have great importance as a step i n a p o s i t i v e 
d i r e c t i o n i n the present g r e a t l y d eteriorated i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n . 

The p r i n c i p a l obstacle i n the way of agreement on the t r e a t y i s the question 
of an undertaking not to attack c i v i l i a n nuclear f a c i l i t i e s . We have stated time 
and again that we do hot object to the elaboration of i n t e r n a t i o n a l measures to 
prevent attacks on c i v i l i a n nuclear f a c i l i t i e s . But the s o l u t i o n should be found 
outside the framevjork of the t r e a t y on r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. Wo arc ready to 
look f o r a mutually acceptable s o l u t i o n of t h i s question together with the 
countries concerned. 

F i n a l l y , I should a l s o l i k e to touch upon the question of the e l a b o r a t i o n of 
a comprehensive programme of disarmament. I t i s a s p e c i a l task i n view of the 
forthcoming second s p e c i a l session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted 
to disarmament. The discussion and adoption of the CPD at the s p e c i a l session 
would give an impetus to the negotiations on s p e c i f i c issues of arms l i m i t a t i o n 
and disarmament, and contribute to the improvement of the p o l i t i c a l atmosphere. 

In i t s approach to the CPD tne Soviet Union proceeds from the c o n v i c t i o n that 
the arms race can and must be stepped. To f u l f i l t h i s task i t i s necessary to work 
out and implement a programme of urgent and r a d i c a l steps, which would not only 
h a l t the arms race i n s p e c i f i c d i r e c t i o n s but a l s o pave the way towards the main 
objective of general and complete disarmament. In our view the comprehensive 
programme of disarmament should c o n s i s t of an agreed complex of measures, d i r e c t e d 
towards the cessation of the arms race and the stage-by-stnge achievement of 
act u a l disarmament w i t h i n 1 f i x e d time-frame. I t s implcr.i©ntation must be conducive 
to maintaining and deepening the process of i n t e r n a t i o n a l détonte, strengthening 
the basis of peaceful co-existence between States with d i f f e r e n t s o c i a l systems 
and developing confidence and co-operation among them. 

Attaching the greatest importance to the elaboration of concrete measures 
i n the f i e l d of disarmament, we proceed a l s o from the premise that the comprehensive 
programme of disarmament i s d i r e c t e d towards the f u t u r e . The present generation 
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nust not only ensure a peaceful l i f e during the remaining decades of our century 
but a l s o guarantee man's entry upon the t h i r d n i l l e n i u n i n conditions of peace 
and general s e c u r i t y . 

The success of the délibérations of the Committee on Disarmament and i n 
p a r t i c u l a r of i t s present session w i l l i n nany ways depend upon the e f f i c i e n t 
and r a t i o n a l organization of i t s work. Last year the s o c i a l i s t countries set 
f o r t h i n d e t a i l t h e i r views on the question of how to increase the e f f e c t i v e n e s s 
and improve the organization of the Committee's work and they submitted a 
document on t h i s subject (CD/200) . The observations contained i n that document 
to a large extent i d e n t i f y our approach to the organization of the work of the 
present s e s s i o n . The Soviet delegation l i s t e n e d with i n t e r e s t to the statement 
of the Ambassador of the Netherlands i n t h i s connection and notes with s a t i s f a c t i o n 
the closeness of our views i n many respects. 

I t seems to us that the question of the renewal of the mandates of the 
working groups which have e x i s t e d i n the past should bo examined i n the l i g h t 
of the e f f e c t i v e n e s s of the work they have done and t h e i r prospects f o r achieving 
agreements. At the SEime time we are i n favour of the establishment of s u b s i d i a r y 
organs of the Committee on such urgent problems as a nuclear weapons t e s t ban, 
the cessation of the nuclear arms race, the p r o h i b i t i o n of the s t a t i o n i n g of 
weapons of any kind i n outer space, the p r o h i b i t i o n o f the production, s t o c k p i l i n g , 
deployment and use of nuclear neutron weapons and the non-stationing of nuclear 
weapons on the t e r r i t o r i e s of States where there are no such weapons at present, 
as w e l l as of an ad hoc group of experts on the question of new types of weapons 
of mass d e s t r u c t i o n . 

V/ith regard to the time of the termination of the s p r i n g part of the Committee's 
session, wo think that i t i s necessary to make f u l l use of the timo at our d i s p o s a l . 
Wc should not forgot that the current part of the Committee's session i s the l a s t 
one beford the second s p e c i a l session of the United Nations General Assembly on 
disarmament, where we s h a l l have, so to say, to give an accounting of the Committee's 
four years of work. Frankly speaking, the r e s u l t s w i l l c l e a r l y be more than 
modest. I t i s probably true to say that during the e n t i r e twenty years of i t s 
axistcnce the Committee has not had so empty a p o r t f o l i o as now. But we would 
s t i l l l i k e to hope that during the remaining two and a h a l f months the Committee 
w i l l take important steps i n the r i g h t d i r e c t i o n , w i l l s t a r t negotiations on the 
most important aspects of disarmament — the l i m i t a t i o n of nuclear weapons and 
nuclear disarmament. Ŵ  hope that the Committee w i l l succeed i n e l a b o r a t i n g a 
dr.aft comprehensive programme of disarmament. We are sure that there i s an 
adequate basis f o r completing the work on the d r a f t t r e a t y on the p r o h i b i t i o n o f 
r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. At l e a s t some important p r o v i s i o n s of the convention on 
the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons could a l s o be d r a f t e d , and the t a l k s on the 
l i m i t a t i o n of the arms race i n outer space could s t a r t . To be b r i e f , l a d i e s and 
gentlemen, time i s short and there i s more than enough of work to do. 
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For-our part uc would l i k o to assure you that the Soviet d c l o g a t i c n w i l l 
make every e f f o r t to help achieve f r u i t f u l r e s u l t s at the present session of 
the - Comiiiittee. 

I t i s often s a i d that i n natters of disarmament a groat deal depends upon 
the p o l i t i c a l w i l l of States, and that i s c o r r e c t . The Soviet Union has such 
p o l i t i c a l w i l l i n abundance. I t has moi-c than once stated that i t i s ready to 
agree on the p r o h i b i t i o n or l i m i t - ' t i o n of any type of weapon, provided, of 
course, that the p r i n c i p l e of eq u a l i t y and equal s e c u r i t y i s observed. Ve are 
convinced that even i n the present d i f f i c u l t i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n i t i s 
po s s i b l e , through \ dialogue based on mutual resoect and e^iuality and through 
busincss-liki,' and constructive negotiations, to achieve a i'claxation of tension, 
to increase confidence i n the r e l a t i o n s among States and to develop mutual 
understanding and co-operation between ther.i. However d i f f i c u l t may be the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l problems confronting the vrorld today, there i s not one of thorn 
which cannot bo resolved by peaceful means and with the i n t e r e s t s of a l l States 
i n mind. 

The Soviet Union and other countries of the s o c i a l i s t community propose 
exactly t h i s peaceful a l t e r n a t i v e to the p o l i c y !>f confrontation and the 
increase i n the arms race that dangers peace. Лз L . I . Brezhnev stated i n h i s 
answers to the American t e l e v i s i o n network, Ь'ВС: ='It i s important that 
Governments and statesmen should f u l l y r e a l i z e that the main thi n g f o r the 
peoples of the planet i s peace -.nd confidence i n the fut u r e . And of course 
i t i s of even greater importance that t h i s should be euibodied i n the p r a c t i c a l 
p o l i c i e s of States. I t i s necessary to r e s t r a i n the danf/erous eagerness to 
escalate the arms race. I t i s necessary to reduce the heat c f tension, to 
extinguish the dangerous hotbeds of c r i s i s s i t u a t i o n s , to renounce the p o l i c y 
of a senseless arms race, to return to the path of normal r e l a t i o n s between 
States, c f mutual respect, understanding and consideration f o r the la w f u l 
i n t e r e s t s of each other. I t i s necessary s e r i o u s l y , i n a bu s i n e s s - l i k e manner, 
to study the questions of the l i m i t a t i o n and reduction of anuaments. A l l these 
measures taken together w i l l f a c i l i t a t e the e l i m i n a t i o n of the threat of nuclear 
war". 

The Soviet delegation b e l i e v e j that the Committee on Disarmament can and 
must make a weighty c o n t r i b u t i o n to the accomplishment of t h i s h i s t o r i c task, 
can and must j u s t i f y the hopes placed i n i t . 

The CHAIRMfiN: I thank the dis t i n g u i s h e d representative of the Union of 
Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics for h i s statement and f o r the kind vjords he addressed 
to the Chair. 
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PIr. О Ж ЕЬДК (Belgium) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Prench); Before embarking on my 
statement I have c e r t a i n duties to perform, some of them agreeable and others 
e i t h e r n o s t a l g i c or sad and p a i n f u l . I s h a l l begin w i t h the more agreeable ones. 
I should l i k e f i r s t of a l l , I l r . Chairman, to o f f e r you my good wishes i n yo\ir 
present o f f i c e and to assure you of the f u l l co-operation of the B e l g i a n delegation 
during t h i s month. I should l i k e next to thank Ambassador Sani f o r the v/ay he 
guided our v/ork during the f i n a l period of the 19S1 session and again dviring the 
consultations which took place here i n January, before the opening of t h i s session. 
And l a s t l y , I should l i k e to \;elcome here a l l our пел; colleagues who are so 
n-umerous that I s h a l l r e f r a i n from mentioning them by name, and to assure them, 
too, of our f u l l co-operation. 

The sad duty r e l a t e s to a matter t l i a t vras r e f e r r e d to t h i s morning and has 
been mentioned again t h i s afternoon by Ambassador I s s r a e l y a n . Vie learned t h i s 
morning of the death of Ambassador d i llontezemolo: I confess that I was very 
d i s t r e s s e d to hear t h i s sad nev:s, and l i k e other colleagues who have already 
spoken I , too, wish to o f f e r my condolences to the I t a l i a n d e l e gation, aslcing i t 
to convey the expression of our sympathy to i l r s . d i llontezemolo, the 
Permanent I l i s s i o n of I t a l y and the I t a l i a n Government. F i n a l l y , the n o s t a l g i c 
duty r e l a t e s to the departure of Ambassador F e i n . Ever since my a r r i v a l here, 
I have had the great pleasure of maintaining vlth him very f r i e n d l y and very 
close worlcing contacts and I , too, should l i k e to o f f e r him my best wishes f o r 
the very important tasks which av/ait him at The Hague. 

The session of the Committee on Disarmament \rhich has j u s t opened cannot 
but be a f f e c t e d by the prospect of the forthcoming s p e c i a l session of the 
United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament. That w i l l be an event 
of exceptional importance. Belgium, v/hich i s pre s i d i n g over the European Commxmity 
during the present semester, made a solemn statement to that e f f e c t vihen, 
addressing the European Parliament on 21 January l a s t , Mr. Leo Tindemans, the 
current President of the Council of I l i n i s t e r s c f the Community, s a i d that "the 
r e s \ i l t s of the s p e c i a l session w i l l be l a r g e l y d e c i s i v e f o r the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
s i t u a t i o n " . 

Unhappily, t h i s l a s t session of the Committee before the s p e c i a l session i s 
not opening under more promising auspices than those of 1980 and 1 9 8 1 . Once 
again, vre must express before t h i s forum our disappointment and огдг anx i e t y over 
the l a c k of moderation i n the behaviour of c e r t a i n States. The persistence of 
t h i s a t t i t u d e has a profoundly d i s t u r b i n g e f f e c t on the p o l i t i c a l c l i m a t e , f o r 
i t f a i l s to create the confidence e s s e n t i a l to the achievement of progress i n 
the f i e l d of disarmament and arms c o n t r o l . 

"Only consistent adherence to ... p r i n c i p l e s [of i n t e r n a t i o n a l conduct i n 
r e l a t i o n s among States] would provide a s o l i d basis f o r l a s t i n g détente, 
far-r e a c h i n g disarmament and sustained i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y . " The sentence I 
have j u s t quoted i s taken from the study on the r e l a t i o n s h i p between disarmament 
and i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y vrhich formed the subject of General Assembly 
r e s o l u t i o n 56/97 b, adopted by consensus. 
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Hovr, i n these circumstances, can \;e remain s i l e n t i n the face of the 
continuing f o r e i g n occupation of Afghanistan and, more r e c i n t l y , the-sudden 
d e t e r i o r a t i o n of the s i t u a t i o n i n Poland, -chore the axti-tude of the country's 
leaders c o n s t i t u t e s , i n more than one respect, a grave breach of the p r i n c i p l e s 
of the P i n a l Act of H e l s i n l c i . 

I should l i k e to r e c a l l here the appeals made by various sectors of the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l community f o r an e a r l y end to those si-fcuatiens, uhich may a f f e c t , 
i n p a r t i c u l a r , the e f f o r t s being made i n the disarmament f i e l d . 

Yet the steady d e t e r i o r a t i o n of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l climate j u s t i f i e s those 
e f f o r t s more than ever. 

We have had occasion more than once to express the hopes we place i n those 
e f f o r t s . My coiaitry regards the negotiations on medium-range nuclear forces 
now i n progress i n Geneva as o f f e r i n g a p a r t i c u l a r l y important p o s s i b i l i t y f o r 
progress, j o i n t l y v/ith the opening of nev; negotiations on s t r a t e g i c nuclear arms. 
We view those endeavours as the best method of ensviring, through n e g o t i a t i o n , a 
balance of forces at the lovrest p o ssible l e v e l . We also e a r n e s t l y appeal f o r 
•fche res-umption of negotiations i n the other f i e l d s v/hich have up to nov; formed 
the subject of separate talles. But v7e f e a r that i f the unfavourable p o l i t i c a l 
conditions I have j u s t r e f e r r e d to continue to p r e v a i l , the progress v/e so 
g r e a t l y hope f o r v / i l l not be achieved. 

We continue to believe that i n -bhe g l o b a l process that disarmament 
represents, the e l i m i n a t i o n of nuclear v/eapons must be accompanied by a balanced 
reduction of conventional f o r c e s , a sphere i n v/hich vre hope f o r progress, both 
v/ithin the framev/ork of the United Nations, i n p a r t i c u l a r through the implementation 
of General Jíssembly r e s o l u t i o n 56/97 A, and i n more r e s t r i c t e d forums, such as 
the Vienna t a l k s on mutual and balanced force reductions. 

We a l s o place our hopes i n the Committee on Disarmament, Since becoming 
a member, my country has alvrays endeavoured to increase the value of -fcliis 
outstanding instrument which has been created by the i n t e r n a t i o n a l commvmity. 

At the end of the Committee's 1981 session I suggested, without reference 
to the p o l i t i c a l developments of the moment, that v/e ought also to look i n t o 
the reasons f o r the stagnation of cvx e f f o r t s i n the Committee. On that occasion 
I mentioned some v/ays v/hereby our v/ork might be made more e f f i c i e n t . I should 
l i k e b r i e f l y to r e c a p i t u l a t e the points I made: 

V/e should concentrate to a greater extent on ovu: programme of v/ork and 
avoid p o l i t i c o - p r o c e d u r a l argŒnents vmrclated to the Comm'ittee's n e g o t i a t i n g 
purpose, 

In that respect, the 1981 session of the Committee represented a p o s i t i v e 
development which v / i l l , I hope, continue t h i s year5 
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Me should i n t e r p r e t o-cu n e g o t i a t i n t i mandate mere s t r i c t l y than \ie have done 
i n the par':, that i s to say, v:e ox jht also to avoid iscussionc that i a " 1 
more w i t h i n the co:-:p-'̂ .C':.cc c f ^v.-^-^-^-T.tic-rl ?.e" :'her?tive bodies; 

Me should, to a greater extent than \re have done over the past years, 
give preference i n огп: ncGotia-cions to wha-ce^er o i f e r s the smallest 
chance of progress, ho-v?evcr s l i g l i t i t may bc; bhat i s -'-.o say., we should 
give proof of our common ' . / i l l to ouccced, 

Tlie imminence of the s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly confers a 
s p e c i a l character upon t h i s session of the Coomiittee. Mc ought more then eve:.;, 
i b e l i e v e , t r y to b r i n g about a l l the conditions that might make the Committee 
m.ore e f f e c t i v e . That vfould s u r e l y be the best \i&y of r e a f f i r m i n g the v a l i d i t y 
of the P i n a l Dociuaent of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session, e s p e c i a l l y i t s paragraph 120 
\ihich r e f e r s to the "contimiing requirement f o r a s i n g l e m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament 
n e g o t i a t i n g forum". 

We therefore t h i n k t l i a t the s p e c i a l nature of the Committee's present session 
c a l l s f o r an e f f o r t of innovation on our part. The session's work snould Ь-з 
contingent upon the s p e c i a l session. With that i n mind, i t seems to us that i " i 
the coming weelcs we should conce.-itrate on the e l a b o r a t i o n of the comprehensive 
programme of disarmament v:hich we are required to submit to the General Assembly 
at i t s second s p e c i a l session. 

The e a r l y convening, at the beginning of t l i i s year, of the Ad Hoc ^/orld-ng Group 
on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament vas a u s e f u l measure that c l e a r l y 
demonstrated the value of cur adopting a f l e x i b l e approach m pur procedioral 
d e c i s i o n s . As a r e s u l t of the i n s e n s i f i c a t i o n of our work on t h i s question, 
c e r t a i n p o s i t i o n s have already be^n c l a r i f i e d ; more p a r t i c u l a r l y as regards t.is-
concept of phases and t h ^ t of the mechanism \rhich i s to govern t h i s programme. 
I t seems to me that t l i i s has created a climate of b e t t e r "understanding of tho 
various vie\rs h e l d . But as et, riot a l l the qxonr)'-. -oianosing the Committee have 
expressed t h e i r vievrs on these i s s u e s . At the present stage, we have s p e c i f i c 
proposals from the sponsors of document CD/205, whJ.ch include Belgium, and frori 
the sponsors of document CD/223, namely, the Group of 21. I t i s imperatiV3 t h ? t 
the delegations which have not yet explaineu t h e i r views should do so r a p i c l y 
i f OU.V work i s not to s u f f e r xuidv.e delay. 

There i s s t i l l a gi-cat deal of \rork to bo done on t h i s matter before the 
s p e c i a l session. Me vrould finà i t d i f f i c u l t to accept the idea that the 
Cori7mittec could not complete i+s vrark on t h i s question s u c c e s s f u l l y and i n 
good time. 

We therefore hope that the \/orking Group on a Comprehensive Programme of 
Disarmament v : i l l receive the r e q u i s i t e a t t e n t i o n .from a l l delegations and V7ill 
enjoy the p r i o r i t y needed f o r the s u c c e s s f u l completion of i t s vrork. 

There are other f i e l d s , toO; i n v/hich the Committee has already achievjd 
s u b s t a n t i a l progress and must advance f u r t h e r with an eye to the s p e c i a l session. 
I have i n mind the other questions on v/hich Vi/orking groups v/erc set up during 
the 1980 and 1981 sessions. 
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Ve hope that those irorhinc groups \ r i l l Ъо q u i c k l y r e - e s t a b l i s h e d , bearing 
i n mind once again the shortness of t h i s winter s e s s i o n , 

I should l i k e f i r s t to r e f e r to the question of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. 
Belgium has repeatedly stated i t s vie\is on the subject, both here i n Geneva 
and more p a r t i c u l a r l y at the t l i i r t y - s i x t h session of the General Assembly, This 
i s a f i e l d i n vrhich v;e thinlc more e f f o r t s could be made to reach the necessary 
compromises and f i n d a s o l u t i o n other than thc>9€ which have been repeatedly put 
forviard, vrithout success, f o r n e a r l y tvro years and vrhich are transforming our 
negotiations i n t o a dialogue of tlie deaf, Belgivm has already — some time ago — 
suggested a new approach, p a r t i c u l a r l y as regards the d e l i c a t e and important 
matter of the p r o h i b i t i o n of d e l i b e r a t e attacks on nuclear i n s t a l l a t i o n s . 

I can only repeat here our desire to r e c o n c i l e the p o s i t i o n of those vrho 
vrant e x i s t i n g prohibition:; of such attaclcs to be expanded forthvrith vrith the 
views of those who prefer problems a r i s i n g under humanitarian lavr to be kept 
separate from those r e l a t i n g to disarmament. 

V i t h regard to the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical vreapons, Belgium g r e a t l y hopes 
that the recommendations made by the v/orking Group i t s e l f at the end -of -the 
1981 session as vrell as those contained i n General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n A 
v r i l l be r a p i d l y implemented. 

F i r s t of a l l , vre s h a l l have to agree en a s u i t a b l y revised mandate f o r 
that Vorlcing Group so that the Committee can reach agreement as q u i c k l y as 
possible on the subject of a convention on chemical vreapons. 

Tlie elements of a possible agreement, as i d e n t i f i e d by the Vorlcing Group 
l a s t year and stated i n the Committee's report to the t h i r t y - s i x t h session of 
the General Assembly, ought i n any event to serve as the s t a r t i n g point f o r 
our vrork t h i s year. 

With regard to s e c u r i t y assurances, vre are ovrare of the importance attaching 
to the continuation of negotiations on t h i s question. ïïie vote on 
r e s o l u t i o n 56/95 submitted by Palcistan at the l a s t session of the General Assembly 
represents progress as compared vrith previous years. 

Belgitim recognizes the importance of seeking a common approach vrith a vievr 
to the conclusion of e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l arrangements to assure 
non-nuclear-vreapon Gtates against the use or threat of use of nuclear vreapons. 

Here again, hovrever, vre believe that the Ccinniittee should seize upon 
every p o s s i b i l i t y f o r an agreement, even of an i n t e r i m nature, t l i a t vrould help 
to achieve progress and to create a favourable climate vrith a vievr, i n p a r t i c u l a r , 
to the gradual s a t i s f a c t i o n of the demands of the non-nuclear-vreapon States 
vrhich have chosen the path of non-alignment. 
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I t vras w i t h that i n mind that Belgium and more r e c e n t l y Sweden, at the 
l a s t session of the General Assembly, suggested that the S e c u r i t y СогшсИ 
should incorporate the guarantees given by the nuclear-weapon States i n a 
r e s o l u t i o n , which would thus confer upon them i n t e r n a t i o n a l l e g a l s t a t u s . 

Among the important items on the agenda which have not so f a r been entrusted 
to a A/orking group i s that of a complete p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear-weapon t e s t s . 

At the l a s t session of the General Assembly, Belgiiim had occasion "¿o say 
how much importance i t attached to the p r i n c i p l e of such a p r o h i b i t i o n . We 
also made the point that i t was f o r the Ccmnittec on Disarmament to determine, 
on a consensus b a s i s , the most appropriate manner of dealing vrith that matter, 
Belgium i s ready to agree to any procedural d e c i s i o n that vrould enable us to 
deal w i t h t h i s question more e f f e c t i v e l y than i n the past. I n our search f o r 
a vrorldjig method vre ought not to overlook the p o s s i b i l i t i e s offered by a revievr 
of the terms of reference of the grovip of soismological experts. 

The question of the prevention of an arms race i n outer space formed the 
subject of a u s e f u l debate at the l a s t session c f the General Assembly, Delgiiim, 
vrhich vras a co-sponsor of r e s o l u t i o n 56/97 C, therefore hopes that the Committee 
on Disarniament víill take vip that question at the present session, bearing i n 
mind i t s current p r i o r i t i e s . At t h i s stage vre f e e l that the holding of informal 
meetings of the Comrnittec attended by e:q)erts might f a c i l i t a t e a f i r s t examination 
of the problem as a vrhole, subject to the eventual s e t t i n g up of an ad h.oc group 
of experts s i m i l a r to the one set up f o r the d e t e c t i o n and i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of 
seismic events. 

This b r i e f envimeration of the p r i n c i p a l tasks vrhich the Committee ought 
to complete before the convening of the s p e c i a l session c l e a r l y i n d i c a t e s the 
extent of the v/ork l y i n g ahead of us, and i t s p o l i t i c a l importance. I f our 
c o n t r i b u t i o n to the s p e c i a l session i s to be e f f e c t i v e , vre ought therefore to 
t r y to avoid a d i s p e r s a l of otir e f f o r t s . 

I e a r n e s t l y hope that vre s h a l l , without delay, e s t a b l i s h our p r i o r i t i e s 
vrith t h i s goal i n mind and at once r e v e a l the c o n c i l i a t o r y - s p i r i t and the v r i l l 
to make progress vrhich vre expect to p r e v a i l at the meeting i n Ilevr York next 
Jvme, 

The СНАШШТ; I thanlc the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of Belgium f o r 
h i s statement and f o r the Icind vrords ho addressed tc the Chair. 
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Mr. STRUCKA (Czechoslovakia) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Russian): Mr. Chairman, allow 
rae f i r s t of a l l s i n c e r e l y t o congratulate you on your accession to the responsible 
o f f i c e of Chairman of the Committee on Disarmament f o r t h i s month and at the same time 
to assure you that the Czechoslovak delegation w i l l f u l l y support you i n your e f f o r t s 
to bring about constructive and b u s i n e s s - l i k e negotiations on disarmament questions. 

I should a l s o l i k e to associate myself with the condolences offered to the 
I t a l i a n delegation. 

The Czechoslovak delegation would l i k e - i n i t s statement today to deal with an 
important question, the s i g n i f i c a n c e of which i s i n c r e a s i n g e s p e c i a l l y i n the l i g h t 
of the approaching s p e c i a l session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted 
to disarmament. I r e f e r to that of the elaboration of a comprehensive programme of 
disarmament. The s o c i a l i s t countries support the i n i t i a t i v e of the non-aligned 
countries f o r the elaboration of such a programme, which was approved by the f i r s t 
s p e c i a l session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament. They 
take an a c t i v e part i n the work of the Ad Hoc Working Group of the Committee dealing 
with t h i s question. As i s w e l l known, the group of s o c i a l i s t countries has 
submitted more than a dozen working papers i n the Working Group. 

Today the Czechoslovak delegation, as the co-ordinator of the group of s o c i a l i s t 
countries on the question of the comprehensive programme of disarmament, would l i k e 
to s t a t e the agreed p o s i t i o n of the delegations of B u l g a r i a , the German Democratic 
Republic, Hungary, Mongolia, Poland, the Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics and 
Czechoslovakia on the question of the contents of the CPD. 

The delegations of these countries are convinced that the s o l u t i o n of the 
problem of disarmament i s of u n i v e r s a l and h i s t o r i c a l s i g n i f i c a n c e : disarmament 
should play a c r u c i a l r o l e i n the prevention of war and i n ensuring genuine 
s e c u r i t y f o r the peoples of the world. 

Disarmament, being the material guarantee of i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y , shoui^ i n 
present conditions represent the p r i n c i p a l d i r e c t i o n f o r the common e f f o r t s of a l l 
the countries of the world tov/ards the eli.nination of i n t e r n a t i o n a l tension and the 
b u i l d i n g of u n i v e r s a l and l a s t i n g peace. The l i m i t a t i o n of armaments and 
disarmament w i l l open the way to the s o l u t i o n of the g l o b a l problems of humanity. 

Certain p o s i t i v e r e s u l t s i n the f i e l d of arms l i m i t a t i o n were achieved i n the 
course of the 1960s and the 1 9 7 0 s . I n t e r n a t i o n a l agreements were concluded on the 
p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear weapon t e s t s i n the atmosphere, i n outer space and under 
water, on the n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear weapons, on the p r o h i b i t i o n of the 
emplacement of weapons of mass de s t r u c t i o n on the sea-bed and the ocean f l o o r and i n 
the s u b s o i l thereof, on the p r o h i b i t i o n of b a c t e r i o l o g i c a l weapons and on the 
p r o h i b i t i o n of the m i l i t a r y use of environmental m o d i f i c a t i o n techniques. 
Agreements were al s o concluded on s t r a t e g i c arms l i m i t a t i o n , and c e r t a i n measures 
were i n i t i a t e d f o r the purpose of strengthening confidence i n Europe. A d e f i n i t e 
procedure was established for disarmament negotiations on both a m u l t i l a t e r a l and a 
b i l a t e r a l b a s i s . A l l t h i s shows that r e a l measures i n the f i e l d of arms l i m i t a t i o n s 
are possible and p r a c t i c a b l e . What has been done has created a d e f i n i t e basis f o r 
further steps i n the d i r e c t i o n of arms l i m i t a t i o n and disarmament. 

At the f i r s t s p e c i a l session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament, a complex of concrete tasks and measures aimed at the l i m i t a t i o n of the 
arms race and disarmament was adopted with the agreement of a l l States Members of 
the United Nations, and these f u l l y r e t a i n t h e i r rel3vance today. 
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However, as the 1970s gave i^ay to the 1 9 8 0 s , a new impetus was given to the 
arms build-up. The exacerbation of the arms race i s accompanied by the propagation 
of doctrines proclaiming the " p e r m i s s i b i l i t y " and " a c c e p t a b i l i t y " of nuclear war and 
j u s t i f y i n g the e f f o r t to achieve m i l i t a r y s u p e r i o r i t y . War h y s t e r i a i s being spread, 
and animosity and hatred between States and peoples are being i n s t i g a t e d . These 
actions have brought about the i n t e r r u p t i o n of negotiations on the most important 
aspects of arms l i m i t a t i o n . 

The arms build-up represents a mortal danger f o r c i v i l i z a t i o n and threatens to 
bring to an impasse the e f f o r t s aimed at the s o l u t i o n of v i t a l l y important 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l problems i n the spheres of economics, s o c i a l development, c u l t u r e , 
h e a l t h care and the preservation of the environment. 

The task of reducing the scale of the arms race and curbing i t has now become-
e s p e c i a l l y urgent because the instruments of war are undergoing profound changes. 
Q u a l i t a t i v e l y new types and systems of weapons are being developped, and e s p e c i a l l y 
weapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n , which can render, the c o n t r o l , and consequently a l s o 
the agreed l i m i t a t i o n and p r o h i b i t i o n o f such lieapons more d i f f i c u l t and even 
impossible. The development of m i l i t a r y technology has a constantly d e s t a b i l i z i n g 
e f f e c t on the world s i t u a t i o n and increases the danger of war. 

The arms race can and must be stopped. 

To t h i s end, i t i s necessary to elaborate and to implement a programme of 
urgent and r a d i c a l measures that would not only h a l t the arms race i n i t s various 
aspects but a l s o pave the way f o r the achievement of the main g o a l , namely, 
general and complete disarmament. 

The comprehensive programme of disarmament should be an agreed complex of 
measures aimed at the cessation of the arras race and the implementation, by stages, 
of genuine disarmament w i t h i n the framework of est a b l i s h e d t i m e - l i m i t s . The 
d e c i s i o n to elaborate such a programme, which was adopted at the f i r s t s p e c i a l 
session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament, i s an 
expression of the yearning of the v;orld's peoples to put a stop to the arms race. 

As to the ob j e c t i v e s of the CPD, the s o c i a l i s t countries consider that the 
programme's immediate aims should be the prevention of nuclear catastrophe and the 
implementation of urgent measures which would br i n g about the cessation of the arms 
race and pave the way to a stable peace. The ultimate goal i s the achievement of 
general and complete disarmament under e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l c o n t r o l . 

The implementation of the measures envisaged i n tne programme should promote 
the strengthening of i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y as w e l l as the s e c u r i t y of each 
i n d i v i d u a l State. Real s e c u r i t y can only be ensured throu4;h the l i m i t a t i o n , 
reduction and d e s t r u c t i o n of armaments, through disarmament. 

One of the basic rcoals of the prograiarae must be the c o n s o l i d a t i o n and f u r t h e r 
development of everything p o s i t i v e which has so f a r been achieved i n the f i e l d of 
the curbing of the arms race. 

The implementation of the CPD should promote the maintenance and deepening 
of the process of the r e l a x a t i o n of i n t e r n a t i o n a l tension and the strengthening o f 
the bases f o r the peaceful coexistence of States with d i f f e r e n t s o c i a l systems and 
the development of mutual t r u s t and co-operation among theio. 
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The СРО must undoubtedly contain a s e c t i o n on p r i n c i p l e s . A l l States Members 
of the united Wations must r e a f f i r m t h e i r adherence to the objectives of the 
United Wations Charter and t h e i r coramitnent s t r i c t l y to ob3erve the p r i n c i p l e s 
enshrined i n the Charter i n the process of the e l a b o r a t i o n and implementation of 
measures aimed at the l i m i t a t i o n of armaments and diaarraament, and a l s o to take 
i n t o consideration the relevant provisions of the F i n a l Document of the f i r s t 
s p e c i a l session of the United wations Gainerai Assemjly devoted to disarmament. 

The negotiations should bo aimed f i r s t of a l l at tha l i m i t a t i o n and the 
cessation of the q u a n t i t a t i v e increase and q u a l i t a t i v e improvement of arnaraants, 
e s p e c i a l l y weapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n , and of the c r e a t i o n of nev; means of 
waging war, so that u l t i m a t e l y s c i e n t i f i c and t e c h n i c a l c.chievements can be used 
e x c l u s i v e l y f o r peaceful p-irpose.-^. There i s no tvpe c f v/eapon which could not be 
p r o h i b i t e d or l i q u i d a t e d on a mutually agreed b a s i s . 

A l l States are obliged to promote e f f o r t s i n the sphere of disarmament. This 
applies f i r s t and foremost to the States possessing nuclear weapons and to other 
m i l i t a r i l y s i g n i f i c a n t States. At a l l stages the e x i s t i n g balance i n the sphere 
of nuclear power should remain i n t a c t i ^ i t h a con^tant lov/ering of i t s l e v e l . 

Side by s i d ^ with thc: l i m i t a t i o n and reduction of nuclear weapons, there should 
be a reduction i n the sphere of conventional ueapons. The States vjith the l a r g e s t 
m i l i t a r y arsenals bear a s p e c i a l r e s p o n s i b i l i t y In t h i s process. 

The adoption of disarmament measures must be c a r r i e d out on a j u s t and balanced 
basis so as to guarantee each State's ri.ftht to s e c u r i t y and so that no State or group 
oí States can at any stage of the implementation of the programme obtain an advantage 
to the detriment of other States. The aim at each stage should be undiminished 
s e c u r i t y with possibly lov/er l e v e l s of arnaments and armed forces. 

The p r i n c i p l e of e q u d l l t y aiid equal s e c u r i t y laust be s t r i c t l y observed. 

Vho process of the l i m i t a t i o n of ai-namsnts and of disarmament raust be c a r r i e d 
nut without i n t e r r u p t i o n s . 

Sta'es mudt r e f r a i n from acts which .night adversely a f f e c t disarmament e f f o r t s 
and d i j p l a y a c o n s t r u c t i v e approach i n the i n t e r e s t s of achieving agreements. 

The CPD inist undoubtedly envisage measures i n the f i e l d of arms l i m i t a t i o n and 
iisa-marnent the implementation of which vjould lesid towards the ultimate goal -•• :;ra-:ra'' 
and complete disarPciMont. These mee-sures should include tha f o l l o v i i n g : 

1. îîuclear vjoapons 

(a) The renunciation of the ^ ' i r s t use of nuc'.eai- weapons by nuclear-weapon States. 

(b) The cessation of the production of a l l types of nuclear weapons and the gradual 
reduction of s t o c k p i l e s of such v/enpons up to and i n c l u d i n g t h e i r complete 
e l i m i n a t i o n , and the inmediate I n i t i a t i o n , to that end, of appropriate negotiations 
\ i i t h the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a l j nuclear-i;eapon States- As follov/s from e a r l i e r 
proposais advanced by the s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s , the cessation of the production of 
nuclear weapons raust include the cessation of the production of means f o r t h e i r 
d e l i v e r y and of f i s s i o n a b l e mac'irials for \Jeapons purposes; as a f i r s t step, the 
possible stages of nuclear disarmanent with t h a i r approximate contents could be 

file:///iith
file:///Jeapons


CD/PV.150 
50 

(Mr. Strucka, Czechoslovakia) 

discussed j and in. p a r t i c u l a r the content of the f i r s t stage; the raeasures i n t h i s 
stage must include the cessation of the development and production of new types of 
nuclear weapons and new systems of such v/eapons; at the same time measures should 
be adopted f o r the strengthening of the p o l i t i c a l and i n t e r n a t i o n a l l e g a l guarantees 
of the s e c u r i t y of States. 

(c) The f u r t h e r q u a l i t a t i v e and q u a n t i t a t i v e l i m i t a t i o n and reduction of s t r a t e g i c 
armaments. 

(d) The conclusion of a t r e a t y on the complete and general p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear-
v/eapon t e s t s . 

(e) The conclusion of a convention on the p r o h i b i t i o n of the production, s t o c k p i l i n g , 
deployraent and use of nuclear neutron weapons. 

(f) The adoption of f u r t h e r raeasures to prevent the p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear 
weapons and, to that end, the achievement of the u n i v e r s a l accession of States to 
the Treaty on the Поп-Proliferation of Huclear Weapons, v/ith the development of 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-operation i n the peaceful uses of nuclear energy. 

(g) The conclusion of a convention on stren;;thening the guarantees of s e c u r i t y o f 
non-nuclear-weapon States and, as a f i r s t step, d e c l a r a t i o n s by the nuclear powers, 
i d e n t i c a l i n substance, on the renunciation of the use of nuclear weapon s against 
those States that have renounced the production and a c q u i s i t i o n of nuclear weapons 
and do not have them on t h e i r t e r r i t o r i e s , with the approval of suûh d e c l a r a t i o n s 
by the United Mations S e c u r i t y C o u n c i l . 

(h) The conclusion of an agreement on the non-eioplacement of nuclear weapons on 
the t e r r i t o r y of States i n v/hich none are no\i located; the renunciation by States 
possessing nuclear weapons of f u r t h e r steps aimed at the emplacement of nuclear 
weapons on the t e r r i t o r y of other S t a t e s . 

( i ) The c r e a t i o n of nuclear-weapon-free zones i n various regions of the v/orld. 

2. Chemical and other types of weapons of mass de s t r u c t i o n 

(a) The renunciation of the production and deployment of binary and other nevj 
types of chemical weapons as w e l l as the emplacement of chemical weapons i n those 
countries i n which none are now located. 

(b) The conclusion of a convention on the p r o h i b i t i o n of the development, 
production and s t o c k p i l i n g of chemical v/eapons and the d e s t r u c t i o n of s t o c k p i l e s 
of such weapons. 

(c) The conclusion of a cciprehensive agreement p r o h i b i t i n g the development and 
production of new types of weapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n and new systems of such 
v/eapons, as w e l l as of agreements on the p r o h i b i t i o n of s p e c i f i c new types or 
systems of such weapons. As a f i r s t step towards the conclusion of the comprehensive 
agreement, as has already been oroposed by the s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s , the permanent 
members of the united Nations S e c u r i t y Council and other m i l i t a r i l y s i g n i f i c a n t 
States should make d e c l a r a t i o n s , i d e n t i c a l i n substance, on the renunciation of the 
production of new types of weapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n and new systems of such 
weapons, with the approval of such d e c l a r a t i o n s by d e c i s i o n of the S e c u r i t y C o u n c i l . 
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(d) The conclusion of a t r e a t y on the p r o h i b i t i o n of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. 

3 . The prevention of the p r o l i f e r a t i o n of the arms race i n nev; spaces explored 
by man 

(a) The conclusion of a treaty on the p r o h i b i t i o n of the s t a t i o n i n g of weapons 
of any kind i n outer space. 

(b) Further measures to prevent the conversion of outer space i n t o a sphere of 
m i l i t a r y c o nfrontation. 

(c) Further measures to prevent an arms race on the sea-bed and the ocean f l o o r and 
the s u b s o i l thereof. 

(d) Further measures on the i n a d m i s s i b i l i t y of m i l i t a r y or any other h o s t i l e use of 
environmental m o d i f i c a t i o n techniques. 

. 4 . Armed forces and conventional v/eapons 

(a) The renunciation of the expansion of armed forces and conventional weapons by 
the permanent members of the United Wations S e c u r i t y Council and by the countries 
associated with them under m i l i t a r y agreements, as a f i r s t step tov/ards the 
subsequent reduction of armed forces and conventional weapons. 

(b) The reduction of armed forces and conventional weapons. 

(c) The l i m i t a t i o n of the sale and supply of conventional weapons. 

(d) Further measures on the l i m i t a t i o n or the p r o h i b i t i o n of the use of s p e c i f i c 
types of conventional weapons which may be deemed to be excessively i n j u r i o u s or to 
have i n d i s c r i m i n a t e e f f e c t s . 

5 . Regional measures 

(a) The f u r t h e r extension of the confidence-building measures i n the m i l i t a r y 
sphere contained i n the F i n a l Act of the Conference on Security and Co-operation 
i n Europe, and t»he achievement of agreement on new confidence-building measures and 
disarmament. To these ends, the convening of a conference on m i l i t a r y détente and 
disarmament i n Europe. 

(b) The mutual reduction of araied forces and armaments i n Central Euroij'e as v/ell as 
i n other regions of the viorld on a regional b a s i s . 

(c) The renunciation of the expansion of the e x i s t i n g m i l i t a r y and p o l i t i c a l 
groupings and of the c r e a t i o n of new ones. 

(d) The ending of the d i v i s i o n of Europe i n t o m i l i t a r y and p o l i t i c a l a l l i a n c e s and, 
as a f i r s t step, the e l i m i n a t i o n of the m i l i t a r y organizations of the tv/o groupings, 
s t a r t i n g v/ith a mutual reduction of m i l i t a r y a c t i v i t y . . 

(e) The conclusion, атопд a l l States p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n the Conference on Security 
arid Co-operation i n Europe, of a t r e a t y on the n o n - f i r s t use against each other of 
both nuclear and conventional weapons. 
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( f ) The l i m i t a t i o n and lov/erins of the l e v e l of m i l i t a r y presence and m i l i t a r y 
a c t i v i t y i n the relevant regions — i n the A t l a n t i c Ocean, i n the P a c i f i c , i n the 
Mediterranean Sea and in-the region of the Persian Gulf. 

(g) The transformation of the region of the Hediterranean Sea i n t o a zone of 
stabl e peace and co-operation: the extension to t h i s area of confidence-building 
raeasures i n the m i l i t a r y sphere, an agreed reduction of armed f o r c e s , the i;ithdrat;al 
of warships c a r r y i n g nuclear weapons, the renunciation of the deployment of nuclear 
weapons on the t e r r i t o r i e s of Mediterranean non-nuclear-weapon States, a commitment 
by the nuclear=weapon powers not to use nuclear weapons against any ilediterranean 
country not per m i t t i n g the deployment of such v;eapons on i t s t e r r i t o r y . 

(h) The l i m i t a t i o n and subsequent reduction of m i l i t a r y a c t i v i t y i n the Indian Ocean 
and the c r e a t i o n of a zone of peace i n that region. 

( i ) The elabor a t i o n of confidence-building measures i n the Far East and, to t h i s 
end, the conducting of negotiations between a l l i n t e r e s t e d c o u n t r i e s . 

( j ) The conclusion of a convention on mutual non-aggression and non-use of force i n 
the r e l a t i o n s between the States of Asia and the P a c i f i c Ocean. 

(k) The c r e a t i o n o f a zone o f peace and s t a b i l i t y i n South-East A s i a . 

(1) The v/ithdrawal of armed forces from the t e r r i t o r i e s of other countries and the 
l i q u i d a t i o n of fo r e i g n m i l i t a r y bases. 

6. C o l l a t e r a l and other Measures 

(a) The conclusion of a world t r e a t y on the non-use of force i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
r e l a t i o n s . 

(b) Further measures f o r the prevention of the unauthorized or a c c i d e n t a l use of 
nuclear weapons. 

(c) Measures f o r the prevention of the p o s s i b i l i t y of a s u r p r i s e a t t a c k . 

(d) The accession, by a l l States which have not yet done so, to the e x i s t i n g 
agreements on the l i m i t a t i o n of the arms race and disarmament. 

7- The reduction of m i l i t a r y expenditures 

(a) The reduction of the m i l i t a r y budgets of the States permanent members of the 
United nations S e c u r i t y Council and of other m i l i t a r i l y important States, i n 
absolute or percentage terms. 

(b) As a f i r s t step towards the implementation of t h i s measure — a freeze on 
m i l i t a r y budgets. 

t 

The implementation of the measures l i s t e d above would f a c i l i t a t e the s o l u t i o n 
of the g l o b a l problems of humanity. F i r s t of a l l \ie should l i k e to note that the 
l i m i t a t i o n of armaments and disarmament i n themselves represent a g l o b a l problem of 
primary importance. The implementation of raeasures i n t h i s f i e l d i s the key 
con d i t i o n f o r the ensuring of i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y , an important c o n d i t i o n f o r the 
economic and s o c i a l development of a l l States and an indispensable precondition f o r 
the s o l u t i o n of the problem of the pr o t e c t i o n and the preservation of the 
environment and other g l o b a l problems. 
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A c l o s e i n t e r r e l a t i o n s h i p e x i s t s betv;een disarmament and development. 
Disarmament can and must make an e f f e c t i v e c o n t r i b u t i o n to the r e s t r u c t u r i n g of 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l economic r e l a t i o n s on a j u s t and democratic basis and to the 
establishment of a nev/ i n t e r n a t i o n a l economic order through the r e a l l o c a t i o n of 
resources" fi'om m i l i t a r y ends to the goals of development, p a r t i c u l a r l y i n the 
developing c o u n t r i e s . 

The resources released as a r e s u l t of the cessation of tha production of nuclear 
weapons and the reduction of nuclear ueapons and the reduction of s t o c k p i l e s of 
such weapons must not be used under other items of the m i l i t a r y budgets of the 
nuclear-v/eapon St a t e s . 

The d i s t r i b u t i o n of resources f o r the benefit of the developing countries 
must be carried-out on a j u s t b a s i s , t a k i n g i n t o account the most urgent needs and 
requirements of the countries r e c e i v i n g the a i d , without any d i s c r i m i n a t i o n . To 
these ends, a s p e c i a l committee on the d i s t r i b u t i o n of these resources could be 
created. 

As t o the time-frame and the procedure f o r the impleiaentation of the programme, 
the s o c i a l i s t countries consider that the CPD must be implemented so f a r as 
possible i n the very shortest periods of time, i n view of the urgency of the 
tasks contained i n i t . I t i s the duty of every Government to d i s p l a y the 
indispensable p o l i t i c a l w i l l f o r the f u l f i l m e n t of t h i s h i s t o r i c task. 

The CPD must be implemented i n stages so as to ensure most e f f e c t i v e l y the 
e a r l i e s t p o ssible reduction and the ultimate e l i m i n a t i o n of the danger of war, 
a constant lov/ering of the l e v e l of confrontation and the subsequent l i m i t a t i o n 
and reduction of nuclear weapons, conventional weapons and a l l other armaments up 
to and i n c l u d i n g t h e i r complete e l i m i n a t i o n . 

P a r a l l e l a c t i o n s are possible v j i t h i n the framework of each stage with respect 
to various aspects of the l i m i t a t i o n of armaments and disarmament such as those 
involved i n the s p e c i f i c and comprehensive measures i n various spheres of armaments, 
the q u a n t i t a t i v e and q u a l i t a t i v e c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s of armaments and armed f o r c e s , 
g l o b a l as w e l l as r e g i o n a l l e v e l s , confidence-building measures i n the m i l i t a r y 
sphere and steps aimed at the strenf^thening of the p o l i t i c a l and i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
l e g a l guarantees of the s e c u r i t y of States. 

Primary a t t e n t i o n must be paid to measures f o r the prevention of the threat of 
nuclear war and the curbing of the nuclear arms race. To t h i s end i t i s 
Indispensable to resume the i n t e r r u p t e d negotiations as e a r l y as possible and 
i n t e n s i f y the ongoing negotiations on the l i m i t a t i o n of armaments so as to conclude 
thera by reaching appropriate agreements. At the same time i t i s necessary to eiiibark 
on e f f o r t s towards the s o l u t i o n of other urgent questions so as to ensure a 
breakthrough i n the matter of the cessation of the arms race and to l a y the foundations 
f o r a r e a l process of disarmament. The f a c t that the ongoing negotiations on c e r t a i n 
questions have f o r various reasons not been completed cannot be used to j u s t i f y the 
postponement of negotiations on other questions. 
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In the process,of the elaboration of the CPD, attention must be paid to the 
need to provide for verification of arms limitations and disarmament. Concerning 
this question we maintain that the agreements on arms limitation and disarmament 
must provide for an adequate and reliable verification of their implementation so as 
to ensure compliance with the agreements by a l l parties. The forms and conditions 
of the control will depend on the objectives, scope and character of a given agreement. 
The problems of control must be discussed and solved at the same time as and in 
organic connection with the negotiations on the concrete disarmament problems 
and not separately from them. 

The experience gained so far shows that national technical means represent a 
reliable basis for the verification of compliance with the agreements. Various 
methods of verification and other control procedures should be combined where 
necessary, including international procedures on a voluntary basis. The strengthening 
of trust would create favourable conditions for the application of supplementary 
measures of control. 

The primary precondition for the implementation of the various agreed steps in 
arms limitation and disarmament i s the existence of p o l i t i c a l w i l l on the part of 
Governments; references to the technical d i f f i c u l t i e s of verification must not be 
used as a pretext for avoiding the achievement of agreements on measures for the 
cessation of the arms race. 

We are convinced that the CPD should serve as an impetus for the broad 
development of constructive collective efforts in this f i e l d on the basis of the 
Declaration on International Co-operation for Disarmament, and for the resumption 
and intensive continuation of the negotiations whicli were under way in recent years 
and have now been interrupted. It is essential to use more actively a l l existing 
channels of negotiations — multilateral as well as bilateral. Efforts should be 
made to increase the effectiveness of the work of the only multilateral body for 
negotiations on disarmament — the Committee on Disarmament, in particular through 
the improvement of the organization of i t s vrork. 

The convening of a world conference on disarmament — an international forum 
with the widest possible participation by States — vrould be of exceptional significance 
for the adoption of effective measures on the cessation of the arms race. 

The United Nations, which bears a primary responsibility and plays one of the 
central roles in the matter of disarmament, should encourage a l l measures in this 
sphere. It is important that the United Nations should be kept regularly informed 
of the results of negotiations and on the implementation of the CPD, including a l l 
disarmament efforts carried on outside i t s framework, without detriment to the 
progress of those negotiations. 

A substantial role in the maintenance of the viability and effectiveness of 
the implementation of agreements on arms limitation and disarmament is played by the 
conferences for the review of the functioning of these agreements. Taking this 
useful experience into account, i t might be useful to provide for the possibility 
of a periodic review of the implementation of the CPD. 
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Special sessions of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament 
could be convened when necessary. 

The CPD must undoubtedly provide f or the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of the pub l i c i n 
disarmament e f f o r t s . 

The world community i s c a l l e d upon to play an important r o l e i n the 
implementation of the CPD. 

The United Nations should pronote p u b l i c avareness of the danger of the 
arms race and a l l i t s consequences. 

I t i s important to deinonstrat^ the de s t r u c t i v e consequences for humanity that 
would r e s u l t from a nuclear war. Tc t h i s end an a u t h o r i t a t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
committee should be established to demonstrate '̂ he v i t a l necessity of preventing a 
nuclear catastrophe. Of great s i g n i f i c a n c e m t h i s connection also would be the 
conduct of a world disarmament campaign, the c o l l e c t i o n of signatures i n support of 
measures for the prevention of nuclear v;ar, the l i m i t a t i o n of the arms race and 
disarmament and the ixplementation of the p r i n c i p l e s of the United Nations 
Declaration on the Preparation of S o c i e t i e s f o r L i f e i n Peace. A l l States should 
adopt neasuref. p r o h i b i t i n g the propagancii'jing of war i n any form. 

The L:PD, while meeting the urgen': needs of the present i s at the same time 
f u t u r e - T i i n d e d . The present generation must no" only ensure a peaceful l i f e through 
the remaining decades of our century but also guarantee humanity's entering the 
t h i r d millcniura i n conditions of pesce and ua-^.v-'T-sal s e c u r i t y , 

Su.-.h i . ^ the p o s i t i o n of the group of s o c i a l i s t States, on behalf of which I am 
speaking, on the question of the CPD. As has already been underlined above, we are 
i n favour of th3 d i v i s i o n of concrete disarmament measures i n t o stages. In the 
considorati,4. o^ ti-.is matter i n the Ad Hoc Uor'-cing Group, our delegations there 
base t h e i r rpproach on t h i s concept of stages. V.'hac the tasks of each stage 
should be and vhat measures shoul'-> ho inc? aued i n i t form the subject of negotiations 
i n the Working Group. In these negotiations our approach i s based, f i r s t l y , on 
the need for the CPD to be iraplemontod i . ' i t l i i r the shortest possible time and, 
secondly, on the r e a l D o s s i b i l i t i e s f or the implementation of the d i f f e r e n t measures. 

The s o c i a l i s t Spates have already, d'.!r:.ng t h i s year's proceedings of the Working 
Group put lürvíard appropriate workin?-; papers b;,scd on the views expressed i n t h i s 
statement. In doing so we took i n t e aaoc^nt the Гас" Dhat since the proposals 
submitted by ths G r o u p o f 21 la^-goly coincide with the agreed p o s i t i o n s of the 
s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s , there was n o need f o r из t.:) submit formulations repeating the 
propor.als c f the ncn-aligned c o u n t r i e s . Je thorei'cre thought i t possible i n c e r t a i n 
cases to l i r a i t ourselves to submicting c e r t a i n a d d i t i o n s to the Group of 21's working 
papers, "he s o c i a l i s t countries int-,nd to continue to take the same constructive 
part i n the work of the Ad Hoc VJorking Group on a Ccmprehensive Programme of 
Disarmament, and v,-ili help speed up to the utn.cst the process c f agreement on a 
c r a f t CPD And i t s tini:;l.y submission by tne Committee on Disarmament to the 
United Nations General Assembly at i t s second s p e c i a l session devoted to disarmament. 

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the a i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of Czechoslovakia f o r 
his statement and f o r the kind wcrc<5 he addressed to the Chair. 
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Mr. DE LA GORCE (France) ( t r a n s l a t e d froi=i Franch); The French d e l e s a t i o n 
viould l i k e f i r s t of a l l , Mr. Chairuan, to o f f e r you our congratulations and good 
wishes. I t i s convinced that under your guidance the Coflitlttee I ' i l l s a t i s f a c t o r i l y 
la y the foundations f o r i t s '-'orU' riuring i t s f o u r t h annual ses s i o n . , I should a l s o 
l i k e to express our g r a t i t u d e to Ambassador Sani, the d i s t i n g u i s h e d reoresentativo 
of Indonesia, f o r the great coAipetence and courtesy he shoirsd i n conductin(» our 
discussions durin,'? the concluding phase of our l a s t s e s s i o n . I should a t the same 
time l i k e to o f f e r the I t a l i a n dole-nation -,iy sincere condolences on the death of 
Ambassador Cordero d i i'ionto sonólo. I fe were deeply saddened whan we learned the 
news. I should be g r a t e f u l to the I t a l i a n dele^-'ation i f i t would k i n d l y convey 
to Mrs. d i Montezemolo the r e s p e c t f u l sympathy of the French dele g a t i o n . L a s t l y , 
Ï should l i l c e to say to our distin'^uished colleague f r o i i the Motherlands, 
Ambassador F e i n , how niuch us s h a l l regret h i s t'eparture. Sinca the establishment 
of tlie Committee, Ambassador Fein has .'lade a p a r t i c u l a r l y valuable c o n t r i b u t i o n to 
i t s work. I s h a l l always remember the f r i e n d l y and f o r me very valuable 
co-operation he afforded us. The French delegation o f f e r s hLn i t s very best wishes 
f o r h i s success i n tho important tasks ho i s now to undertake and f o r h i s personal 
happiness. 

The session v;e arc inau^^urating today v / i l l be marked by an inoortant event: the 
convenin», i n J u l y ne:ct, of the secomi s p e c i a l session o f the General Assembly 
iavoted to disarmatnant. That session v / i l l give the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community an 
opportunity to take stoc!: of what has been achieved i n the sphere of disarnament, 
four years a f t e r the recommendations adopted i n 1 ? 7 3 . This assessment w i l l r e l a t e , 
i n p a r t i c u l a r , to the I'ork of our Ccnmittea, which must sub'Tiit a .'general report on 
i t s a c t i v i t i e s f o r that purpose. 

Only a Тем months r̂ îinain before that event takes place. Wo can scarcely expect 
to lîiake extensive prepress i n such a short tiia e , but i t i s undoubtedly s u f f i c i e n t f o r 
those States that are comiaitted to disannanent to l i v e concrete evidence of t h e i r 
\/illin:T,nsss to act and thereby achieve souia r e s u l t s i n the oní̂ oing ne g o t i a t i o n s . 
A f e e l i n g of urgency and the pressure of ti..ie :aust play t h e i - p a r t , and логе 
p a r t i c u l a r l y the concern, that i s сомшоп ьо a l l of us, t o i i j ^ r o v c the conditions 
under which the s p e c i a l session w i l l be neeting: we wust ensure that t r u s t i s 
ra-establishod and the c r e d i b i l i t y of the i n s t i t u t i o n a l systcid e s t a b l i s h e d i n 1?78 
safeguardad. In t h i s respect, the outcom2 w i l l be very iraportant f o r the Comniittee 
on Disarúiaüient, the negotiatin'i hody anc' therefore the cantre-piece of the e n t i r e 
systeui. 

Ho\revar, the nuccass of the second o u c i i j . session ал' the opening up of better 
prospects f o r disarmament do not dapend s o l e l y on the e f f o r t s made here or elsowhera 
i n n ei;otiations. 

For wa ara not among thoso who be l i c v o that negotiations on disannaraent or arms 
l i m i t a t i o n can be undertaken or raaka any progress i n i s o l a t i o n from the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
s i t u a t i o n . 

Laot yaar and the year before, t h i s s i t u a t i o n a f f e c t e d our MCAZ. The sane i s 
true today. The urje of fo<"cc i s continuing; i n various parts of the world: i n the 
ilear East, South-East Asia and A f r i c a . Afghanistan i s s t i l l occupied by Soviet 
forces despite raneatad i n t e r n a t i o n a l condeinnations; thosa forces have r e c e n t l y 
been increased. Attacks d i r ^ c t a d against the c i v i l i a n population, which have l e d 
one Afghan i n f i v e to seal: rafuga abroad, continue. 
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We are r , t i l l r e c e i v i n g iiany reoorts fron doctors and humanitarian organizations 
d e s c r i b i n g i n p a r t i c u l a r the e f f e c t s of the b O i i b i n ^ s on the c i v i l i a n population, 
and the mu t i l a t i o n s caused by the mines scattered f r o n h e l i c o p t e r s . The . 
continued occupation of that t r a d i t i o n a l l y n eutral and non-aligned country by Soviet 
forces cannot but render unattainable the climate of riininum confidence necessary 
f o r the s u c c e s s f u l conclusion of the disarmaicnt n e g o t i a t i o n s , because i t v i o l a t e s 
the recognized p r i n c i p l e s of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community uithout uhich no State can 
enjoy s e c u r i t y . 

Since our l a s t session, the avantn i n Poland have led to a fu r t h e r 
d e t e r i o r a t i o n i n the i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n . The raeotinr i n i l a d r i d , uhich i s to 
resume i n a few days, w i l l give the Government of 'r'f^ancs an opportunity to repeat i t s 
unequivocal condemnation of the / i o l a t i o n o f the p r i n c i o l e s o f the F i n a l Act of 
H e l s i n k i c o n s t i t u t e d by the repressive measur.-̂ n a'-'ootad i n Poland f o l l o w i n g the 
events of 13 December, with the material a n d p o l i t i c a l support of the Soviet Union. 
Iroiiediately a f t e r those events, the ten l i i n i s t e r s of the European Community noted 
•'the serious external pressures and the campaign c a r r i e d out by the USSR and other 
countries of Eastern Europe against Poland's strug^ile f o r renewal". 

The reason why ;.'c attach so .^uch importance to the events i n Poland i s that 
there again the very o r i n c i o l e o v/hich form the basin of nocurity and co-operation 
ationg States are beinr; v i o l a t e d ; confidence,uhich i s the e s s e n t i a l c o ndition f o r 
disarmament, i s profoundly shaken by those events. 

Thus, Vie are forced to note \;ith re[-;ret that our annual nossion i s once again 
openin:^ i n unfavourable circumstances: a v/orcening i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n ; 
continued imbalances '.;hich jeonarf'i7.c s e c u r i t y ; a n d the a c c e l e r a t i o n of the arms 
race. 

Takinr, these f a c t o r s i n t o account, Trance, throu'jh the u'ords of the President 
of the Republic, has confirmed i t s doterninntion to act to bring about, through 
negotiations, the r e s t o r a t i o n of balance, i n Europe e s p e c i a l l y , at the loirest possible 
l e v e l . 

As f o r the Committee on Disanaarasnt, the Govcrnnent of France hopes that the 
session now beginnin;]; w i l l succeed i n .la'cin.'^ r e a l pro,';ress touards v e r i f i a b l e 
agroeraents, and the French c'elc.'ration takes t h i s opnortunity to r e a f f i r i : ! the hi ' ^ h 
p r i o r i t y i t attaches to the ne,:;otiations on the subject of chemical weapons. 

For whatever the circanstances the Comi,iittee o n Disarma.iont nust f u l f i l the 
Mandate entrusted to i t by the i n t s r n a t i o n a l с о . v j u n i t y . I t n o - ; han considerable 
experience anci appropriate mcthodc o f "огЧ. A d i i t t o d l y , t h e r e s u l t s of the l a s t 
session were l i m i t e d , "out sub.'itantial uori: of h i - j i i q u a l i t y wao accomplished a n d i t 
co n s t i t u t e s a valuable basis f o r the rcsurintion of our dis c u s s i o n s . In t h i s 
connection, the French delerçation woulf! l i k e to rcite>'?te i t s nopreciation of tha 
work dona by the vjorlcin.i; f.rou.js and to thani: t h e i r chairmen. 

Our f i r s t concern t h i s year should he to r e - e s t a b l i s h the four groups uhich 
wore at work during the tuo precedin'-; oesnions. The p r i n c i p l e of such a de c i s i o n 
and t;ie choice of chairmen are not, i n our v i e " , c o n t r o v e r s i a l matters. Аз f o r 
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tlia mandates of thosa groups, only that of the Ad Hoc 'îorkinc; Group on Chenical 
IJaapons need be reconsidered and, i n our v i a u , considerably broad-;П"''.. I t should 
be adapted to the sta'je already oubstant:'.ally roachad i n th . negotiations ; the 
p r i n c i p l e of an appropriate r e v i s i o n of i t s nan<.'¿-.te v:^:-i i n f a c t a-^reed upon l a c t 
yaar i n tha Uor'<ing Group. 

As r e z ^ i ^ f - ^ - S the substance o f the quastions on our acîanda and our prograciLic of 
uor!:, T O s h a l l Ъ". required, during the currant session, to м а к е greater e f f o r t r . and 
to '.rar'.c More q u i c k l y , oi.'ing to t h j tirainr^ of the s p e c i a l s e s s i o n . 

The Goraprahenr.iva orogra..ine of disarnanicnt h n a s p e c i a l place i n our \ior\z t h i s 
year. Indeed, I do not need to s t r e s s i t s ii'aportanco f o r the successful outcome of 
the s p e c i a l cession. Tha French delegation has o::praG3od I t s v i e u on t h i s .latter 
on i.iany occasions, and i n r t a r t i c u l a r at the conclusion of tha тюгк of our l a s t 
onssion. I t t a l l not repeat those vieuo today, but merely a::pres3 the hope that the 
'.'ork i n progress, nhich has been orocaedinr; very a c t i v e l y , u i l l load i n due course to 
agraauent on a balanced and c r e d i b l e to : : t that takos f u l l account of the ;iiany 
conditions involved i n the disarmament process. In view of tha urgency of t h i s 
tayk, uc should organize our uorl: i n such a uay as to rjive the Ad Hoc llorking Group 
on a Coniprohennive Pro^raiua of Disarmawant s u f f i c i e n t t i n e . 

The n e g o t i a t i o n of a convention on chonical uaaponc i s , i n our view, one of tha 
Cominittoa's p r i n c i p a l and p r i o r i t y tasks. S u b s t a n t i a l d i f f i c u l t i e s r a nain, 
p a r t i c u l a r l y with regard to the scooa o f a p p l i c a t i o n and v e r i f i c a t i o n . The colutionü 
to these t"o problems aro interdependent: v;e ought not, therefore, to wait f o r 
agrecrjent to be reached on the scope of a p p l i c a t i o n before beginning n e r o t i a t i o n s on 
the p r o v i s i o n s concornin;; v e r i f i c a t i o n . This i s a v i t a l aspect of tho convention. 
Ue hope that the convention w i l l bo dlscussad i n d e t a i l during t h i s cession, and that 
s u f f i c i e n t progress \ i i l i be riadc i n tha forthco'.iin;: ..lonths to enable t h a Coi.riittoe to 
submit t a n g i b l e r e s u l t s to tha General Assaai^ily a с i t P s p a c i a l session i n tha forr: of 
the elements of a future convention. 

IJith regard to the question of radioio.-^cal '.'capons, л о т е ractiuers of tha 
Comi.iittee do not consider t! i i o to be a i i a t t e r o f high p r i o r i t y , out i t c e r t a i n l y f a l l s 
w i t h i n the Corai^ittee's mandate; furthernore, tha subject may w a l l take on .-jreater 
importance i n the l i : ; h t of possible technolo:;icr.l développants. La.'stly, t h i s i s 
an e::ample of a caso '..'hero a n p o c i f i c agreeuent could prevent the appearance of a ne\J 
weapon of riasc d e s t r u c t i o n . \Io therofora consider t h i s the appropriate ncthod f o r 
deali n g t ; i t h tha problen posed by such weapons. 

The d i f f i c u l t i e s which have hampered the na'jotiation.-: are the r e s u l t o f the 
attouipts, of '.'hich че aro a l l a v a r e , to include i n theu n a t t e r s unrelated to t h e i r 
iiamediate object, f o r а::аглр1с, . l a t t c r s which involve prejudging tha s o l u t i o n of other 
problems, such as the use of nuclear i/eaponc and nuclear disarmament, or the s o l u t i o n 
of problems which f a l l w i t h i n anotliar f i e l d of i n t e r n a t i o n a l law, such as the 
p r o h i b i t i o n of attacks against c i v i l i a n nuclaar i n s t a l l a t i o n s . 'Jnilo i t does not 
deny the iuportanca of t'.xesc n a t t e r s , the French delegation \iould t/ich the 
Uorl:inri Group to koap vfithin the e::act terms of i t c .landafce and to reach a conclusion 
before the s p e c i a l s c s c i o n . 

file:///ior/z
file:///iili
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(Mr. De La Gorce, France) 

" i t l i re.'^ard to na;;ativo s e c u r i t y 'losurancos, ti:o French delegation intends to 
continue i t s p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n the search f o r iiayn o f achieving a connon approach. 
I t naintar.ns i t s i n t e r e s t i n th.is question, and i t p a r t i c u l a r l y i.'elconed the 
adoption of the raaolutton propo-.ed by Pa':istan, '..'hich i t supported, at the l a s t 
session of the United i ations General Лп.-.спЫу. 

The f i r n t t"o ite.ir. on our a';endi',, conccrnin'; nuclear questions, have not been 
discussed i n uorlrinn groups; out l a s t year they were the subject of u?.c:ful and 
serious discussions ot informal .i:icetin:;s of our Coauittee. Yheco discussions 
revealed the coiiplc::ity of the nroblcus involved rnd the d i v e r s i t y of viens hel'ù 
as rc^ardu the procnects f o r and the organisation of n3r;otiations. 

In view of the v i t a l i i p o r t a n c c of the nuclear aspects of disarüia'ient, the 
I'ronca doleriation attachas ,'_reat value to the-.e discussions and f e e l s that they 
should be continued on th ; suostance of the Master i n order to e::plore the 
p o s s i b i l i t i e s f o r progrens. I t hopes that t h i s session i r i l l bring a u s e f u l 
c o n t r i b u t i o n i n that d i r e c t i o n . 

There are two neu iteras on our a:5onda f o r t h i s session: the cessation of the 
ar.ir. race i n outer space, and our report to t!ic п.^асла! session. 

l i i t h rc-rard to outer space, the General Assaably r e s o l u t i o n uhich ue 
co-fjponsored c a l l s f o r p r i o r i t y consideration of the nuention of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e 
syotcMS. I'c hope that thiL; can he i'.onc during the f i r . : t part of the session. 

As f o r the report uc arc to subi l i t to the s p e c i a l session, the French 
dclcr.ation considers that i t sliouid be d i f f e r e n t , ooth i n character and purpore, 
f r o i i our annual reports to the General Assembly. fc believe that i t should provide 
с pictu r e of the Coumittee's uor!c, subjrict by subject, since our f i r s t session i n 
1979-

I t should concentrate on th^- r e s u l t s achieved and, i n mentioning the 
d i f f i c u l t i e s encountered, a'lould confine i t s e l f to a b r i e f a n a l y s i s uithout seeking 
to r e f l e c t every discussion and p o s i t i o n . L a s t l y , the report could present 
i.'hatevcr conclusions the Coiviiótoc dec is anpropriate as regards i t s future tasks, 
methods and tietiberr.hip. A l l i n a l l , \!c f r e l , the report should be a f a i r l y simple 
an;"i b r i e f docuriant. In any c.sc, i t uould be neither possible nor des i r a b l e f o r us 
to spend too .!uch t i n e nn i t s nreparation. 

I n conclusion, the Trench delc'-ation ui.ihcn to r c a f f i r n i t s uholehcarted 
COHinituient to the 'Зоа1г, uo are pursiiin;, hero; the Tranc'i nov.irni-icnt n l e c t s d on 
10 May attaches ii.\:;h p r i o r i t y to th? cruse of dinari.ianent. I t believes tliat 
disari-auent i s i n the interest.-, of the t'.ro lajor o b j ectives o f - i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
co-operation —- s e c u r i t y , anu c c o n d i i c and s o c i a l рго'згса,'.-., p a r t i c u l a r l y f o r the 
undcrprivile;-,cd. 

"e s h a l l endeavour to лаке our f u l l c o n t r i b u t i o n to that cauae. 

The СИЛТПМЛЛ; Л than!: the diatin - U'-ohod raorcacntative of France f o r h i s 
statement and f o r the kind uords he addrocaod to the Chair. 

That co.ipletes г'у l i s t of speakers f o r today. Defora 1 speak b r i e f l y on cor.iG 
penilin'j n a t t e r s , i zi'^o the f l o o r to the distin-iuished renrcsentative of Poland, 
Ambassador Cuj ' : a , i n exercise of the r i g h t of r e p l y . 



60 

îlr. SUJKA (Poland)J Кг. Chainnan, I s h a l l have ar opportunity to congratulate you 
la t e r on, \/hen I s h a l l be talcing the f l o o r during our debate. A t the present moment, 
I f e e l I liave to focus the attention of tht; Committee on the attempts made hare to 
misinterpret the events and facts concerning l i f e in m;y- country and to mislead the 
members of the Committee as to tlie role of Pclcmd in the deterioration of the 
international climate, allegedly causinrj complications and obstacles i n constructive 
disarmament t a l k s . 

The purpose of ry intervention i s to place i t on record that the references i n 
this forara to the t o t a l l y i n t e r n a l a f f a i r s of iii;>' country, as well as the false 
interpretation of the events i n my country, serve only as a pretext f o r diverting 
attention from the essential шаа ::talutory taskj of tho Corjnittee and from the recently 
'ojridertalcen, iind r e a l i z e d , new course of i n t e n s i f i c a t i o n of arma¡r.cnts. 

Tlie r a i s i n g i n this forum of subjects concerning .ry country's a f f a i r s v / i l l be 
regarded by my delegation as a flagrant interference i n Poland's internal a f f a i r s and, 
aa such, an luifriendly move. I v/ish to reserve to myself the right to tal:e a position, 
at a l a t e r stage, regarding any interventions which ny delegation may recognize as 
having such a character. 

jit this moment, and in connection witli tlic contents of the statements made by 
tvro delegations, namely, by the distinguisliecL representatives of the Netherlands and 
France, I should lilce to l i m i t mji-self to a very short quotation from the statement 
nade by my Prime Minister during tlie session of our Parliament on 25 January: 
"We reje c t the insinuation that allegedly the decision on ini-ti t u t i n g mai'tial lav/ was 
imposed upon us and inspired. Attempts ore being uade to spread the conviction that 
a s o c i a l i s t , sovereign country v/ith a one-thousand-ycar-long h i s t o r y of statehood, a 
co\intry having a strong arir^y, i s a c h i l a led by the hand." 

Kr. IGSIUELYiJT (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) (translated from Russian); 
Mr. Chairman, i n a -.lumber of statciiients today, and i n pa r t i c u l a r that of the 
French delegation, slanderous attac'iíL'- -./ore made on the Polisli People's Republic and the 
Soviet Union. 'The Soviet delegation cai-¡i;ot allov/ then to pass v/ithout comment. We 
fir m l y and categorically repudiate the allegations a t t r i b u t i n g to the Soviet Union 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r ciie introduction of martial law in Poland, as also the insinuations 
regarding the ̂ situation in iH'ghai-iiñ tan. 

The anti-Polish ai:d anti-Soviet statenentn made in the Committee today confirm 
tho correctness of the conclusion tliat the opponontc of the detento are now openly 
trying to disrupt the iiiut-nally betjeficial trade, s c i e n t i f i c and teclinical, c u l t u r a l 
and other relation:; between Europeai; coirntrior- which h?.vc been established for decades, 
end to poison the ?.-tmosphcre v/horever negotiations iire going on on the most urgent 
problems of the day — i n Geneva, i n Madrid .U Í Ü i n Vienna. Imperialist c i r c l e s are 
••j.ijing the campaign tliey have unleashed against Poland cuid a l l tlie s o c i a l i s t countries 
as a mean;: of diytracting the attention of the peoplei; cf the v/orld from the solution 
of the most important problems of peace and \/ar and tho cessation of the an.is race, 
aiid as л pretext f o r goii;g aliead with their ¡.lilitary prograi'inss 'and t h e i r plraiF; f o r 
the deployiaent of пем .^jr.erican n-aclear liisp-iles i n i./ostorn Europe. 

Tliat, i n our v i G M , xr- v/hat l i e s behind the attemptr-s to di'ag even the Committee 
on Disarmament into the c'iripaign nf slander against s o c i a l i s t Poland. Me Ljhould lilce 
to warn the instigator:; of coufrontatiun i n the Coraiiittee that tho r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r 
tho consequencfis of tliis w i l l rest -.vitli th-л:. 
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l'b. de SCUẐ ^ E SILV-. ( B r a z i l ) . l ' I r . Criairman, Jj-.ib£icsador Ja i p a l this noming 
read out the nessage addressed to the Corxiittce on Disamejiicr.t by lir. 2 5 T Q Z do Cuellar, 
oecretary-General o f thie United ir^.tions, at the opening of the 1982 session of the 
Comittee. 

In \'хем of the significance and timeliness cf the Secretary-General's vieus, as 
expressed i n his message, to the ccndact of оггг bucine^;.; during this year's 
deliberations, 1 would f o m a l l y request that t h e r.esrage by Nr. I-erez de Cuellar be 
circulated as an o f f i c i a l docUi-'iert of the Uorrjiittce. 

The CILiIRI'liJ'.''.' Thanl: you. I rini sure t h a t there are no objections to the issuance 
of the message of the Secretary-General of tlio united û'ations гл: cOi o f f i c i a l 
document of the Comnitteo. 

bir. gJiESSI (Italy) (translated i r o n French); I s h a l l have an opportunity l a t e r , 
i-lr. Chairman, to o f f e r my good v/'ishcs to you iiî your jiresent o f f i c e . For the moment, 
I should simply l i k e to .c-ay how touched 1 liave been by the expressions of sympathy 
and the condolences which you yourself, on behalf ox the Corm^.ittee, ouiá the members of 
the Comíüittee who have spoken today, have ]:iiidly extended to i r t y delegation on the sad 
occasion of the death of ^jabassador V i t t o r i o Cordero d i l i o n t e z O i a o l o . I should lilco to 
assure you, I-ir. Chairman, -and a l l the noübers" of tlic Cornittoc that I s h a l l f a i t h f u l l y 
transmit these sentiment?; and expresüioiií; of f.-!;>T'ipathy to riy Government and to the 
d i Montezemolo faiiiily. 

The Clĥ .IK'lxJT; ncnbers .ure av.'are , the Cor.u.;ittee decided at i t s l a s t aession 
that the ла Hoc Working Group on a Coi.-iprehens.i v e r'l-ograjni.ie cf DiscUiûajnent should resume 
i t s work on 11 January. This i t did, ?s]à i t now ronains for the Committee to confirm 
t h a t i t may continue i t s work during the l i r - t pajrt of this year's session. It i s ipy 
understanding that th:? Corï:ùttco i s in agreement that thi ; j Working Group should continus 
to meet, /ifter coni^ultiiig the Chaii-mar; of tlie Working GrouiJ , I wish to announce that, 
pending other organization:'.! decinioní?, the .Чос Wor]:ing Group on a Comprehensive 
Programme of Disarmament w i l l regularly neet on Mondayc- and Tliursdays in the afternoon. 

The secretariat has circulcited today at r y roquent an infornal paper containing a 
tine-table f or nectings to be held daring tlic ргенопс w e e k . Tlie informal paper-$ a s 
ufjual, i s merely indicative and subject to changes i f tlie need ariseí!. If there aj^e 
no objections, I w i l l consider thut the Corxiittee agrees to the tii.ie-table. 

It vas so decided. 

The CHAIM''LJ'r; you know, .iccording t o rule 29 ef the rules of procedure, 
"the provisional agenda and the progro.'ziie of i/oi l̂c s h a l l be drawn up by t?ie Chairman 
of the CoLüiittee with tlie assistance o f the Sccrctcj?y and presented t o the Committee 
for consideration ¿jad adoption". 



In confomity with thrit ri.\lo, I hcvc rer^uosted the ôccretariJit to circulatc-
¥orking l-cper íTo. ¿7, -/hich contoins r. i r i f t prcvii ional agonda and oraft progrciririo 
of work, ^ t the i n f e r n a l nceting tonorro-.,- at ':; p.г.., мо c h - l i conaidcr that 
/íOTliimg paper. 

Ir. t?iat connection, xay I note that tho secretariat ha-s circulr.tod inforr:aIly 
to-iay c. nunbcr cf co:.iT.unicctiono rocoivoC fro:;. States ncn-:.:cr.Dcrs of the Go!nr.:ittoû 
w h o wic-h to participate i r oàr nc-cting::. 1 intend to subnit t h o rcievam; draft 
¿3ci:.ÍGns at cur i n f o m a l r i e e t i n g C ; bearing i n r.ird t;vj practice f c l l c r c d by t h e 

Coriiittoe. 

If there arc no other conmonts, I intend to .adjourn this plenarj'- meeting. 

Tlic next plenary meeting cf the Committee on Dif;armcjr.ont '..dll be held on 
Thursday, 4 Februcjry, at 1 0 . 5 0 a.m. Ĵ s agreed by tlie Com:¡áttco, an iixforaal meeting 
w i l l be held t.omorrov.', Werinesdciy, at 5 p .J" . . 

The meeting ;itands adjourned. 

The meeting: ros& at 5»50 P . - i 
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PIŒSDOT AT TIIE TABLE 

A l g e r i a ; 

Argentina: 

A u s t r a l i a ; 

Belgium: 

B r a z i l : 

B u l g a r i a : 

Burma: 

C a n a d a ; 

C h i n a : 

Cuba: 

Czechoslovakia; 

l i r . I I . l îâTI 

l í r . A . TATFAIl 

I ' l r . V . BEAUGE 

l l i s s N . ШБСПШЕГШ 

I l r . T . PnroLAY 

I l r . A . ONKELIIIX 

I l r . J.I-'I. NOIRFALISSE 

H i s s . Pv. de CLERCC¿ 

I l r . S . de QUEmOZ DUARTE 

l l r . K . TELLALOV 

I-Î1'. I . s o T m o v 

I ' l r . K . PMIIOV 

I l r . P . POPCHEV 

и liAUHG IláUNG GYI 

и T M N HIUIT 

I l r . G . SICENlICPi 

l l r . r i A N J n r 

I l r . YU I inrcL IANG 

l i r . HUNG Z H E i m O 

l l r . IIU XIAODI 

I l r . P . IIUÍÍES lIOSqUEPA. 

И г . J . STIiUCia 

III ' . E . ZAPOTOCI^-

I l r . A . Cn iA 
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Ethiupa; 

France ; 

German Democratic Republic! 

Gennajiy« Federal Republic of; 

Hungary: 

In d i a ; 

Indonesia : 

Iran; 

I t a l y ; 

Japan; 

Llr. I.A. HAocAlî 
Mr. II.N. FAHIY 

• ILL s s V/. BASoIlI 

• I l r . T. TERREFE 

íír. P. YGHklfflEL 

îlr. J . Je EEAUbbE 

•íír. G. HliïîDER 
t i r . H. THIELICIŒ 

Mr. H. VfflGEHER 
Mr. Ы. KLIIJGLER 
I-Ir. V/.E. VOM DEîi HAGEN 
Mr. V. ROHR 

Mr. I . KOI-nVES 
Mr. C. GYORFFY 

Mr. b. SARA1Í 

Mr. CH. Ai'JV/AR SAivfl 
Mr. E. bOEPRAPTO 

Mr. HàRYOMTARâl'I 
Mr. B. SniàlîJmWAK 

Mr. M . J . M m i L A T I 
Mr. M. NObTRATI 

l'Ir. M. ALESüI 
Mr. B. CABRAb 
Mr. CH. OLIVA 
l'ir. E. D I GIOVAMIÎI 

f l r . Y. 01Ш7А 
Iír. M. TAKiiE¿bHI 
Mr, К. TAIiAKâ 

Mr. T. ARAI 
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Keava : 

Mexico ; 

Mongolia ; 

Morocco; 

Netherlands; 

Ni g e r i a ; 

Pakistan: 

Peru; 

Poland; 

Romania.; 

¿ri Lanka.: 

oweden; 

Mr. C.G. miiá 
I-Ir. D. KAIiJIRE 
l i r . J . liURIU KIBOI 

Mr. A. GARCIA ROBLES 

lurs. Z. GONZALEZ Y REYNERO 

Mr. S.O. BOLD 

Mr. M. НШ-АОиТ 

Mr. H. WAGENMmEb 

Mr. G.O. IJEl'ŒRE 
Mr. и.о. AKINLAITYA 
Mr. T. AGUIYI-IRONbl 

i-ir. H. mm 
Hr. II. AIŒAÎ I 
I'lr. T. AL.TAF 

Mr. J . EEimVIDEb 

Mr. B. SUJKA 
Mr. T. bTROJ\/Ab 

Mr. M. MALITA 
l i r . T. MELESCANU 

Fir. T. JAYAKODDY 

Mrs. I . THORSSON 
Mr. C. LIDGARD 
Mr. H. BERGLblTD 
Mr. G. ANDERSSON 
îbr. S. THEOLIN 
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Union of Soviet b o c i a l i s t Republics; lir. V . L . IbSRAELY/Ш 

Mr. B . P . PROKOFIEV 

Mr. V.M. GAĴ fJA 
Mr. V.V. LOSHCHIKIK 

Mr. Y.V. KOSTEmCO 

Flr. M.M. IPPOLITOV 
Mr. V.A. KROKIIâ 

United ICingdom; Mr. D. buîmERHAïES 

Mr. L . J . MTDDLETON 

M s s J . E . F . VTRIGHT 

United States of America; l i r . L . G . FIELDS 
Iír. M. BUSBY 

ItLss К. CRITTEIIEERGER 

Mr. J . LEONARD 
Mr. J . MIGIŒL 
Mr. R.F. SCOTT 
Miss L.M. SHEA 
Iír. J . GUinDERSEli 

Venezuela; Mr. R.R. ITAVARRO 
Mr. O.A. AGUILAR 

Yugoslavia; Mr. M. liIHâJLOVIC 

Za i r e ; Mrs. С. ESAKI EKàNGA KABEYA 

Secretary of the Committee on 
Disarmament and Personal Represencative 
of the Secretary-General; Mr. R. JAIPAL 

Deputy Secretary of the 
Committee on Disarmament; Mr. V. BERAbATEGUI 
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The СЖШ^иТ; In tho Ibno оГ Get" '.'he Ilcot Conprcsionr.tc, The Host l i e r c l f u l , I 
iIocL'-rc cpon tho one huiulrod end f i r t y - i i r c L ^-^lenr^-y neeting оГ the Corjr.ivtce on 
JJicr.rrnanent • 

I l r . ÁLZÚoI ( i t a l j ) (ti-pnola.ted Ггош Trench): I l r . Chaimirn, ny dele^r.tion \;ÍGheG 
.'ir:5t of r-11 to cxt.?)nci to you i t c ̂ T-Tj con^-rr.tuL-'tionr; on your rssiiLîption of tho o f f i c e 
you ?ro tc. f i l l (aixin.¿' !-ho ¡yonth ^1 rcbru^ary, end rssuro you of it:-, f u l l 
co-operation during t h i s period •'..-hich ic, uf p o r t i f u l a r importance f o r the o r c a n i s a t i o n 
of the u o m i t Loo ' ГЗ с c t i v i bio:. . 

At the scuc ti:.y.: I wish tc r j s o c i e t c п--::о1Г \'ith r . l l tho dolo¿r.tionc which have 
cxTjrG...God t h e i r rpp;.-cciation Lo A n b c c E c d o x Ga.ni f o r cha competent manner i n which he 
presided over our мптУ. during the prccodinc poriod. 

F i n a l l y , r.y d o l e i a t i o n л.-iGhes to r s s o c i c 4 c i t s e l f v/ith ohe warn expressions of 
esteem vdiich have been rddressou to Ambassador F o i n . I have had the p r i v i l e g e of 
vritneGsin.^- h i s a c t i v i t y иш-1п£ only a veiy b r i e f period, but i t liac nevertheless been 
long onou/i'h f o r no to appreciate the c o n t r i b u t i o n tl i r t he has madb"tb"tlîc Committee. 

The e s t a b l i s h e d p r a c t i c o of p r e f a c i n g statements i n the general debate i n the 
Committee on D i c a r i r n c n t и±^Л\ comments on the interna tiona.l p o l i t i c a l £;ituation 
r e f l e c t s r n ri.'rreness of the f a c t tlir.t гпу e f f o r t i n the very s c n d t i v e f i e l d of 
t'ioarma.ment i s a f f e c t e d by the qur^lity of the rc l r . t i o n s between L»tates and by the 
clir-icitc of confidence, or l a c l : of confidence, ancng them. 

Ve therefore consicer i t quite l o ^ i t i m a t G to r e f e r here to the deep d i s q u i e t 
caused by the recent events i n Poland. This i s yet another source of tension i n 
a d d i t i o n to other c r i s i s p o i n t s , p a r t i c u l a r l y that created by the continuing f o r e i g n 
m i l i t e r ^ - occupation of Af^-hanistan. Our i n t e n t i o n i s not го d i s t r a c t the Committee's 
a t t e n t i o n from the genuine problems of disarmament, but cn tho contra.ry to s i t u a t e the 
l a t t e r i n t h e i r proper content. IToi can \.'e accept the argument that events of t h i s 
k i nd are purely the i n t e m a . l - a f f a i r s of a State. The p r i n c i p l e s whose v i o l a t i o n my 
Government has deplored and continues to deploro — respect f o r human r i g h t s , 
observance of the r i g h t of a l l peoples to determine t h e i r i n t e r n a l and external_ 
p o l i t i c a l status without f o r e i g n interference and f r e e l y ргггзис t h e i r p o l i t i c a l , 
economic, s o c i a l and c u l t u r a l development — these p r i n c i p l e s are the heritage of the 
e n t i r e i n t e r n a t i o n a l comunity. In tht- p a r t i c u l a r сазе of Europe, the F i n a l A c t of 
H e l s i n k i , :/hich solemnly binds the 55 ci¿nr t o i y countries, i n d i s s o l u b l y l i n l : s the 
e f f e c t i v e respect f o r those r i g h t s \rith secui-ity and the development of normal f r i e n d l y 
r e l a t i o n s . Tho l l a d r i d Conference \/hich i s to resume i t s work i n a fev days'_ time v i l l 
allow ny'Government the opportunity of ones again d e p l o r i n g the repressive measvires 
adopted i n Poland and of repeating i t s c a l l f c r the revocation of such measiu-es. 

Even thoiigh events such as those I have mentioned are bound to have an adverse 
e f f e c t upon e f f o r t s to;/rrds disama.nent, those e f f o r t s must nevertheless be pursued 
u n r e m i t t i n g l y and without h e s i t a t i o n . 

In t h i s connection I should l i k e to point out tliat the opening of the 
19З2 cession of the Committee on Dicrrmament i s marked by two elements of p o t e n t i a l 
progress: the resumption of negotiations relatin¿- to nuclear disa.rmament between the 
uni t e d States of America and the Soviet Union, and the approach c f the second 
s p e c i a l session of the United ITations General Assembly devoted to disarraxment. 

The opening l a s t Ilovenber of b i l a t e r a l negotiations on nediuia-range nuclear 
forces vrit h i n tho fra,nework of the strate¿;ic ams co n t r o l process between the 
two Povrers possessing the l a r g e s t a r s e n a l s , i s of great importance. Although the 
intema.tional p o l i t i c a l cliirr.te has de t e r i o r a t e d , these negotiations are continuing. 
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The I t a l i a n Govemnent f u l l y shares the United States' approach i n eraharlcing 
on these n e g o t i a t i o n s , an approach uhich I'as elaborated i n the course of i n t e n s i v e 
consultations аь:. ng the members of the A l i i n t i c A l l i a n c e . 

The conclusion of a t r e a t y l i m i t i n g the number of medium-range nuclear 
m i s s i l e s to the lo\'est p o s s i b l e l e v e l , and p r e f e r a b l y the "zero l e v e ] " , i s an 
optimum o b j e c t i v e , vdiich i s e n t i r e l y i n keeping \;ith the nature of the negotiations 
and the a s p i r a t i o n s of the peoples of Europe, e s p e c i a l l y the younger generations, 
uhich have f o r c e f u l l y expressed, \;herever they have been free to do so, t h e i r deep 
concern. 

The negotiations on medium-range nuclear forces should i n i t i a t e a process 
v/hich can be extended to other categories of weapons and to other measures, with 
the o v e r s i l l maintenance of a balance of forces and r e c i p r o c a l s e c u r i t y . V/e hope 
that b i l a t e r a l negotiations on the reduction of s t r a t e g i c arms u i l l soon begin and 
lead to s u b s t a n t i a l reductions i n s t r a t e g i c nuclear arsenals. 

Tlie second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament 
i / i l l c e r t a i n l y represent a major occasion f o r taking stock of the achievements of 
the disarmauiient e f f o r t . The four years of a c t i v i t y of the Committee on Disarmament 
w i l l represent a s i g n i f i c a n t part of that balance sheet. 

At the s t a r t of t h i s session, \/e should ask ourselves ho\/ and to what extent 
our Committee can contribute to the success of the second s p e c i a l session. At the 
o r g a n i s a t i o n a l l e v e l , our f i r s t concern should be to r e - e s t a b l i s h without delay 
a l l the worlcing groups v/hich functioned l a s t year. The question of the mandate 
of the Ad Hoc Worlcing Group on Chemia.,1 Weapons can be s e t t l e d separately, v/ithout 
delaying a d e c i s i o n on the p r i n c i p l e of the re-csfcablishment of the Group i t s e l f . 

Our j o i n t r e f l e c t i o n upon the organization and methods of \/ork of the Committee 
and the search f o r consensus on the improvements to be made should a l s o be pursued. 
I should l i k e to take note i n t h i s conne t i o n of the i n t e r e s t i n g suggestions made 
by the distinguiijhod representative of tue lletherlands, Ambassador F e i n , i n h i s 
statement l a s t Tuesday, AS f o r the substance of the items to be placed on our 
agenda, the Committee should above a l l pursue the consideration of the nuclear 
questions, and give them the p r i o r i t y they deserve. 

While recognizing the r e a l d i f f i c u l t i e s standing i n the v/ay of the conclusion 
of a v e r i f i a b l e t r e a t y completely banning nuclear t e s t s , I uould not wish to miss 
t h i s opportunity of r e a f f i r m i n g the importance \,'hich ny Government attaches to 
that o b j e c t i v e . I t i s an element of \diat must be с broader approach; but 
nevertheless a p a r t i c u l a r l y s i g n i f i c a n t element which the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community 
has f o r many years singled out, and to \/hich i t r i g h t l y a t t r i b u t e s the highest 
degree of urgency. Wo remain convinced that the Committee and the Group of seismic 
exporte can provide a p r a c t i c a l counterpart to the e f f o r t s Dia.de by the States 
p a r t i e s to the t r i l a t e r a l n egotiations. We are prepared to support any s o l u t i o n 
a t the o r g a n i z a t i o n a l l e v e l v/hich i s l i k e l y to adv^ance our work, i n c l u d i n g the 
s e t t i n g up of a working group. 

Ue believe th.L->t the work of the Group of seismic experts i s of very great 
p r a c t i c a l inport^nce. t i s \.'hy, i n our plenary statement on 10 August 19G1, we 
r e f e r r e d to the d e s i r a b i l i t y of broadening the Group's mandate to enable i t to 
discuss the sub.<3tanco of the question of the i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of seismic events. 
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Another p r i o r i t y subject on \;h\ch oar Connittec should mko a d e c i s i v e 
c o n t r i b u t i o n thj.t of cheaical \.'e:-ponr. The Coramittee ooght to be i n .r, p o s i t i o n 
to provide, r t the time of the sGccnt' s p e c i a l socr-ion, proof thj.t i t s nerjotij.ting 
capacity i s equal to the h.rk eutrustoc" to j-O that end, i;e nust ombork on a 
ne\; stiice i n our uegotlationi- and begin the divftin']; of a convonticn on the basic 
of the elenents т/егкес." out l . c t year. 

At i t s thirty-:-.i::th c.oí?.3Íon t]ie General А,?зегг.Ъ1у гег.ог/sd, b;j'- a s i g n i f i c a n t 
n i a j o r i t y , the nr.nd..-'LO conferred upon the Óecretary-Gensral to carrjr- out ̂ n 
i m p a r t i a l inves-tigation, \'ith the асса.'.ичпсе of c;ualifieJ medical anc" tec h n i c a l 
eiqiertí?, conrern:.n" the r^lleged ace of chenicel \.'capons i n d i f f e r e n t isarts of the 
\,'orlo. At a time \;hen respect f o r c e r t a i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l agreements and the 
pe r t i n e n t r u l e c of custom: r;- internatioi-¡al lci\; i s c a l l e d i n t o c^uost.i.on, i t seems 
to us more urgent than evoi to complete the ¡.yeten of measures p r o h i b i t i n g an 
entire ccitegory of p a r t i c u l a r l y oOious \;еаропз of mass d e s t r u c t i o n u i t h a t r e a t y 
on the complete and e f f e c t i v e p i - o h i b i t i o n of chemical v/eapons and on the 
d e s t r u c t i o n of sLof.ks of sucJi \-'eapons, vhlch uould e l i n i i x \ t e once .ind f o r a l l any 
danger of t h e i r use. 

A l l the delegations \.'hich have spoken so f a r have e:qDrecsed t h e i r conviction 
G l n t a r e v i s i o n of the \'orking Group's mandate i s j u s t i f i e d . Л f e m u l a t i o n must 
be found on \;hich a concensus i s p o c c i b l e . The f i n : . ! report of the Working Group 
f o r the 1901 cer.-cion (.ontains, i n the sect'.on e n t i t l e d "Recomnerdationa and 
conclusions", useful cuggestiens f o r s o l v i n g t h i s problem. 

The comprehensive pro.'irramne of disamament. Tihich \ J i l l be one of the key 
elenents of the forthcoming speci:-.! cession, nust a l s o be given an important place 
i n our i.'ork. 

I t a l y , as one of the sponc;ors of Genera! As:;enbly r e c o l u t i o n 2б02 E, adopted 
i n 1 9 6 9 , which l i e c a t the bt-isic of today'с negot i a t i o n s , hopes that the second 
s p e c i a l session \ - i ! l narl: the conpletion of the i.'ork begun иог-е than 12 years ago. 
.'Juring the nonth of January- the \/crking Group, \.'hicli has the be n e f i t of the 
e:cperienced and disti.nguishe'J guidance of /unbaccüdor García Robles, began 
discussions \;hich have pro\ed extrenely u s e f u l , i f somev/lu.t unbalanced o\áng to 
the very s t i n t i n g p a r t i c i p a t i o n of one group of delegations. The statauent made 
by the ÍiLitin^uidied representative of Czechoalovakiu on 2 FciJi-aary l a c t uei-zes i n 
part to f i l l t h i c gap: \;e pre n u a i t i n g the f u r t h e r development of the ideas he 
pat fon.'ard, p a r t i c u l a r l y a c concerns the questions of the nature of the 
Conprehencdvo Progranmie, the d i v i c i o n -опа duration of the phases, the t r a n s i t i o n 
from one phai.;e to the next, the machinery f o r the vcvic\i of the implementation of 
the programme, and со f o r t h . 

A!lo\j ne to c^ty that my delegcition, v;hi!o remaining open to s o l u t i o n s uhich 
may be found by coimnon agreement, continues to p r e f e r a comprehensive prograjnne 
d.ivided i n t o three phasec. БасЬ of the pilases i.'ould include various meo.surec on 
the basis of a f u n c t i o n a l c r i t e r L o n . The f i r c t phase \.'ou!d thus include the 
measures considered nececcary to h a l t the a m c race, \ j i t l i the maintenance of 
s e c u r i t y l e v e l s u n d i n i i i i d i e c i . The t h i r d u m L fin:'] ph^ice uoulü consist of the 
measures f o r the complete e l i i i i i n a t i o n of arms and araod f o r c e s ; u h i l o the middle 
phace \;ou!d comprise the m e a cures nccesr.arj'- to l i n l - : the point of dopLirture to the 
poin t of a r r i v a l , tk'.t л" s to say, ncacurec pr o v i d i n g f o r Llie gradual, Ix'.lanced 
reduction of the d i i f c r e n o tj'pcc of anii;.; and armed forcee. Л more d e t a i l e d 
breakdo\;n of t h i c ctructure — i n t o cub-ph^;sec, f o r ex;.j.;ple — could be ca r r i e d 
out by review conferencec or other reviev/ nachinerj'- s e t up to no n i t o r and promote 
the inplenenta l i o n of the comprehencive progranne. 
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Other inportant raectionc t r a d i t i o n a l l y appear on the Conmiittee'с agenda and 
u i l l douhtlesc continue to appear thereon. lîy delegation intends to use the time 
set aside s p e c i f i c a l l y f o r the consideration of those items to give i t s vie\;E on 
them. Ho\)ever, I should lilce to take this opportunity to express the hope that this 
year a suitable place \ . ' i l l be given i n the agenda and programme of \;ork of the 
Comrittee f o r a nev' iteu concerning further measures to be ac'optec. to prevent an artis 
race i n outer space. 

One of the special features of the discussions :it the t h i r t y - s i x t h session of 
the bnite^ llations General Assembly \ias, 'in f a c t , Jie interest shoi'n i n the problems 
of an-ir. control anti disarmament i n outer space. The ncny speeches nade on this 
subject highlighted the conviction tliat the international comnunity diould urgently 
teilce further e f f o r t s to •irovent an ams race i n this nei; sphere of nan's a c t i v i t y . 

This interest led to the adoption of t\;o resolutions which, f o r the f i r s t time, 
indicate the General Ascenbly's desire that the Committee on .licarmanent should deal 
i/ith this question, \;hich i s \;holly i n keeping I'ith paragraph CO of the F i n a l 
Document. 

Resolution 56/57 C, of which I t a l y \;as a sponsor, in i t s paragraph 3' requests 
the Committee on Dicamament "to consider, as from the beginning of i t s session i n 
19S2, the question of ne^jotiatLng e f f e c t i v e and v e r i f i a b l e agreements aiued at 
preventing an .-.ixis race i n outer space''. I t uould be pe r f e c t l y appropriate to 
envisage an i n i t i a l exchange of vieu's, i n plenary, c'uring t h i s p.;rt of the session. 

A f t e r each a survey or prelininai;^'- consideration of this v e r y comple:: and 
sensitive icüue, \;e cli a l l be i n a better position to decide on the most suitable 
procedures f o r taking concrete steps to f o l l o i ; up the discaccions i n the 
General Assembly. The rapid developnent of space teclmology m recent years raises 
clear and precise threats! cone application:; are no longer i n the domain of 
s c i e n t i f i c hypothesis but have already begun to be included i n nilitarj'- arsenals. 
These must be i d e n t i f i e d , and e f f o r t s must be made to remedy this situation through 
the speedy negotiation of concrete, v e r i f i a b l e u.nd ef f e c t i v e measures. 

That, i n our view, i s the meaning of the request made by the General Assembly 
to the Committee, the mu l t i l a t e r a l negotiating body i n n:.tiers of disairaament, and 
the role '..'hich i t could play i n this f i e l d . 

I t \/ould be vain to think i t possible to resolve at once and e f f e c t i v e l y a l l 
the problonr.. involved i n the prevention of an amc race i n c.pace by mean.?, of some 
fei; a r t i c T e c of a treaty of a general character. Guch u n approach uould merely 
delay our e f f o r t s ancl ûra\,' us a i . 'C iy from cur objective. 

In thic connection recolution 56/57 C, to I'hich I already referred, 
suggests the path to be follou'edî i n i t s paragraph / the Connittco on .Oicomament 
i s requested "to consider as a natter of p r i o r i t y the quec:ion of negotiatinr': an 
effecti-vG and v e r i f i a b l e a^^reement tc nrohibit i:nti-ca t e l l i t e cjctemc, сгс an 
iыnorЪnt cte-p toi/ards the fulfilment of the object i.vec cot out i n pa itir;r£-'ph Zi above". 

It Is generally acknoule('COc! that the noct threatening dovelopmcnt, and the one 
tliat c a l l e f o r the nock inneciate action, i c the rlevelopuent of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e 
\;eapons cyctenc. If thic rlevelopuent \;ore to rcrviin uncontrolled; the bcisic f o r an 
arms race m outer cpace I'ould a l r ^ e a d y exist. This prospect chould spur us to niike 
a determined e f f o r t to avert, before i t i s too I j t e , the reel and iLineuiate r i s k s 
uhich exist i n thic f i e l d . 
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The CHAIRMAN; I thank the distinguished representative of Italy for his 
statement and for the kind words he addressed to the Chair. 

Mr. VJEGENER (Federal Republic of Germany): Mr. Chairman, my delegation joins 
others in congratulating you upon your accession to the Chair. Our f i r s t formal and 
informal meetings have already permitted us to appreciate the courtesy and fairness 
with which you preside over our work. My delegation is looking forward to working 
under your guidance. Vie are confident that we will a l l benefit from the earnest 
and noble objectives which you bring to your high office. My delegation also 
recalls with gratitude the exceptional contribution which our previous Chairman, 
Ambassador Anwar Sani, made to our work. 

From the vast array cf topics that are of immediate relevance to this session 
of the Committee on Disarmament, T should like to select only three for this 
i n i t i a l statement. I intend to touch briefly upon the pol i t i c a l environment in 
which we commence our work, on some aspects of the chemical weapons problem, and 
finally on the comprehensive programme of disarmament. 

This Committee is convening at the naif-way mark between the 
thirty-sixth session of the General Assembly and i t s second special session devoted to 
disarmament. It is wise at this juncture to assess both the tasks ahead, in view 
of the forthcoming special session, and our past record in the bilateral and 
multilateral fields. I need not be specific. Looking through the Final Document 
of the f i r s t special session devoted to disarmament, we must a l l acknowledge that 
only fragments of the Programma of Action set out in that document have been 
achieved. Naturally, there arc praiseworthy achievements, like the United Nations 
Convention on particularly inhumane weapons, and many other concrete steps and 
elements. But the remaining challenges are formidable; the lack in our achievement 
is a l l too manifest. In this situation i t is useless to attribute blame and 
level accusations. Indeed, i t is now more important to look at the state of 
attainment of our work, unsatisfactory as i t may be, and to plan ahead in a 
sober fashion, assessing the possibilities of what can be done in the few remaining 
months. Work in the Committee on Disarmament must be concentrated on essential 
items, and procedural debates must be cut to the bare minimum. We must a l l make 
an extraordinary effort not to come to the second special session on disarmament 
empty-handed, but we must remain realistic in terms of attainable goals. 

Realism is also the key word for the second special session i t s e l f . Lofty 
objectives must be measured against reality; review and appraisal of achievements 
in the past per ".od must lead to careful planning for the next few years. 
Reasonable prospects for concrete results within this period will have to take 
precedence over the promulgation of over-ambitious ideas. 

While the Committee on Disarmament is an autonomous international forum, 
the thirty-sixth session of the General Assembly has, of course, an important 
bearing upon the work of this session. Apart from other relevant results the 
General Assembly, in one important new f i e l d , namely, measures to prevent an 
arms race in outer space, has given this Committee a new and significant 
assignment which my delegation is looking forward to debating at an early point 
as a follow-up to resolution 56/97 C, of which my country was a sponsor. 
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Turning now to the larger political environment in which we have to work, 
my delegation joins others in expressing grave preoccupation with the international 
security situation. He a l l agree that the chances for substantial progress 
towards arms, control and disarmament depend, essentially, on confidence among 
States and a consistent policy of restraint and moderation in the pursuit of 
external interests. 

Yet we cannot but state that there i s a further substantial deterioration 
in East=West relations, and the climato of confidence has been seriously affected. 

Soviet military occupation of Afghanistan continues unabated in defiance of 
the condemnation by an overwhelming majority of the international community, as 
repeatedly evidenced in resolutions of the General Assembly of the United Nations. 

There are no indications of a change in the attitude of the Soviet Union, 
which i s responsible for this violation of the principle of self-determination 
and non-use of force in international relations. 

On the contrary» there are signs that militaty repression in Afghanistan 
is on the increase, causing the suffering of an untold number of victims, especially 
among the rural population. My delegation has taken note with the utmost concern 
of reports concerning the use of chemical agents. 

Another more recent event has shaken the basis of mutual confidence and the 
prospects for peaceful co-operation. 

Obviously, I refer to the imposition of martial law in Poland. Its consequences 
and repercussions signify a clear breach of the Final Act of Helsinki. What has 
happened in Poland i s not just an internal affair. On the contrary, the violation 
of the 1975 Helsinki document, of fundamental human rights and of the international 
legislation of the ILO make the tragedy of the Polish people a matter of legitimate 
concern for the entire international community. 

The responsibility for this breach of international commitments and for the 
decision to reverse the process of renewal and reform in Poland lies with the 
Polish military authorities, but no less with the Soviet Union. 

What has happened in Poland is more than just a turbulence in political 
atmospheric conditions: i t reveals a general unwillingness to respect the 
principles of human rights, as enshrined in the United Nations Charter and the 
Final Act of Helsinki, and to accept peaceful evolution. 

Contrary to assurances given by the Polish military régime, there have 
been no signs of improvement. A long shadow f a l l s on the prospects for the 
arms control process. Inevitably, the security climate in Europe i s directly 
affected. It i s imperative that the climate of confidence be restored. Confidence 
is a prime prerequisite for our very task as negotiators in the Committee on 
Disarmament. 
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My Government, in f u l l agreement with the Final Act of Helsinki, has repeatedly 
urged the Polish leaders to l i f t martial law in order to re-establish the Polish 
people's civil-rights, t o release those who are arrested and to resume a genuine 
dialogue with the Catholic Church and legitimate representatives- of the independent 
trade union in Poland. We also request that Poland.be enabled to solve i t s 
problems autonomously and without external interference. 

If these overriding requirements are met, mutual confidence will revive and 
the prospects for progress in terms of concrete results in disarmament and arms 
control will be substantially enhanced. 

Grave as the events in Poland are, they are not the only threats to the 
international security climate. The military balance in Europe s t i l l gives rise 
to undiminished concern. 

The Federal Republic of Germany therefore welcomes the fact that the 
negotiations here in Geneva between the United States of America and the 
Soviet Union on intermediate-range nuclear forces have been resumed after the 
Christmas recess. We are convinced that a positive outcome of these negotiations 
wi l l contribute to greater international stability and progress in other arms 
control endeavours. We fully support the far-reaching American proposal — 
thoroughly prepared within the Viestern Alliance — aiming at a zero level outcome 
for a l l land-based intermediate nuclear missiles on both sides. 

A treaty which honours this unique offer would eliminate the weapons category 
of greatest concern. We feel that such an outcome would be the most promising 
and tangible way of strengthening international peace and security. We welcome 
the commitment on both sides to spare no effort to reach agreement. In the same 
sp i r i t , my Government attaches a high value to continued negotiations in this 
Committee. 

Turning to the second part of my intervention, I should like to highlight 
once more the importance vrhich my delegation attaches to the question of chemical 
weapons. In ray country, a comprehensive chemical weapons prohibition i s a 
matter of concern not only to the Government but to a l l p o l i t i c a l parties 
represented in the German Bundestag. On 3 December 1 9 8 I , the Federal Parliament 
unanimously adopted a resolution urging the immediate conclusion of a chemical 
weapons convention to operate..under effective international control. 

Looking at the achievements of the Committee during i t s I98I session — and 
that means at the report of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons — we 
can pride ourselves on having produced, under the efficient leadership of 
Ambassador Lidgard of Sweden, a considerable degree of specificitey in what comes 
very near to being treaty language. However, progress is so far less apparent 
in the f i e l d of verification. But verification i s the centrepiece on which the 
ultimate success of our negotiations depends and on which, therefore, we should 
focus particular attention during this year's debate. 
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Experience of agreements lacking a proper verification mechanism, such as 
tho Geneva Protocol and the Biological Vicapons Convention, stresses the need for 
a comprehensive solution to this question. 

My delegation has on many occasions sot out its viev/s on the essentials of an 
effective international verification system. Let me just recapitulate: 

Verification must follov; a regular, pre-established procedure so as to be non­
discriminatory and take place in a businesslike and co-operative atmosphere; 

It must provide for impartial investigations into evunts which require 
clarification; and 

It must protect legitimate economic interests. 

In order to advance work in this direction, my delegation wi l l , during this session, 
introduce a working paper which will set out in greater detail the mechanisms and 
procedures which arc, in our view, necessary for an effective verification of 
a chemioal v/capons convention. This working paper wil l , inter alia, specifically 
ddal with the problems of binary weapons. In particular, we intend to propose a 
way whereby — contrary to certain allegations that the non-production of binary 
weapons i s not verifiable — verification can also be extended to and include 
binary weapons. 

The vital contribution of the comprehensive programme of disarmament to the 
success of the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament need not be underscored. From the documents i t appears evident that 
the Committee on Disarmament must come to terms with the CPD issue, and that at 
least a negotiable text, with or without a limited number of alternative options 
on specific problems, must be ready for the larger New York audience by the time 
this Committee winds up i t s spring session. The matter is urgent, and the 
credibility of this Committee is at stake. 

The CPD VJorking Group which met through most of January has done good work and, 
while no firm results are in sight on most issues, i t has deepened the insight and 
understanding of a l l delegations concerned. My delegation is grateful to the 
participants and to the Working Group's Chairman, Ambassador Garcia Robles of 
Mexico. The work accomplished in January allows us to identify the areas where 
consensus is well within reach, and, conversely, those areas where major 
controversies loom which we must jointly settle in the ne xt few weeks. 

From the viewpoint of one of the sponsors of document CD/205, the only complete 
draft programme before the Committee at this time, my delegation is under the 
impression'that the following three issues of principle have arisen and need 
creative negotiating in a s p i r i t of compromise: 

1. Nature of the CPD 

It i s obvious that the CPD will need a mode of adoption and promulgation 
commensu.-ate with i t s overriding significance for the success of the 
second special session on disarmament. It must, at the same time, correspond to 
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i t s basic purpose as a p o l i t i c a l l y relevant framework f o r a comprehensive 
negotiating process. I t i s , however, equally obvious that an instrument of t h i s 
kind i s unsuitable f o r a normal process of i n t e r n a t i o n a l r a t i f i c a t i o n . Even the 
advocates of a " l e g a l l y bindin:;" CPD have so f a r been unable to show how t h i s 
binding e f f e c t could t e c h n i c a l l y be achieved. Our search f o r an adequate 
s o l u t i o n i r i the s p i r i t of compromise should therefore go i n the d i r e c t i o n of 
endoiiing the CPD, v/hcn adopted by the General Assembly at i t s secone s p e c i a l session, 
with a s p e c i a l degree of solemnity i n order to r a i s e p o l i t i c a l coniraitment. My 
delegation i s ready to help i n tha search f o r such modalities i n a p o s i t i v e and 
con s t r u c t i v e way. You v ; i l l r e c a l l that the sponsors of document CD/205 have 
proposed the i n c l u s i o n of a paragraph i n the r e s o l u t i o n to v/hich the CPD would be 
annexed, " c a l l i n g upon a l l States to declare that they w i l l respect the o b j e c t i v e s , 
p r i n c i p l e s and p r i o r i t i e s set out i n the programme and express t h e i r f i r m v ; i l l and 
determination to implement the programme through the negotiation of s p e c i f i c and 
v e r i f i a b l e arms c o n t r o l and disarmament agreements." 

2. Designation of disarmament measures 

One major d i f f e r e n c e between the catalogue of measures proposed i n CD/205 
and the corresponding catalogue proposed by the Group of 21 i n CD/223 i s the degree 
of s p e c i f i c i t y . There i s a l s o a basic d i f f e r e n c e i n approach. In most instances, 
when document CD/223 describes a p a r t i c u l a r n e g o t i a t i o n measure, the tenor of the 
d e s c r i p t i o n already i m p l i e s the desired outcome of these very n e g o t i a t i o n s . I t 
does not l i m i t i t s e l f to i n d i c a t i n g tha main thru s t of negot i a t i o n s , but a n t i c i p a t e s 
d e t a i l e d r e s u l t s , thereby prejudging the future decisions of Governments and 
negot i a t o r s . I submit that t h i s i s a dangerous course, since no delegation i s i n 
a p o s i t i o n at t h i s time to p r e d i c t the outcome of future negotiations and since 
nobody can reasonably and responsibly declare himself bound i n great d e t a i l over 
v/hat may e a s i l y be a time-span covering 20 years or mora. In most cases t h i s 
approach a l s o runs counter to the agreed "Elements" of the CPD as adopted by 
the United Nations Disarmament Commission. This document makes i t c l e a r that 
the CPD should only c o n s t i t u t e a framewort; f o r substantive n e g o t i a t i o n s , but 
should not s u b s t i t u t e i t s e l f f o r r e s u l t s that require a concrete n e g o t i a t i o n 
process. 

Ну delegation i s under the urgent impression that t h i s approach begs the 
question and w i l l not be conducive to consensus on any l i s t of disarmament 
measures. I t i s p e r f e c t l y l e g i t i m a t e f o r each delegation and r e g i o n a l group 
to attach s p e c i f i c o b j e c t i v e s and hopes to a given n e g o t i a t i o n item; but i t 
would be f u t i l e to press such i n d i v i d u a l views on a l l p o t e n t i a l partners to 
a n e g o t i a t i o n r i g h t from the beginning. R e a l i s t i c a l l y , a consensus on the 
l i s t of measures v ; i l l be achieved only i f a l l delegations agree to couch t h e i r 
p a r t i c u l a r p r e d i l e c t i o n s i n shorter and more n e u t r a l language, t a k i n g a cue 
from the "Elements" of tha CPD as adopted by the Disarmament Commission. 
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5. Calendar of events 

While both the western and the non-aligned groups of countries appear to 
structure the CPD in terns of severa] phases, there i s a marked tendency on the 
part of the authors of CD/225 to provide for a tightly planned negotiation calendar 
with detailed proscriptions as to what should be negotiated and achieved in later 
stages, quite independently from the outcome of preceding negotiation phases. 
In the Working Group, the co-sponsors of CD/205 have pointed out in detail why 
this sequence of several phases has l i t t l e potential for becoming operational. 
This criticism should not bo construed as э flat refusal to accept a rational 
structure of tho CPD process over time. The contrary is true. No doubt, there" 
must be a dynamic time function build into the CPD. But in tho view of my 
delegation, this structural element 'nust bc found rather in the periodicity cf 
review meetings than in the magic and automatism of a calendar which future events 
could render useless and f u t i l e . Hy delegation is open as to the number and 
rhythm of such reviews. 

Review meetings with their accompanying public attention and dynamic impact 
will certainly do more to maintain the momentum of the multilateral and bilateral 
negotiating process, each time, than a mechanical calendar of negotiating 
assignments which, i f overtaken by reality, would embarrass i t s former authors. 
Lot me therefore submit that tha calendar issue, one of the most important points 
of controversy in the negotiations on a CPD, needs a fresh and unbiased approach, 
a new injection of realism, to yield useful results. Haybe the time has come to 
go back to our common point of departure, that i s , to start anew from the agreed 
text of tho Elements, and to examine how they can best serve to work out satisfactory 
solutions. 

Let mc pass on to, and conclude v/ith, a more general remark on the CPD. In 
our view, the comprehensive programme can develop an impact on multilateral and 
bilateral disarmament only i f the international community can truly rally behind 
i t . Negotiations can get under v/ay and yield results only i f the framework in 
which thoy are to be imbedded meets the security interests of a l l concerned. 
There must be a constant incentive to abide by the programme and to realize 
i t s potential fully on a step-by-stop basis. This incentive function will be 
lost i f participants come to consider i t as unrealistic. In the end, the worth 
of the CPD will be measured not by thv. degree of noble intentions embodied in i t , 
but by tho real momentum i t creates and by the negotiations which i t facilitates 
and fosters. On the human level, I could vrell sympathize with those v/ho, suffering 
from the frustrations of an excruciatingly slow movement in world disarmament 
affairs, want to go on record with r.n ideal CPD, showing the elevated nature of 
their own feelings and projections. That, r^las, would not help us to get on 
with the arms control issues on hand. The key word is credibility. Only a CPD 
which keeps attainable goals and schedules in mind can meet this tost. For my 
Government, arms control and disarmament rank high on the priority scale. It 
v/ill endeavour to make i t s contribution to the CPD in this very s p i r i t , and beyond 
that, unceasingly work for p̂ -ace and security. 
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The СНА1Ш1Й.1]"; I thanl: the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of the Federal Republic 
of Germny f o r h i s statement and f o r the kind words he addmssed to the Chair. 

I l r . OIiA\/A (Japan): I-Ii'. Chairnia.n, on behalf of the Japanese delegation I v/ish 
to express щ warm congra.tulations to you as our new Cha.irman f o r the month of 
Februarj'. I wish to express a l s o my e q u a l l y warm conpliments to Ambassador Sani 
\ûxo has served iis so e f f e c t i v e l y and conscientiously since the month of August l a s t 
year. lïT.y I a l s o extend a vor-y c o r d i a l :'olcomc to oiir ne-.r colleagues around t h i c " 
t r b l e . 

ilay I precent m;'- sincere condolence^' to the I t a l i e n délégation rnd through 
the:nt-^the family of the l a t e Ambassador Cordero d i Ilontezemolo. I s h e l l miss the 
Ambcssador a l l the more becruse we hove been neighboiu-c i n chic Committee and I have 
had the pleasure of s i t t i n g next to him on many occasions during the past two yeñ.rs. 

In spying goodbye to our esteemed colleague, Anbassrdor F e i n , I caiuaot but 
express -acj delegation's respects to him, and our deep a p p r e c i a t i o n of the outstanding 
c o n t r i b u t i o n he has made to the \.'ork of t h i s Committee during h i s four years i n 
Geneva. 

Only с few months l i e ahead of us before the second s p e c i a l session of the 
United Nations Genei'al Assembly devoted to dicarma-nent w i l l be convened i n I'Tew York. 
And с s v/e begin our work i n the f i r s t part of the 15C2 session of the Committee 
on Disarmament, I ccnnot help c t r e s s i n c the r o l e rnd the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of t h i s 
Committee i n c o n t r i b u t i n g to the cuccecs of that s p e c i a l s e s s i o n . 

Under our C o n s t i t u t i o n , which i s dedicated to the cause of peace and the 
three non-nuclear p r i n c i p l e s — not possescing nuclear v/eapons, not producing then 
and not p e r m i t t i n g t h e i r i n t r o d u c t i o n i n t o Jrpan — the fundamental p o l i c y of Japan 
has been to avoid becoming a m i l i t a r i l y s i g n i f i c a n t S t r t o and to devote i t s n a t i o n a l 
energy and resources towards '..-orld peace and p r o s p e r i t y . './e have been c o n s i s t e n t l y 
adhering to t h i s p o l i c y f o r the past 56 years, since the end of the v/ar — supported 
by the strong a s p i r a t i o n towards world peace and s t a b i l i t y that lias been nurtured 
among the Japanese people over those y e r r e . 

The Japanese people are convinced that ame c o n t r o l and uicr.rmament сгп р1г,у 
and should play a c u b s t a n t i a l r o l e i n b u i l d i n g end achieving peace and s t a b i l i t y 
i n t h i s \/orld. In t h i s cense, :;rmc c o n t r o l and dicarmament arc matters of genuine 
n a t i o n a l concern. Indeed, Japan conciderc thct rrmc c o n t r o l and disamament 
should be n a t t e r s of \/orld-\/idc concern, and the m t i o n i s l u i i t o d i n praying that 
t h i s i s the case. 

However, v/hen we look around ourcelvet, wo f i n d that, quite contrary to our 
a s p i r a t i o n s , the world i n which we l i v e , the a c t u a l i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t i ; i r t i o n , i s 
d e t e r i o r a t i n g year by year. IHiat i c hf.ppening i n Poland i s s e r i o u s l y a f f e c t i n g the 
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i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n c.s a \ f h o l e , and Japan hopes that the d i c t u r h i n g state of 
a f f a i r s i n that c u n t i y can bc noriiinlized as soon as p o s s i b l e . Japan a l s o has 
strong apprehensions that the ci.irrcnt course of events there w i l l even f u r t h e r 
destroy what remains of muttia.l t r u s t among na.tions — the very foundation f o r 
disarmament neg o t i a t i o n s . 

On the other liand, tho monmiental accumulation of nuclear weapons and the 
interminable arms ra.ce continue Linabated. This agonir;ing trend, coupled with 
the aggravating i n t e r n a t i o n a l p o l i t i c a l situa.tion, i s of grave concern to the 
peoples of tho \iorld and we simply canno b stand a s i d e , doiaig nothing. This i s 
idij- the forthcoming s p e c i a l session of the Genei-al Assembly i s commanding such 
strong i n t e r e s t and expectations among the Japanese people and indeed the peoples 
of other counti'ies a,s \ ; e l l . The Japanese nation i s determined to spare no 
e f f o r t s i n order to lead the second s p e c i a l session on disarmament to a 
successful conclusion. 

In h i s opening address on 25 Janinry 1932 at the cunrent regular session 
of the i b t i o m l D i e t , Prime l i i n i s t c r Suzulci himself i n d i c a t e d h i s i n t e n t i o n to 
attend tho s p e c i a l cession and stated the f o l l o w i n g : 

"There i s no hope f o r human happinecc i f Hast and \ I e s t continue to 
vie with each other i n accvimulatin¿- armaments. Ue must face r e a l i t y and 
recocnize that i t i s the balance of power tha.t sustains peace and s t a b i l i t y ; 
\;e must дгогк to ma..intain that bala.nce. At the same time we must continue 
our e f f o r t s to hold t h i s balance at a s lo\7 a l e v e l as p o s s i b l e . 

•The issue of disarma.ment and arms control i s one which the vihole 
world should work f o r together, and true peace w i l l bc unattainable xmless 
we d i r e c t the s u r i D l u s resources generated by disarmament to co-operation 
\;ith the developing coimtries and the development of the v/orld economy. 

•'The second specL-^l socsion of the Gencra.l Ascembly devoted to 
disarmament t h i s June w i l l be a timelj-- opportvmity f o r the f u r t h e r 
strengthening of such i n t e r n a t i o n a l efforts.•' 

This keen i n t e r e s t i n the second s p e c i a l session i s by no means l i m i t e d to 
the Japa.nese Government. A non-partisan group of members of the D i e t , over 
200 strong, which formed the Parliamentar;-'- -'-scociation f o r the Promotion of 
Intcmationa.l Disarmament i n May l a s t year, i s a c t i v e l y preparing f o r the 
c p c c i c l seasion. Л 1о.т{ге n u m b e r of J n p a n o s e non-i^ovcmmGntal organizations are 
b u s i l y cn^agod i n a wide range of a c t i v i t i e c i n preparation f o r the s p e c i a l session, 
and are planning to send a l a r ^ c group of t h e i r representativos to Ilev/ York to 
observe and to address the s p e c i a l session, as was the case i n 197G when the 
f i r c t s p e c i a l session w a s h e l d . 

Tho Committee on Disarmament has to respond to t h e expectations of огаг 
people. But t h e time at our d i s p o s a l i s l i m i t e d . In order to be able to contribute 
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to malcing the forthcoming cisecial cession с t r u l y meaningful e x e r c i s e , our 
Committee must m"ke good uce of the 11 or 12 \/eeks have .-'t our dispose 1 anc 
t r y to achieve maximum success under the circiynstr.ncec. 

In the f i r s t p l a c e , the CoLimittee should l i m i t i t s d i c c u s s i o n of procedura.l 
matters to the minimum and embark on substantive matters at the e a r l i e s t p o s s i b l e 
date. 

\/'ith r egrrd to s u b s i d i a r y bodies, the Ad Hoc '/orking Croup on ? Comprehensive 
Programme of Disamament should natura.lly resume i t c \/ork ij.imedis.telj''. 

The CPD Working C-rou.p has airead;^' been meeting cince e a r l y Jrnuar;^'- tmder the 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d chairmanship of Ambassador Garcia Robles, and these extra meetings 
have proved to be yei^- u s e f u l . The e l a b o r a t i o n of a CPD i s of course an extremely 
complicr.ted and d i f f i c u l t task, and \ ; i t h regard to both the various measures to 
be incorporated i n i t and the establishment of s o - c a l l e d ''stages''' or ''phases-', my 
delegation f e e l s that i t uould be vriser to avoid too ambitious an approach and 
to tr¿'' to d r a f t a programme that uould be f e a s i b l e and vrorlcr.ble. I t goes v/ithout 
saying that uork i n t h i s ^/orking Group should be pursued a s a matter of p r i o r i t y , 
considering the f a c t that the adoption of a CPD i s one of the p r i n c i p a l o b j ectives 
of the s p e c i a l session. 

The AdJIoc Working Group on Chemica.l Weapons \TPS able to ma.ke s u b s t a n t i a l 
progress l a s t year under the energetic leadership of Ambassador Lidgard, and t h i s 
i s an a d d i t i o n a l rercon f o r m^^ delegation to continue tn urge tte.t i t s mandate 
be r e v i s e d to enable i t to make oven f u r t h e r progress t h i s year. Houever, the 
d r a f t i n g of a пег/ mandate should by no means be allo\/ed to become r n obstacle to 
the continuation of the substantive \/ork of the \/orkinc Group ; t h e r e f o r e , u h i l e 
ue discuss the text c f such a neu mandate, the '.''orking Group should cn a temporary 
bas i c recommence i t c uork under the previous r.and2,te. 

Turning to the Ad Hoc \/orking Group on l i a d i o l o g i c a l Weapons, the problems 
at issue uere b o i l e d ùo\m. to a considerable extent under the conscientiouc 
chairmanship of Ambacscdor IComivoc of Hun¿aiy. This ^./orking Group should a v a i l 
i t s e l f of the approaching s p e c i a l cecsion of the General Assembly to genera.te 
a momentura to v/ind up i t s uork \/ith despatch. I t vas proposed l a c t year that a 
p r o h i b i t i o n of ettr?.cl:c againct c i v i l i a n nuclear f a c i l i t i e s should be incorporated 
i n t o the text of the r a d i o l o g i c a l ueapons convention; t h i s problem i s c f great 
i n t c r e c t to my covjitr;'-. The r e a l i c t i c approach to s o l v i n g our c l i f f i c u l t i o s 
uould bo to devise sone other f o m u l a — a separa.te instrument of come k i n d — 
to dea,l e x c l u s i v e l y v/ith t h i c matter. I f i t coivld be thus dicontangleu from 
the radiologica.l v/eaponc convention, the d r a f t i n g of the l a t t e r could t h e o r e t i c a l l y 
be speeded up. Once tliat convention i s out c f the v/a;- v/e \/ould be free to 
devote greater a t t e n t i o n and e f f o r t c 'со the more urgent matters, such as nuclear 
disarmament. 

As to the Ad Hoc I'orking Group on b e c u r i t y Assurances, my delegation f e e l s 
that a much greater degree of understanding; uac achieved l a s t year on the various 
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concepts involved, thanlcs to the pai n s t a k i n g e f f o r t s of I l r . C i a r r a p i c o of I t a l y , 
and ue thinlc t h i e V/orking Group should bt allo\;ed to continue i t s ;югк under the 
mandr.te i t had l a s t year. 

In a d d i t i o n to these f o u r г/orking groups, the Ja.panese delegation viishes 
to c a l l once again ^ o r the establislTinent of a new uorlcing group on a conprehensive 
test ban, i n order that ue may uork e f f e c t i v e l y f o r the r e a l i z a t i o n of a CTB. I 
very s i n c e r e l y hope that a consensus r¡ry bc reached i n the Committee on t h i s matter. 
I am u e l l a\,'are that the s e t t i n g ггр of a uorlcing group i s not the only v/ay of 
addressing any s p e c i f i c item i n our Committee. Hov/ever, the achievement of a 
comprehensive t e s t ban i s of paramount importance; and i t i s a. concrete and 
tangible proposal. Tloat i s \/hy my delegation i s of the v i c u that the question of 
a CTB should be dealt w i t h s y s t e m a t i c a l l y and u i t h concentra.tion — and the most 
e f f e c t i v e v/ay of doing so vrould be, i n our viev/, i n a s p e c i a l vrorking group 
established f o r tlia t purpose. 

In accordance u i t h the r e s o l u t i o n s adopted by the United Nations 
General Assembly l a s t year, t h i s year the Committee on Disarmament i s a l s o to 
consider f u r t h e r measures to prevent an arms race i n outer space. Ily Government 
has a deep i n t e r e s t i n this question and my delegation hopes to be auble to make 
a p o s i t i v o c o n t r i b u t i o n to o u r discussions on t h i s item. 

Before concluding, I v/ish to \;elcome the recent opening of negotiations 
bet'jeen the Soviet Union and the United Sta tes of America on the l i m i t a t i o n of 
intermediate-ra.nge nuclear f o r c e s . Those two States have begun these important 
talles i n s p i t e of the d e t e r i o r a t i o n i n the i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n i n recent years, 
and they are a l l the more to be commended. Although the negotiations are 
perforce t a k i n g place outside the Committee on Disarmament, they are being held 
i n t h i s same c i t y of Genova.. Their progress can have calutory e f f e c t s on 
m u l t i l a t e r a l nogotiations i n our Conmittee — at l e a s t t h i s delegation c e r t a i n l y 
hopes so. And so v/e exi^ress the hope that the delegations of the Soviet Union 
and the United States v / i l l be gracious enough to inform t h i s Committee from time 
to time, and as they see f i t , of the progress they are making i n t h e i r b i l a t e r a l 
n e g o t i a t i o n s . Ily d o l e c a t i o n a l s o looks fort/ard v/ith great a n t i c i p a t i o n to the 
e a r l y commencement of the other set of b i l a t e r a l negotiations — those on the 
reduction of stra.tegic nuclear v/eapons — v/hich \ / i l l be of such v i t a l importance 
to us a l l . 

In concluding, I v/ish to repeat our earnest hope that the Committee on 
Disarmament w i l l approach i t s vrorl: durinc t l i i s cession u i t h о f u l l r e c o e n i t i o n 
of i t s great r e s p o n s i b i l i t y vis-à-vis the approaching second sioecial session of 
the Genera.l Assembly devoted t c disarmament. ll y delegation i s determined to 
make i t s utmost c o n t r i b u t i o n to that e f f e c t . 
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The CËAIBIMAN; I thank the di s t i n g u i s h e d representative c f Japan f o r h i s 
statement and f o r the kind words he addressed tc the Chair. 

Mr. STRUCIÍA. (Czechoslovakia) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Russian) ; Mr. Chairman, the 
Czechoslovak delegation has come to the spring session of the Committee on 
Disarmament v,-ith cleax i n s t r u c t i o n s from i t s Government to engage i n husiness-
l i k e and constructive negotiations i n t h i s important and, as yet, the only 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l forum f o r the conduct of m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on glo b a l 
disarmament questions. 

At i t s t h i r t y - s i x t h session, the United llations General Assembly adopted 
nearly a score of r e s o l u t i o n s e n t r u s t i n g s p e c i f i c r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s to the 
Committee on Disarmajnent. I t may be sai d v.dthout overstatement that the 
Committee i s faced w i t h a c o l o s s a l task i f i t i s honourably to discharge a l l 
i t s d u t i e s . 

In these circumstances, every e f f o r t must be made to set about substantive 
work without delay and to organize the e n t i r e a c t i v i t y c f the Committee i n such 
a way that l i t e r a l l y every minute i s spent u s e f u l l y . The delegation of 
Czechoslovakia notes with great s a t i s f a c t i o n that i t i s p r e c i s e l y i n t h i s way 
that you, Mr, Chairman, intend to organize our wcrk. In your e f f o r t s to 
achieve p o s i t i v e r e s u l t s i n the Committee's a c t i v i t i e s , as I already had the 
opporturiity of saying i n my e a r l i e r address, the delegation of Czechoslovakia 
w i l l give you i t s f u l l support. 

We wish to support you not merely w i t h words. At the f i r s t plenary 
meeting of the Committee, the Czechoslovalc delegation presented the agreed 
p o s i t i o n of the group of s o c i a l i s t States on the question of the contents of 
the comprehensive programme of disarmament. I should l i k e to remind you that 
i n conformity w i t h paragraph 2 of General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n 92 F, the 
Committee on Disairmament should complete, during the f i r s t p art of i t s session 
i n 1 9 8 2 , the ela":.oration of a comprehensive programme of disarmament and submit 
the programme i n time f o r consideration and adoption by the General Assembly at 
i t s second s p e c i a l session devoted to disarmament, which i s to open i n only 
122 days' time. This i s our concrete c o n t r i b u t i o n to the performance of one 
of the many tasks f a c i n g the Committee. The delegations c f the s o c i a l i s t 
countries axe prepared to take a s i m i l a r l y constructive approach to the d i s c u s s i o n 
of the other agenda items. This i s f u l l y i n keeping w i t h General Assembly 
r e s o l u t i o n 36/92 D, adopted on the i n i t i a t i v e of Czechoslovakia, which, i n i t s 
second operative paragraph, " c a l l s upon member States to be guided i n a l l 
disarmament negotiations by the generall y recognized p r i n c i p l e s of i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
law and to submit and c o n s t r u c t i v e l y t c consider, w i t h f u l l r e s p o n s i b i l i t y and 
i n the s p i r i t of co-operation, proposals and i n i t i a t i v e s aimed at promoting 
speedy progress i n disarmament negotiations and f a c i l i t a t i n g the achievement of 
mutually acceptable concrete disarmament measures". I shotild l i k e to bel i e v e 
that other delegations, too, intend together w i t h us to seek s o l u t i o n s f o r the 
problems before us and to present concrete r e s t d t s to the United Nations 
General Assembly at i t s second s p e c i a l session devoted to disarmament. 
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Ve deeply regret the f a c t that the delegation of sone countries are seeking 
to d i v e r t the Committee's a t t e n t i o n from, the conduct of constructive and f r u i t f u l 
negotiations and to entangle us i n s t e r i l e p o l i t i c a l confrontations. Attempts 
to i n t e r f e r e i n the i n t e r n a l a i f s i i r s of other countries i n t h i s forum are out 
of place, and c a l l f o r unmitigated censvire. The delegations uhich have decided 
to f o l l o w that path should r e a l i z e that they thereby jeopardize the Committee's 
performance of the tasks f a c i n g i t , f o r which they must bear the f u l l 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . As the General Secretary of the Central Committee of the 
Communist P a r t y of the Soviet Union and President of the Presidium of the 
Supreme Soviet of the USSR, L . I . Brezhnev, sa i d yesterday v/hcn r e c e i v i n g 
representatives of the c o n s i i l t a t i v e c o u n c i l of the s o c i a l i s t i n t e r n a t i o n a l f o r 
disarmament "... diplomacy c a l l s not f o r entangling s i t u a t i o n s but f o r 
disentangling them. The Gordian knot of c o n f l i c t s i t u a t i o n s and c o n t r o v e r s i a l 
issues i n the world today cannot be cut w i t h any sword. The sole path to that 
end i s the path of p a t i e n t and constructive n e g o t i a t i o n s , n e g c t i a t i o n s ensuring 
the genuine reduction and e l i m i n a t i o n of weapons". 

Allow me to r e c a l l one more p r o v i s i o n of General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n 36/92 Г 
to which I r e f e r r e d e a r l i e r , i n which the General Assembly c a l l s on States 
"... not to hinder possible progress i n negotiations on disarmament by the 
d i s c u s s i o n of unrelated i s s u e s " . 

Despite the f a c t that the statements of a number of delegations on Tuesday 
and today, p a r t i c u l a r l y that of the representative of the Federal Republic of 
Germany, contained attempts to d i s r u p t the normal course of the Committee's work, 
i t i s nevertheless to be hoped that t h i s the only m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i n g body 
i n the f i e l d of disarmament w i l l embark without undue delay on the b u s i n e s s - l i k e 
d i s c u s s i o n of the items on i t s agenda. Ve do not doubt that t h i s i s the wish 
of the overwhelming majority of delegations i n the Committee. 

The CHAIRMAN; As i s u s u a l l y done at each plenary meeting hold on Thursdays, 
I have requested the s e c r e t a r i a t to c i r c u l a t e an i n f o n n a l paper containing a 
time-table f o r meetings to be held during the coming week. In a d d i t i o n tc the 
two weekly meetings of the Ad Hoc Vorking Group on a Comprehensive Programme of 
Disarmament on Monday and Thursday afternoons, i t i s suggested that two informal 
meetings of the Committee be held to continue consideration of the questions 
l i s t e d i n the informal paper. Those meetings woiild be hold on V/ednesday 
afternoon and F r i d a y morning. I f there are no objections, I w i l l consider that 
the Committee agrees with the time-table. 

I t was so decided. 

The CHAIRMAN; I f there are no other comments, I intend to adjourn t h i s 
plenary meeting. 

The next plenary meeting of the Committee nn Disarm.ament w i l l be held on' 
Tuesday, 9 February, at 1 0 . 3 0 a.m. As agreed by the Committee, an informal 
meeting w i l l be held tomorrow, F r i d a y , at 1 0 . 3 0 a.m. 

The meeting stands adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 1 2 . 1 0 p.m. 
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The CHAIBÍ'IM; In The Name of God The Host Compassionate, The Most M e r c i f u l , 
I declare open the one hundred and f i f t y - s e c o n d plenary meeting of the Committee 
on Disarmament and now give the f l o o r to the representative of the United States of 
America, the D i r e c t o r of the ̂ irms Control and Disarmament Agency, Dr. Eugene Rostow, 
who has come to Geneva to address the Committee today, 

Mr. ROSTOW (United States of America): Mr, Chairman, being i n t h i s b e a u t i f u l 
room IS always a moving and a chastening experience. The memories of many b a t t l e s 
l o s t and won hover i n the a i r , reminding us that good i n t e n t i o n s are not enough. I t 
i s an honour f o r me to be here today emd I thank you f o r your welcome. My delegation 
looks forv/ard to a constructive aiad f r u i t f u l month i n the Committee under your 
chairmanship. We wish you success i n these undertakings and I pledge the support 
and co-operation of the United States delegation over the coming month, I should 
also l i k e to add a word of appreciation on behalf of our delegation f o r the manner 
i n which your predecessor, iunbassador ibiwar Sani of Indonesia, Ccirried out h i s 
demanding duties during the month of August, 

Many of you present today p a r t i c i p a t e d i n the meeting of the F i r s t Committee of 
the General Assembly l a s t f a l l , at which I presented the p o s i t i o n of the United States. 
I s h a l l t r y not to repeat here what I s a i d on that occasion. But a c e r t a i n degree of 
r e p e t i t i o n i s i n e v i t a b l e i n the i n t e r e s t of c o n t i n u i t y and desirable i n the i n t e r e s t 
of emphasis. For that I apologize, ¥¡r. Chairman, and ask you and my other colleagues 
to f o r g i v e me. 

Before the F i r s t Committee, I noted the ab i d i n g support of the United States f o r 
the viork of the Committee on Disarmament, That Committee has taken one p r a c t i c a l 
step a f t e r another to reduce the danger of v/ar, and p a r t i c u l a r l y of nuclear war. We 
can a l l draw resolve as v e i l as pride from t h i s record, which has given a powerful 
impetus to the arms c o n t r o l movement i n general and to the r o l e which the Committee, 
and i t s predecessors, have played i n the diplomacy v/hich l e d the nations to a s e r i e s 
of agreements: the l i m i t e d test-ban Treaty of 1963; the nuclear n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n 
Treaty of 1968; the sea-bed arms c o n t r o l Treaty of 1971; the b i o l o g i c a l weapons 
Convention of 1972; and the environmental m o d i f i c a t i o n Convention of 1977. 

The Committee on Disarmament i s unusual among m u l t i l a t e r a l organizations both 
i n i t s mandate and i n i t s methods of work. I t s o b j e c t i v e i s not only to exhort nations 
but to develop consensus l o o k i n g to r e a l i s t i c a c t i o n on the matters which come before 
i t . 

In n o t i n g the importance of the Committee's work I do not wish to be misunderstood, 
The Committee cannot and should not force consensus where none e x i s t s . A v;illingness 
to compromise on non-essentials i s one of the most v i t a l and appealing q u a l i t i e s of 
democracy; i t i s the basis f o r s o c i a l and p o l i t i c a l l i f e i n democratic s o c i e t i e s . 
I t i s equally important to the p o s s i b i l i t y of i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-operation. The 
United Nations e x i s t s , a f t e r a l l , as a centre f o r harmonizing the actions of the 
Member States i n seeking to ci t t a i n the purposes of the Charter, But compromise on 
non-essentials cannot and must not mean submerging fundamental d i f f e r e n c e s . The 
Charter i s founded on the p r i n c i p l e of respect for'the equal r i g h t s of nations large 
and small. Consensus should never be soui^it by asking any nation to s a c r i f i c e i t s 
fimdamental and inherent r i ^ t s . 
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While i t may seem para d o x i c a l , the way toward consensus can often he eased by 
a frank sind thorough a i r i n g o f d i f f e r e n c e s . And, where consensus i s not p o s s i b l e , 
a c l e a r understanding of why t h i s i s the case can make an important c o n t r i b u t i o n to 
eventual agreement. For t h i s reason among others, the United States w i l l not 
h e s i t a t e to set f o r t h i t s views on the c o n t r o v e r s i a l issues with \/hich t h i s 
Committee deals. We expect others to be equally frank. I assure you that i n 
developing our future p o s i t i o n s we s h a l l give r e s p e c t f u l a t t e n t i o n to views-which 
d i f f e r from our own. 

In the s p i r i t of that precept, I should l i k e now to d i r e c t a t t e n t i o n to the 
key r e l a t i o n s h i p between the state of vrorld p o l i t i c s and a n^jmber of arms c o n t r o l 
p r o j e c t s v;hich are, or should be on our agenda. The arms c o n t r o l e f f o i t , a f t e r 
a l l , i s an i n t e g r a l part of vv'orld p o l i t i c s . I t should be a formative i n f l u e n c e i n 
the process of world p o l i t i c s and a c a t a l y s t f o r peace. Eut the converse of that 
sentence i s a l s o t r u e . At any given moment, the s t a t e o f world p o l i t i c s can a l l too 
e a s i l y f r u s t r a t e and overwhelm the p o t e n t i a l i t i e s of arms c o n t r o l . That i s the 
challenge faced by a l l who are vrorking i n the cause of peace today. 

In my remarks l a s t f a l l before the F i r s t Committee, I made the point that there 
i s a c e r t a i n u n r e a l i t y i n the t r a d i t i o n a l d i s c u s s i o n of many perennial items on the 
arms c o n t r o l agenda of the General Assembly and of t h i s Committee. The reason f o r 
t h i s tone of o t h e r - w o r l d l i n e s s , I s a i d , i s that i t has become the h a b i t of the 
United Nations to ignore the ce-ntral issue xn any o b j e c t i v e study of the problem of 
peace — the d e c l i n i n g i n f l u e n c e of /urticle 2 (4 ) of the Charter on the behaviour of 
States, This momentous sentence i s n e c e s s a r i l y the f i r s t comjnandment of the Charter, 
I t f o r b i d s the threat or the use of force against the t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y or 
p o l i t i c a l independence of any State. I t s p r o h i b i t i o n i s q u a l i f i e d only by the 
"inherent r i g h t " of i n d i v i d u a l or c o l l e c t i v e s elf-defence, protected c a t e g o r i c a l l y 
by / a r t i c l e 5I and by the powers of the Security СогшсИ. 

Yet the l a s t tvio decades and e s p e c i a l l y the l a s t decade have v/itnessed a r i s i n g 
t i d e of threats to the peace, breaches of the peace, and aggressions — actions vrhich 
have involved the threat or the use of force against the t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y or 
p o l i t i c a l independence of States i n every part of the world. From south-east A s i a 
to the Caribbean, State a f t e r State i s under threat or under act u a l attack. Unprovoked 
aggressions occur vrithout even tne pretext of the excuse of self-defence. Armed 
bands and t e r r o r i s t s cross p o l i t i c a l boundaries with impujiity to a s s a u l t the 
p o l i t i c a l independence of States. 

The habit of shameful s i l e n c e or impotent protest i n the face of aggression has 
many consequences, a l l bad. Perhaps the most i n s i d i o u s ij-i the long run i s i t s 
impact on i n t e r n a t i o n a l law. La'.- r e f l e c t s the p a t t e r n of behaviour vrhich a s o c i e t y 
deems r i g h t . Legal norms can survive i f they are not p e r f e c t l y or i n s t a n t l y obeyed, 
so l o n g as s o c i e t y seeks to enforce them and does sc e f f e c t i v e l y i n the end. But 
when the breach of declared logc-l norins becomes the r u l e rather than the exception; 
when a s o c i e t y gives"up any serious e f f o r t s to i n s i s t that i t s l e g a l norms be 
obeyed, those de c l a r a t i o n s cea^e to be norr^is i n any meaningful sense, and become no 
more than pious p l a t i t u d e s . I ask you tc look at a globe and count the number of 
places where war i s raging i n v i o l a t i o n of A r t i c l e 2(4), and then consider vrhether 
our f a i l u r e to defend tbyt a r t i c l e s t r i c t l y and iripArtiôlly i s not i n f a c t r e p e a l i n g 
i t as a c o n s t i t u t i o n a l p r i n c i p l e f o r the s o c i e t y of nations. 
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In the view o f the United States, t h i s question should be the f i r s t item on the 
agenda of the Committee on Disaxmament. I f A r t i c l e 2 ( 4 ) should become a dead l e t t e r , 

. the quest f o r disarmament would be a q u i x o t i c and Utopian a c t i v i t y . These are not 
words I use i n a p e j o r a t i v e sense. The s p i r i t of Cervaлtes and S t , Thomas Flore 
are indispensable to c i v i l i z a t i o n . Even so, we want arms c o n t r o l to be more than 
a dream, more than an a s p i r a t i o n . With the vrorld i n a s t a t e of anarchy, the e f f o r t 
to negotiate arms c o n t r o l agreements vrould cease to be a p r a c t i c a l way f o r 
r e i n f o r c i n g and safeguarding peace. I t would be nothing more than a d e s p a i r i n g 
pirotest of the human s p i r i t , a cri_du_coeur, expressing man's yearning f o r reason 
and decency i n a world which was becoming more i r r a t i o n a l and more menacing every 
day. 

Driven as they are by f e a r or by the l u s t f o r pov/er, large and small nations 
rush to arm, a l t h o u ^ they continue to r e c i t e the l i t a n y of disarmament and arms 
c o n t r o l . I t i s no wonder, under such circumstances, that we have achieved no 
s i g n i f i c a n t arms c o n t r o l agreements or arms reduction agreements f o r nearly 10 years. 

The basic cause of the d e c l i n i n g i n f l u e n c e of A r t i c l e 2 ( 4 ) i n world a f f a i r s , 
and the corresponding e c l i p s e of arms c o n t r o l , i s the expansionist p o l i c y of the 
Soviet Union and the extraordinary m i l i t a r y build-up on which i t i s based, 

Soviet propaganda recognizes that the world l i v e s under t h r e a t , but i t proclaims 
that the threat to the peace i s caused by a supposed "arms race", vrhich takes the 
form of a Western e f f o r t to a t t a i n m i l i t a r y s u p e r i o r i t y over the Soviet Union and then 
s t a r t a nuclear war. There i s no arms race. The h i s t o r y of the m i l i t a r y balance 
between the Soviet Union and the United States i s c l e a r f o r a l l to see. For many 
yeaxs a f t e r 1 9 4 5 , the Soviet Unioii had l a r g e r conventionally-armed forces than the 
United States, and the United States had l a r g e r nuclear f o r c e s . During the 1 9 7 0 s , 
the Soviet Union continued to increase both i t s conventional and i t s nuclear f o r c e s , 
while the United States remained sta b l e i n the nuclear sphere and reduced i t s 
conventional f o r c e s . The United States d i d not race. On the contrary, i t accepted 
what i t described as an e f f o r t by the Soviet Union to a t t a i n p a r i t y and e q u a l i t y , 
a р1аюе i n the sun, recognized status as a great power. Once the Soviet Union 
reached e q u a l i t y , many people i n the West believed i t wovild end i t s m i l i t a r y build-up 
and s e t t l e dovm to peaceful co-existence under the r u l e s of the Charter, 

No one i n the West can accept such views noví. The Soviet Union has a t t a i n e d 
m i l i t a r y p a r i t y w i t h the United States by any measure, yet i t continues to b u i l d i t s 
armed forces and to expand i t s empire by means of f o r c e . 

In response, the United States, i t s a l l i e s , and many other nations have 
r e l u c t a n t l y undertaken the buixien of modernizing t h e i r armed forces i n a belated e f f o r t 
to r e s t o r e the m i l i t a r y balance. 

The Soviet Union does not i n i t i a t e a l l the turbulence i n the vrorld, A great deal 
occurs without b e n e f i t of Soviet i n t e r v e n t i o n . But the Soviet Union does e x p l o i t and 
manipvilate r e g i o n a l turbulence i n the i n t e r e s t of e n l a r g i n g i t s sphere of domineince. 
And the Soviet example tempts other States to commit aggression a l s o , hoping f o r the 
immunity from e f f e c t i v e response ^ЙЙсЬ the Soviet Union has thus f a r enjoyed i n i t s 
i m p e r i a l adventures. 
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Soviet expansion i s not a marginal nuisance at the periphery of world p o l i t i c s . 
I t i s , on the contrary, one of the dominant elements determining the course of events. 
Soviet expansionism seeks to destroy the world balance of forces on which the s u r v i v a l 
of fre'edom depends. In that quest, the Soviet d r i v e has gone too f a r . I t has 
produced a wave of f e a r which w i l l become a wave of panic unless \ie move promptly 
and e f f e c t i v e l y to re s t o r e A r t i c l e 2 ( 4 ) as part of the l i v i n g law of i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
p o l i t i c s . 

I t i s the c o n v i c t i o n of the United States that the time has come f o r the peoples 
of the world and t h e i r Governments to demand that the Soviet Union accept the only 
p o s s i b l e r u l e of true detente, that of scrupulous respect f o r the p r o v i s i o n s of the 
United Nations Charter regarding the i n t e r n a t i o n a l use of f o r c e , 

Шеп that view i s explained to Soviet r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s , they sometimes respond 
that we are asking them to give up a f o r e i g n p o l i c y "rooted i n t h e i r nature as a 
s o c i e t y and a State " , To that claim, the United States r e p l i e s that we recognize 
the r i g h t of the Soviet Union to preach the creed of Communism at v r i l l and i n p e r f e c t 
freedom. No democracy could ever consider a d i f f e r e n t p o s i t i o n , \i/hat we cannot 
accept — what the State system cannot t o l e r a t e — i s the t h e s i s that the Soviet Union 
has a s p e c i a l — and e x c l u s i v e — r i ^ t to spread i t s f a i t h by the sword. No 
United Nations body, no scholar i n any country has been able to r e c o n c i l e t h i s 
b a s i c Soviet p o s i t i o n v/ith the Charter or w i t h the corpus of i n t e r n a t i o n a l customary 
law which i s the context of the Charter. No State can accept a doctrine v/hich would 
authorize i t s n e i ^ b o u r s to send armies or armed bands across i t s ' f r o n t i e r s or to send 
arms to those who would challenge i t s a u t h o r i t y . The Soviet doctrine i s an attempt 
to square the c i r c l e . This doctrine has f a i l e d as a theory. And i n p r a c t i c e i t 
stands revealed as incompatible with the necessary conditions f o r co-operation i n the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l s o c i e t y of States, 

The leaders of the Soviet Union may imagine that they have made great progress i n 
recent years towards t h e i r goal of dominion. But that b e l i e f i s an i l l u s i o n . At 
enormous cost, the Soviet Union has made s i g n i f i c a n t gains during the l a s t three 
decades i n i t s quest f o r empire. But the Soviet e f f o r t has transformed i t s s t r a t e g i c 
p o s i t i o n . It'has c a l l e d i n t o being a vast c o a l i t i o n of nations determined to r e t a i n 
t h e i r freedom. I t i s c l e a r that the Soviet Union can never achieve i t s purpose, 
even t h r o u ^ war. 

The moral of t h i s t ragic'chapter i n tv/entieth century h i s t o r y i s c l e a r , and we 
stre s s i t now while there i s time to change course, and r e t u r n to the way of peace. 

The highest n a t i o n a l i n t e r e s t of the United States i n v/orld p o l i t i c s i e a system 
of peace i n which a l l the nations respect the r u l e s of the Charter regarding the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l use of f o r c e . A l l ovœ other ambitions i n v/orld p o l i t i c s — economic 
s t a b i l i t y and'progress; the v i n d i c a t i o n of human r i g h t s ; the advance of l i t e r a c y , 
of education and of c u l t u r e ; and the encouragement of progressive peaceful change — 
depend i n the end on the achievement and maintenance of peace i n that sense. 

I t i s our view that the achievement of a system of peace i s equally the highest 
n a t i o n a l i n t e r e s t of every other S t a t e , Indeed, t h r o u ^ the Charter, every State 
has solemnly promised every other State that peace i n t h i s sense i s i t s highest 
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n a t i o n a l i n t e r e s t . I t should nov; Ъе obvious — to r e c a l l a phrase once used by the 
Soviet Foreign L l i n i s t e r , Maxim L i t v i n o v — that peace i s i n d i v i s i b l e . The dynamics 
of war permit no sanctuaries. As President Reagan has s a i d , the vrorld cannot j u s t i f y 
or t o l e r a t e a double standard v/ith regard to the i n t e r n a t i o n a l use of f o r c e . A l l 
must obey the s£une r u l e s . In the v/ords of Secretary Haig, "the r u l e s of the Charter 
governing the i n t e r n a t i o n a l use of force w i l l lose a l l t h e i r influence on the behaviour 
of nations i f the Soviot Union continues i t s aggressive course". 

We hope that t h i s session of the Committee on Disarmament v / i l l make a powerful 
c o n t r i b u t i o n to the cause of peace by c a l l i n g on the m.embers of the United Nations 
to rededicate themselves to a p o l i c y of s t r i c t and unwavering respect f o r the r u l e 
of A r t i c l e 2 ( 4 ) , The discussion of the problem here, and the pu r s u i t of that 
discussion at the forthcoming second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted 
to disarmament should help to c r y s t a l l i z e a ne\/ state of p u b l i c opinion throughout 
the world — a sta t e of p u b l i c opinion v/hich could compel a l l nations to accept 
the v i s i o n which dominated the Conference at San Francisco v/here the Charter v^as 
approved i n 1945» i n the shadow of an a p p a l l i n g v/ar. 

The s i g n i f i c a n c e of v/liat we propose here i s brought out by the pattern o f 
Soviet p o l i c y i n Poland. 

I t has been c l e a r f o r several years that,'except f o r a t h i n l a y e r of Party and 
State o f f i c i a l s i n Poland, the P o l i s h people has been seeking a nev/ order of things 
i n i t s homeland — aii order characterized by freedom and p l u r a l i s m i n every aspect 
of the l i f e of the n a t i o n . Above a l l , the P o l i s h people have made i t c l e a r that the 
s p i r i t which sustained the P o l i s h nation between 1792 and 19IB i s s t i l l unconquerable. 

Poland and the other countries of Eastern Europe v/ere promised a free choice by 
the three v i c t o r i o u s a l l i e s v/ho met a generation ago at Y a l t a and Potsdam, 
President Kennedy sa i d on a famous occasion that "our tv/o peoples, v/hich nov/ l i v e 
i n danger" would not be able to l i v e i n peace u n t i l the Soviet promise of free 
choice i n Eastern Europe v/as kept. 

But the Soviet promises of Y a l t a and Potsdam f o r Eastern Europe have not been 
kept. Those promises of themselves transform the c r i s i s i n Poland i n t o a matter of 
deep and l e g i t i m a t e i n t e r n a t i o n a l concern, e s p e c i a l l y since the other terms of the 
post-war understanding have also eroded. 

There i s another and even more basic i n t e r n a t i o n a l dimension to the c r i s i s i n 
Poland, The m i l i t a r y coup d'état i n Poland and the imposition of m a r t i a l lav/ by the 
m i l i t a r y d i c t a t o r of Poland v/ere acts done v/ith Soviet c o m p l i c i t y and p a r t i c i p a t i o n , 
under the compelling threat that, i f the P o l i s h armed forces d i d not act , the 
Soviet Union would do so i t s e l f . This i s a threat and use of force i n v i o l a t i o n of 
A r t i c l e 2(4) of the Charter, a f l a g r a n t breach of the peace i n one of the most 
s e n s i t i v e and important s t r a t e g i c areas of world p o l i t i c s . 

F i n a l l y , the United States and i t s NATO a l l i e s have stressed that events i n 
Poland v i o l a t e the F i n a l Act of the Conference on Secur i t y and Co-operation i n Europe, 
which was signed at H e l s i n k i i n 1975* The assurances and the hopes embodied i n that 
document give f u r t h e r ground f o r the c o n v i c t i o n that v/hat i s happening i n Poland i s 
not a purely domestic problem. 
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I t has Ъееп the o b j e c t i v e of the United States i n the P o l i s h c r i s i s not only to 
stress the g r a v i t y of v;hat i s happening, but to o f f e r the Soviet Union a peaceful 
and constructive v7ay to r e c o n c i l e i t s s e c u r i t y concerns with the l e g i t i m a t e demands 
of the P o l i s h people. The State system as i t developed a f t e r 1945 nrust accommodate 
i t s e l f to peaceful change. I f i t f a i l s to bend, i t w i l l s u r e l y break. Therefore 
President Reagan, i n h i s statement of 23 December, o f f e r e d the co-operation of the 
United States m l a r g e — s c a l e programmes f o r e f f e c t i v e a c t i o n that would resto r e the 
v i t a l i t y of the P o l i s h economy, v;ithout i n any way threatening the l e g i t i m a t e 
s e c u r i t y i n t e r e s t s of the Soviet Union. He r e c a l l e d the American o f f e r of the 
lyiarshail Plan i n the l a t e 1 9 4 0 s , an o f f e r which Poland f i r s t acc^-pted, and then 
was forced to r e j e c t . At the same time. President Reagan warned against steps that 
could l e t loose the dogs of vfar. No man can foresee or c o n t r o l the consequence of 
such developments. 

The un i t e d States has high hopes f o r a f a i r and rea.sonable outcome of the c r i s i s 
i n Poland. Such a turn i n Soviet p o l i c y could make many other agreements p o s s i b l e , 
and help prepare the way f o r a genuine improvement i n the climate of world p o l i t i c s 
and the f a b r i c of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l commijnity. 

One of the p r i n c i p a l mee.ns on vrhich v;e r e l y to achieve that goa.l i s the 
n e g o t i a t i o n of f a i r and balanced agreements f o r the redaction of nuclear arms, and 
p a r t i c u l a r l y of o f f e n s i v e nuclear arms. Cur p o l i c y i n such t a l k s , as President Reagan 
made c l e a r i n h i s speech of 18 November 1981, i s to propose v/hatever reductions are 
necessary to achieve f o r each sic-e an equal capacity to deter nuclear v/ar. The p o l i c y 
of equal deterrence vrould deny to e i t h e r side the capacity to use or to brandish 
nuclear vreapons as an instrument of aggression or p o l i t i c a l coercion. Measuring 
deterrence, and d i s t i n g u i s h i n g retaliator;y" weapons from those capable of use as 
weapons of aggression, are complex problems. With good v r i l l , they can be solved. 

The United States p o l i c y vrith respect to nuclear vreapons c u r r e n t l y includes 
several d i f f e r e n t elements, Viith respect to intermediate range land-based nuclear 
m i s s i l e s , negotiations have begun i n a constructive-atmosphere, and c o n s i d e r a t i o n i s 
being given to President Reagan's proposal to a b o l i s h a l l such weapon systems, vrherever 
l o c a t e d , American arms c o n t r o l p o l i c y i s by no means l i m i t e d to t h i s aspect of the 
problem. In h i s speech of 18 November 1 9 8 1 , President Reagan also proposed the e a r l y 
resumption of Soviet-American negotiations on the redaction of i n t e r c o n t i n e n t a l 
range m i s s i l e s , the r e v i t a l i z a t i o n of the negotiations on Mutual and Balanced Force 
Reductions and a vigorous attack on tlie problem of measures f o r reducing the r i s k 
of s^jxprise attack and the chance of war a r i s i n g out of -uncertainty or m i s c a l c u l a t i o n . 
A l l these proposals, the President s a i d , are based "on -tiie same f a i r minded 
p r i n c i p l e s — s u b s t a n t i a l , m i l i t a r i l y s i g n i f i c a n t reductions i n f o r c e s , equal 
c e i l i n g s f o r s i m i l a r types of f o r c e s , and adequate pr o v i s i o n s f o r v e r i f i c a t i o n " . 

T h i s , then, i s the p o l i c y framevrork w i t h i n vrhich the United States i s working 
toward arms c o n t r o l . I can ass-'ore you that the United States v r i l l p lay i t s f u l l 
p art i n d e v i s i n g s o l u t i o n s f o r these problems i f the Soviet Union, by adopting 
p o l i c i e s of r e s t r a i n t , makes i t p o s s i b l e f o r the f u l l range of arms c o n t r o l 
negotiations and other co-operative a c t i v i t i e s i n t h i s f i e l d to continue. 
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. -These-basic-p^illars--of United .States arms c e n t r a l p o l i c y are fimdamental to the 
issues on which t h i s Committee has focxised much of i t s a t t e n t i o n since i t s 
establishment. Foremost among these has been the question of a comprehensive ban 
on the t e s t i n g of nuclear weapons. In the many discussions of t h i s problem here, 
the ultimate d e s i r a b i l i t y of a t e s t Ьал has not been at is s u e , but unanimity has 
been l a c k i n g on questions of approach and ti m i n g . 

The United States Government has reviewed the question of nuclear t e s t i n g i n the 
context of i t s impact not only on arms c o n t r o l e f f o r t s but also on the need to 
maintain the s t a b i l i t y of the nuclear balance, bearing i n mind i n p a r t i c u l a r the 
importance of achie v i n g e f f e c t i v e v e r i f i c a t i o n measiires and ensuring compliance with 
any agreed r e s t r i c t i o n s . 

I t i s c l e a r that any consideration of a complete cessation of nuclear explosions 
must be r e l a t e d to the a b i l i t y of the Western nations to maintain c r e d i b l e deterrent 
f o r c e s . I t i s equally c l e a r that a t e s t ban cannot of i t s e l f end the threat posed 
by nuclear vreapons. L i m i t a t i o n s on t e s t i n g must n e c e s s a r i l y be considered w i t h i n 
the broad range of nuclear i s s u e s . D i r e c t means f o r achieving progress towards the 
e l i m i n a t i o n of the nuclear menace are" the r e s t o r a t i o n of A r t i c l e 2('-i) of the 
United Nations Charter as a r e a l i t y i n v/orld p o l i t i c s , the ne g o t i a t i o n o f s i g n i f i c a n t 
reductions i n nuclear vreapons, and the eventual e l i m i n a t i o n of the weapons themselves. 
Thus, while a comprehensive ban on nuclear t e s t i n g remains an element i n the f u l l 
range of long-term United States arms c o n t r o l o b j e c t i v e s , vre do not bel i e v e t h a t , 
under present circumstances, a comprehensive t e s t ban could help to reduce the 
threat of nuclear vreapons or to maintain the s t a b i l i t y of the nuclear balance. 
The United States f u l l y shares the keen concern of members of t h i s Committee to 
move forward r a p i d l y i n the e f f o r t to remove the burden of nuclear weapons from 
world p o l i t i c s . The United States v r i l l work c o n s t r u c t i v e l y with the Committee i n 
i t s e f f o r t s to achieve t h i s end. 

In the area of chemical vreapons, the Committee on Disarmament has already done 
us e f u l work, and the United States commends the Chairmen of previous chemical weapons 
vrorking groups and the delegations that have p a r t i c i p a t e d so e f f e c t i v e l y i n t h i s 
e f f o r t . President Reagan has novr reaffirmed United States support f o r e f f o r t s to • 
achieve a complete and v e r i f i a b l e ban on chemical weapons and has d i r e c t e d 
United States representatives to p a r t i c i p a t e a c t i v e l y i n t h i s important quest. 
The United States believes that the Committee on Disarmament i s the appropriate 
forum f o r work toward a chemical weapons convention. Therefore, i t i s the 
United States' i n t e n t i o n to concentrate i t s e f f o r t s toviard the el a b o r a t i o n of a 
convention banning chemical weapons i n t h i s Committee. We believe the Vforking Group 
has 'Successfully completed the bulk of i t s i n i t i a l task and, i n so doing, has 
i d e n t i f i e d important area^ of agreement and disagreement. The next step i s to see 
i f i t i s p o s s i b l e to harmonize views on the major elements of an eventual agreement. 
Such a step i s a p r e r e q u i s i t e to the achievement of our ultimate o b j e c t i v e , and the 
United States delegation, therefore, v r i l l support a r e v i s e d mandate f o r the Working 
Group that w i l l allovr i t to undertake t h i s e s s e n t i a l task. 

I t i s no secret that vievrs diverge widely on the subject of v e r i f y i n g compliance 
with arms c o n t r o l agreements. The United States believes that the chemical weapons 
Working Group should devote particvxlar a t t e n t i o n to v e r i f i c a , t i o n and compliance 
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i s s u e s , from both a p o l i t i c a l and a t e c l i n i c a l standpoint. I urge t h e members of the 
V/orking Group to apply t h e i r expertise and imagination to f i n d i n g \iays to overcome the 
many complex problems v/hich face us i n t h i s area. One such problem, i s that of 
undeclared stocks and undeclared chemical v/eapons production, f i l l i n g and storage 
f a c i l i t i e s . Further, v/hen the chemical v/eapons experts meet, I urge that , i n 
a d d i t i o n to continuing t h e i r work on t o x i c i t y standards, t h e y be asked to examine 
promising t e c h n i c a l methods f o r monitoring the shutdown of chemical v/eapons 
production and f i l l i n g f a c i l i t i e s . In thi s manner the Committee can make use of 
our c o l l e c t i v e expertise to t r y to surm.ount a major hurdle r e l a t i n g to v e r i f i c a t i o n 
of an eventual agreement. I t i s t h e c o n v i c t i o n of the United States that i n t h i s , 
as i n other areas, the problem of v e r i f y i n g compliance with arms c o n t r o l agreements 
requires a c t i v e co-operation among the s i g n a t o r i e s and not r e l i a n c e on n a t i o n a l 
t e c h n i c a l means alone. 

While I am on the subject of expert groups I should dv/ell f o r a moment on the 
work of the Group of S c i e n t i f i c l i c p e r t s , víhose e f f o r t s thus f a r have been pointed 
toward the i n t e r n a t i o n a l exchange of seismic data. As you are aware,- the United States 
has been an a c t i v e p a r t i c i p a n t i n a l l the a c t i v i t i e s of t h i s Group. We v/ant t h i s 
work to continue f o r as long as u s e f u l r e s u l t s are being produced and v/e intend f u l l y 
to support i t s ongoing e f f o r t s . \/e are av/are of the i n t e r e s t v/hich has been expressed 
by other delegations i n an enlarged mandate f o r the Group, one that v/ould enable i t 
to consider the p o s s i b i l i t y of exchanging data on nuclear explosions and on c e r t a i n 
other unusual events o c c u r r i n g i n the atmosphere. We have also examined t h i s 
p o s s i b i l i t y and v^ant to share our viev/s i n f o r m a l l y with other delegations. The i d e a 
here i s to increase tho a b i l i t y of the Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts to make a u s e f u l 
c o n t r i b u t i o n to improving our v e r i f i c a t i o n c a p a b i l i t i e s . 

At the l a s t session of the General Assembly, the question of c o n t r o l l i n g arms 
i n outer space v/as the subject of a l i v e l y debate v/hich r e s u l t e d i n the adoption of 
tvTO r e s o l u t i o n s , both of \/hich iDu t the problem on the agenda of t h i s Committee. The 
United States b e l i e v e s that t h i s was an appropriate step. This i s a d i f f i c u l t , 
complex issue that cannot be separated from broader arms c o n t r o l i s s u e s . Because of 
the magnitude of the problems involved, we must not expect -immediate progress i n -this 
area. The problem i s one that must be approached v/ith extreme care. The r a m i f i c a t i o n s 
are l e g i o n ; so are the p i t f a l l s . Too quick a plunge without adequate p r i o r 
r e f l e c t i o n could be f a t a l tc our ob j e c t i v e of achie v i n g a s t a b l e environment i n outer 
space. At t h i s stage, the United States ю prepared to discuss the iss u e i n cin 
informal and general v/ay at informal meetings of the Committee v/here various points 
of viev/ and proposals could be t h o r o u ^ i l y vetted before any f u r t h e r steps are taken. 

I have not yet mentioned three items that have been on the Committee's agenda 
i n the past and which await f i n a l a c t i o n . I r e f e r to the d r a f t r a d i o l o g i c a l vjeapons 
t r e a t y , the question o f e f f e c t i v e arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States 
that nuclear weapons v / i l l not be used against them and the development of a 
comprehensive programme of disarmament. The United States would l i k e to see the 
r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons t r e a t y completed soon. As we have s a i d many times before, i t 
would not be a major step toward p u t t i n g the nuclear genie back i n the b o t t l e , but 
i t would be a step, and anything we can do i n t h i s area should s u r e l y be done. More 
delay can only mean more d i f f i c u l t y i n achieving u l t i m a t e agreement on t h i s t r e a t y . 
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In connection w i t h another issue which has been under a c t i v e consideration by 
the Committee during i t s past three sessions, that of the s o - c a l l e d negative s e c u r i t y 
assurances, I vrould l i k e to r e a f f i r m the u n i l a t e r a l assurance given by the 
United States at the time of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session of the United Nations 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament i n 1 9 7 8 . As we s a i d at that time: 

"The United States w i l l not use nuclear weapons against any non-nuclear-
. weapon State party to the N o n - P r o l i f e r a t i o n Treaty or any comparable 

i n t e r n a t i o n a l l y b i n d i n g commitment not to acquire nuclear explosive devices, 
except i n the case of ал attack on the United States, i t s t e r r i t o r i e s or 
armed f o r c e s , or i t s a l l i e s , by such a State a l l i e d to or associated w i t h a 
nuclear-weapon State i n c a r r y i n g out or s u s t a i n i n g the attack." 

The United States stands by t h i s statement as a r e l i a b l e and f i r m assurance. 
We have nonetheless p a r t i c i p a t e d , and are w i l l i n g to continue to p a r t i c i p a t e i n 
the Working Group which deals viith t h i s i s s u e , and would j o i n a consensus to 
r e - e s t a b l i s h the group. The United States believes that development of a common 
assurance, as has been suggested, vrould be extremely d i f f i c u l t , a l t h o u ^ of course 
we are not opposed to t h i s concept. 

The Committee's task of developing a comprehensive programme of disarmament, 
as mandated by the f i r s t s p e c i a l session on disarmament, i s extremely important. We 
strongly support t h i s e f f o r t and w i l l continue to work c o n s t r u c t i v e l y toward 
envinciation of a meaningful programme to be presented to the General Assembly at i t s 
second s p e c i a l session. The United States believes that to achieve the necessary 
consensus, such a programme must be r e a l i s t i c and must r e f l e c t the secvurity needs 
of a l l States, I t should provide guidelines f o r the actions of States, with an 
o v e r - a l l goal of promoting world s t a b i l i t y and peace. 

Both the increased complexity of modem weapons and the turbvalent c o n d i t i o n of 
world p o l i t i c s have h i g h l i g h t e d the s p e c i a l importance of compliance with t r e a t i e s as 
a f a c t o r among the r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s of t h i s Committee, Trust i s an e s s e n t i a l 
ingredient of the c o n d i t i o n of peace, Montesquieu spoke of peace as a state of 
t r a n q u i l l i t y i n which no man need f e a r h i s n e i ^ b o u r , Alas, that c r i t e r i o n i s not 
s a t i s f i e d today i n many parts of the world. None of the neighbours of the Soviet Union 
can say'that i t f e e l s comfortable about the i n v i o l a b i l i t y of i t s borders. And more 
generally,,the expansionist p o l i c y of the Soviet Union radiates anxiety f a r beyond 
the States i n i t s immediate neighbourhood, to States which fea r the f a t e of 
Afghanistan, Poland, Czechoslovakia, Hungary, Romania, the German Democratic Republic, 
or B u l g a r i a . Troubling questions л ave a r i s e n about Soviet compliance v;ith i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
agreements concerning chemical and b i o l o g i c a l warfare. Those questions a f f e c t every 
State i n the world community. And they cast a shadow over the p o s s i b i l i t y of 
v e r i f y i n g Soviet compliance v/ith t r e a t i e s on the c o n t r o l of other arms, and 
p a r t i c u l a r l y of nuclear arms. 

In 1967, the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Red Cross published d i s t v i r b i n g evidence "about the 
use of Soviet chemical weapons i n the Yemen, Now, ' i n i t i a l c i r c i u n s t a n t i a l evidence 
that l e t h a l chemical weapons have been used i n 'Laos, Kampuchea, and Afghanistan has 
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been confirmed by new evidence, from south-east Asia — evidence of the use of 
prohibited lethail mycotoxins, which are particularly cruel and inhumane weapons of 
war. The production and use of such weapons raises most serious questions about 
compliance with existing international constraints on such activities, including the 
biological and toxin weapons Convention of 1972 and the 1925 Geneva Protocol, to which 
the Soviet Union is a psirty. This development demonstrates the necessity of further 
consideration of the adequacy of applicable verification and compliance provisions. 

It is v i t a l that a l l countries concerned co-operate to the fullest extent with 
the work of the United Nations Group of Ebcperts investigating this matter. It w i l l 
not sxiffice simply to c a l l attention to the problems. We deserve answers. The 1979 
anthrax outbreak in Sverdlovsk has never been adequately explained. The Soviet Union 
and i t s friends and al l i e s have vehemently denied that the Soviet Union i s engaged 
in anyway in the use of toxins or other chemical weapons. But i t remains altogether 
unwilling to disc\iss these matters in detail or to offer the kind of co-operation 
that might alleviate the legitimate concerns of the world community, Soviet behaviotir 
in the face of such inquiries has simply deepened the suspicioniS and anxiety of a l l 
persons of goodwill. This is a fact of particular importance to the work of this 
Committee. 

It is therefore essential that the verification of compliance with amns control 
treaties be made a central feature of our work programme here. Until the nations 
agree on the principle of far-reaching international co-operation in monitoring and 
enforcing compliance with such agreements, arms control and disarmament cannot begin 
to achieve their f u l l potential as programmes of peace. The Soviet Union has recently 
stated that v/hile i t continued to rely primarily on national means of verification 
of compliance with arms control treaties, i t was willing to accept co-ope!rative means 
of verification where circumstances make such procedures necessary and desirable. 
The United States welcomes this assurance. And i t recalls the fact that in 1947 
the Soviet Union made a far more comprehensive statement of i t s readiness to accept 
inspection and other co-operative means of verification i n the interest of arms 
control during the consideration of the United States' proposal for the international 
control of nuclear energy, known as the Baruch Plan, The v o l a t i l i t y and f r a ^ l i t y 
of the international atmosphere make i t essential that the Soviet Union go beyond 
President Brezhnev's statement of 23 November 1981, to Foreign Minister Gromyko's 
earlier and more ample offer. 

Thus far, I have alluded only in passing to the second special session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. That is because in many respects i t s shape 
and the nat\are of i t s contribution to our common endeavours cannot yçt be clearly 
foreseen. In no smaul part, what happens in New York in June w i l l depend upon what 
happens here between nov; and then. The Committee's work on the comprehensive 
programme of disarmament vill be a major input. In that effort, the United States 
wishes to play an active and energetic role. But, obviously, a l l does not rest on 
what we do here. Much wi l l depend on whether the behaviovir of States conforms to 
their professed goals and intentions. The work of the second special session w i l l 
be particularly sensitive to this factor, bet us hope that, to the extent that 
we can influence events, this Committee wi l l contribute to a special session which 
should be mairked by a rea l i s t i c appreciation of the role of arms limitations in the 
effort to maintadn peace and secvirity for a l l mankind. 
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I l r . TETiLATiOV (Bulgaria) ( t r a ^ i s l a t e d from Russian); I l r . Chairman, please accept 
my si n c e r e s t congratulations, on behalf of the Bulgarian delegation, on your 
assumption of the chairmanship of the Committee on Disarmament at the very beginning 
of t h i s important and c r u c i a l session. You nxiy count on our co-operation i n the 
performance of your task. 

Allow me al s o to extend my warmest thrnlcs to you and to a l l our colleagues f o r 
welcoming me as the ne\r representative of tho People's Republic of B u l g a r i a and a.t 
the same time to state that i t i s my sincere desire to maintain f r i e n d l y i-elations 
V7ith you a l l , based on mutual respect, as b e f i t s the noble objectives and tasks 
of t h i s important body f o r m u l t i l a t e r a l ne{jotiationG on disarmarient. Host of you 
have enormous vrorldly, p o l i t i c a l and diplomatic experience, combined \;ith s p e c i a l 
experience i n the disarmament f i e l d , and i t i e therefore an honour f o r me to j o i n 
your ranlcs, i n the expectr^tion of and counting on your co-operation. 

In t h i s , my f i r s t statement i n the Disarmajnent Committee, I propose simplj'' to 
make some comments on beha,lf of my delegation, v/ithout goin^ i n t o the detaàls of 
the negotiations on p a r t i c u l c i r i s s u e s . 

V/e a l l note with re^jret that the i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n i n which our Committee 
i s c a l l e d upon to \.'ork rema.ins comple:: and tense. Instead of disarmament and the 
easing of tension, of l a t e \ю have been hearing more and more frequently about a 
f u r t h e r upv/ard thrust i n the arms race, about the :\o\; doctrines of ''limi-ced nucleeir 
vra,r", "preventive" and other types of nuclear s t r i k e s , and about the increase i n 
m i l i t a r y budgets. The un i t e d States m i l i t a r y budg'et proposa-ls f o r I ' ^ Q ' j i s the 
l a t e s t example of these trends. A l l of i/hich, of course, aJso increases the 
l i k e l i h o o d of the outbreak of c o n f l i c t s , i n c l u d i n g nuclear '.;rr. 

In our view, tlie reason f o r t h i s state of a f f a i r s i n proscnt-day i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
r e l a t i o n s i s the p o l i c y of increr^sinc confrontation, of achieving m i l i t a r y s u p e r i o r i t y 
and exerting p o l i t i c a l and militcury pressure on a e l o b a l scale, and of subduinj? 
forces f i g h t i n g f o r t h e i r n a t i o n a l and socia,l freedom — the p o l i c y which has been 
pursued i n recent times by the i m p e r i a . l i s t i c c i r c l e s of a loading Western country. 

This p o l i c y i s unacceptable not only to us and to other s o c i a . l i s t countries; 
i t i s una-cceptable to the b i l l i o n s of inhabitajnts c f our planet; i t i s disastrous 
even f o r i t s authors themselves. Consequently, -'e v i l l not cease to repeat and 
to v/am that, i n the present d i f f i c u l t intemationa.1 s i t u a t i o n , fraUi^jht v i t h manifold 
dangers f o r peace, \;e ought a l l to r e f r a i n from follo\/in£' the path A/hich 1егЛз to 
deeper confrontation and instead to taJce the one \;hich leads to pra.ctical actions 
f o r the s o l u t i o n of i n t e r n a t i o n a l problems, the path of ne¿'0tiations towards the 
conclusion of i n t e r n a t i o n a l nercomentG and t r e a t i e s on the l i m i t a t i o n , reduction and 
e l i m i n a t i o n of a.rm.s. 

Guided by t h i s basic princi-ple, the s o c i a l i s t countries members of the 
\/arsav/ Treaty Organization declared a.t a meeting of the Coi;ffiúttee of I l i n i s t e r s 
f o r Foreign A f f a i r s , held on 1 anci 2 December IS'Cl at Bucharest: "The States 
represented at the meeting? consider that i n proeont-day conditions i t i s the supreme 
duty of every State, e\'ery responsible statesman, to shovr r e s t r a i n t , and to match 
t h e i r actions to man's v i o a l requirements, by proservinc and strenrthening peace, 
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and using m a t e r i a l and s c i e n t i f i c advances not f o r purposes of exterminating- people 
and destroying c i v i l i z a t i o n , but i n the i n t e r e s t s of colvine the s o c i a l and economic 
problems f a c i n g the various nations, enliancing t h e i r u e l l - b e i n g and permitting: the 
flov/ering of t h e i r c u l t u r e " . 

Today, more than at any time i n the past, the most urgent task i s to achieve 
an immediate cessation of the arms race and tc adopt r e a l and concrete disarmament 
measures, p a r t i c u l a r l y i n the nuclear f i e l d . 

Convinced of the pressing need f o r measures to reduce the danger of nuclear 
war, i n c l u d i n g the danger of such a war on a r e g i o n a l s c a l e , the People's Republic 
of B u l g a r i a , as you lcno\/, proposed that the idea of converting the Ballceins i n t o a 
nuclear-free zone should bc considered at the practica.l l e v e l . In t h i s connection, 
Todor Zhivkov, General Secretary of the Central Committee of the 3ul?r.riaji Comunist 
Party and Chairman of the Covncil ' - . - f S'-a-:o of zre People'n lep-.-blic of Bulia.rir., i n h i s 
speech on the occasion of the 1 5 0 0 t h anniversary of the foundin£ of the Bulgarian State, 
expressed our country's readiness to organize at S o f i a a meeting of leaders of 
Balkan States on t h i s question. The c r e a t i o n of nuclear-weapon-free zones i n 
the Balkans and i n other parts of Europe v/ould be an important measure f o r the 
strengthening of confidence bct\/een States on tho o l d continent. 

V/e welcome the resumption of Soviet-Am.erican t a l k s on the l i m i t a t i o n of nucloar 
v/eapons i n Europe, and the USSR p o s i t i o n as cot f o r t h i n the statement by 
I l r . L . I . Brezhnev at h i s moetinc v/ith the Advisory Council of the S o c i a l i s t I n t e r n a t i o n a l 
on Disarmament. Ue asGocia.te ourselves \iith h i s urgent demand f o r an e a r l y resumption, 
a l s o , of the s t r a t e g i c arms l i m i t a t i o n t a l k s , based on s t i ^ i c t observance of the 
p r i n c i p l e s of eour.lity and equal s e c u r i t y of the p a r t i e s . 

The emergence at the Madrid meeting of a decision concerning the convening of 
a conference on m i l i t a r y detente and disarmament i n Europe would be of p a r t i c u l a r 
s i g n i f i c a n c e f o r peace and s e c u r i t y on our continent. Such a d e c i s i o n , rather than 
attempts to turn the I>Ia.drid meeting i n t o a forum f o r atta.cks end i n t e r f e r e n c e i n 
the i n t e r n a l a f f a i r s of the s o c i a l i s t covuitries, \/ould help to strengthen s e c u r i t y 
and co-operation i n Europe. 

I v / i l l not concea.1 the f a c t t h a t , as a neuccmer to the meetings of t h i s Committee, 
I was disagreeably s u r p r i s e d to hear i n t h i s h a l l c e r t a i n Gta.tcments about e n t i r e l y 
d i f f e r e n t aims and approaches at l l a d r i d and here i n Geneva. Kou can the open attacks 
and i n t e r f e r e n c e i n the i n t e r n a l a f f a i r s of a sovereign ütate l i k e Poland bc explained? 
Some representatives even v/ent so f a r as to c r i t i c i z e the ideology and intema . 1 
systems of the USSR and other s o c i a l i s t countries. 

Unfortunately, the same note was struck i n today's speech by the head of the 
United States Arms Control and DisarmaxienL Agency, I l r . Rosto\/, from v/hom \'e e::pected — 
not a long p o l i t i c a l l e c t u r e , f u l l of accusations a-i^ainst the Soviet Union and other 
cou n t r i e s , i n c l u d i n g my o\m — but more concrete proposals on questions relevant to 
the Committee on Dicarmament. 

\/e disapprove of and protest againct cuch attempts to represent the c o n s t i t u t i o n a l 
measures adopted by one p a r t i c u l a r Govomiaent as a hindrance to our \/ork. For us, 
that i s another е::зтр1е of the usual propaganda campaign, a cmokescrcen, behind v/hich 
c e r t a i n i n d i v i d u a l s ai-e desirouc of concealing the multitude of concrete emd dangerous 
decisions adopted i n lû'.ÏO on the productioii глла deployment of пемет and ne\'er types 
of v/eapons. 
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Do the authors of such ac t i o n s b e l i e v e that the campai{jn a£.'ainst the s o c i a l i s t 
countries can serve as a cover-up f o r then and r.s j u s t i f i c a t i o n f o r t h e i r l a c l : 
of p o l i t i c a l v r i l l to acliieve r e a l neacures f o r Lhe l i m i t a t i o n of the arms race and 
disarmament? 

Ve associate ourselves vrith the vievr expressed here that i t vrould be h i g h l y 
vmdesirable and a great p i t y i f t h i s iiommittee — the only body f o r m u l t i l a t e r a l 
neg-otiations on disarmaxient — vrere to be converted i n t o a debating club, a place 
f o r r e c r i m i n a t i o n s and a t t a c k s , instead of concentrating on i t s responsible ta.cks. 

For these reasons, our delegation associates i o s e l f vrith the appeal of the 
Soviet delegation and a number of other delc^jaLions f o r an i n t e n s i f i c a t i o n of 
the Committee's vrork vrith a, vie\r to achieving r e a l r e s u l t s i n the negotiations 
so as to be able to malee a sub s t a n t i - i l c o n t r i b u t i o n to the strengtliening of 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y and the establishment of a sound bc.ois f o r the holding of 
the second s p e c i a l session of the United Uations General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament. 

The People's Republic of B u l g a r i a sets a h i j h \/alue on the r o l e the 
Committee on Disarmament could play i n the e l a b o r a t i o n , i n a b u s i n e s s - l i k e and 
responsible manner and on the b a s i s of a sound orga.nization of i t s vrork, appropriate 
agreements on a niunber of disarmament questions. 

The very grea.t importance-vrhich States attach to negooip.tions on disarmament 
vras r e f l e c t e d i n the adoption of numerous re s o l u t i o n s at the t h i r t y - s i x t h session 
of the United l l a t i o n s General Assembly. liany of the previous epealccrs have r i g h t l y 
emphasized thjit our Committee i s faced vrith nevr tasks and nevr r e s p o n s i b i l i t y i n 
the implementation of the v i l l of the overvrhelsing majority of- countries liembers 
of the United nations. The vrorld comnvmity and the peoples of the vrorld are 
demanding t h i c of us. 

There can be no doubt t h a t , among the itemc vre are to consider, p r i o r i t y must 
be given to nuclear disa.rmament and the e n t i r e range of questions conceincd vrith 
the l i m i t a t i o n of the nuclear arms race and the reduction c f the danger of nuclear 
vrar. In t h i s connection, the D e c l a r a t i o n on the Prevention of ITuclcar Catastrophe, 
adopted at the l a s t session of the United i l a t i o n c General Assembly upon the i n i t i a t i v e 
of the Soviet Union, i s p a r t i c u l a r l y relèvent. 

The group of s o c i a l i s t countries i n the Comi-iittee has sviggected a nrjjber of 
concrete mea.sures, incliiáin{; the es-to.blishment of a \rorkinc С'̂ о̂ Ф to i n i t i a t e 
n e g o t i a t i o n s on nuclear disarmanent i n accordmce v.dth prragraph 50 '>̂be 
F i n a l Document of the f i r s t s p e c i a l cession. The propocal f o r tlie cessation of 
the production of a l l types of nuclear vreapons and f o r the gradual reduction of 
s t o c k p i l e s of such vreapons u n t i l t l i c y are completely eliminated, has been on the 
n e g o t i a t i n g table f o r the l a s t three years. 

The complete and general p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclcar-vreapon test's i c another e::tromeÍy 
important i s s \ i e . Our delegation chares the concern of the overvrhelming ma.jority of 
delegations i n t h i s Coimnittee and associates i t s e l f v i t h the demand f o r the s e t t i n g 
up of an ad hoc vrorking- group. Ue have always attached great importance to the 
t r i p a r t i t e t a l k s betvrccn the Soviet Union, the United States vnd. the United liingdon, 
but our hopes that the V^estem partners wovild at l a s t respond p o s i t i v e l y to the 
Soviet Union's constn-Lctive steps have al s o not been r e a l i z e d . 
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Our delegation \ d l l continue to шке i t c c o n t r i b u t i o n to the work of the 
Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c E::perts on problems of the seismic monitoring of the 
observance of the future t r e a t y . 

The question of the general and complete p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear-v/eapon t e s t s 
i s c l o s e l y linlced with that of the development of ne\r types of nuclear ;;eapons. 
An example of t h i s gloomy prospect i s the d e c i s i o n of the present United Stii,teG 
a d m i n i s t r a t i o n to s t a r t production of nuclear neutron v/eaponc. In endeavouring 
to resolve t h i s i s s u e , we ought not to be put o f f by a r t i f i c i a l excuses, such as 
the argument that neutron v/eapons are not br.Gica.lly a new type of i/eapon and that 
there i s therefore no need to consider them separately. 

I t i s important that v/e should embark at once on negotiations f o r the e l a b o r a t i o n 
of a convention p r o h i b i t i n g t h i s type of v/eapon, f o r many s p e c i a l i s t s c a t e g o r i c a l l y 
a f f i r m that i t lo\/ers the "nuclear threshold." 

Another question v/hich i s c l o s e l y bovuid up v/ith the nuclear v/eapons icsue i s 
that of strengthening the s e c u r i t y assurances r'iven to non-nuclear-v/eanon States 
against the use or threat of use of nuclear v/oapons. Oar delega.tion's i n t e r e s t i n 
t h i s matter i s well-lcnov/n. Together \/ith the delegations of other s o c i a l i s t countries 
we have been taking an a c t i v e pcjrt i n the v/ork of the Ad Hoc \/orking Group concerned. 
Our aim continues to be the conclusion of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l convention, talking i n t o 
account, a l s o , other proposals i n t h i s d i r e c t i o n . In t h i s connection, \re believe 
that i t i s time to begin n e g o t i a t i o n s on the non-stationing of nuclear \/еатзопс 
on the t e r r i t o r i e s of States v/here there are no such v/eapons at present. 

Our delegation i s convinced that the Committee should concentrate i t s a t t e n t i o n 
on and contribute to the e l a b o r a t i o n of a t r e a t y f o r the p r o h i b i t i o n of the 
s t a t i o n i n g of v/eapons of any k i n d i n outer space. Ue f u l l y cupport the proposal 
made by the head f of the So.iet deloi-c.tion, Ambassador Iscra.elyaii, 
concerning the s e t t i n g up of an ad hoc v/orking group to negotiate w i t l ) tlie aim of 
reaching agreement and the te::t of such a t r e a t y . 

The progress of negotiations on chemical v/ea..pons i s an exajnple of hov/ the 
Committee's e f f o r t s l a g behind the development and deployment of nev/ and yet more 
dangerous types of such vreapons. Together v/ith other s o c i a l i s t countries and the 
vast m a j o r i t y of members of t h i s Committeo, \/e are i n favour of the. i n t e n o i f i c a . t i o n 
of n e g o t i a t i o n s vrithin the framev/ork of a mandate v/hich v.'ould open the way to 
the d r a f t i n g of the actuaJ p r o v i s i o n s of the future convention. 

\/e supported tho General Assembly's appea.l f o r a speedy resumption of the 
b i l a t e r a l negotia.tions and v/e consider that the Committee, f o r i t s p a r t , ought to 
pay p a r t i c u l a r a t t e n t i o n to bin a r y and other nevr types of chemical v/eapoñc, and 
al s o to the matter of non-stationing of chonical v.'eapons i n covintries v/here there 
are no such v/eapons at present. 

Our delegation attaches great importance to the question of nev; types of v/eapons 
of mass d e s t r u c t i o n and nev/ systems of such v/eaT)ons. \/e v/ould urge the s e t t i n g 
up of a group of q u a l i f i e d governmental e::pcrts, bearing i n mind the development of 
the question at the t h i r t y - s i ; : t h session of the United Ha.tions Genera.l Assembly. 
I t i s our b e l i e f that the s e t t i n g up of such a group v/ould permit an in-depth study 
to be made of the oviestion v/ithin the framev/ork of a permanent and purpose-oriented 
o r g a n i z a t i o n a l s t r u c t u r e . 
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I w i l l not dwell on the c,uoction of a conprehensive рго.'ггапшс of disarmaaent, 
since the Czechoslovak delegation has explained the connaon p o s i t i o n of the s o c i a , l i s t 
c ountries. \/e hoj^e t h r t a l l delegations \áll adopt a constructive a,pproach which 
w i l l allow the \/orking Group to f u l f i l i t s mandate under the guidance of one 
of the most b r i l l i a n t statesmen a c t i v e i n m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on disarmanent, 
the d i s t i n g u i s h e d lea.der c f the l l e x i c a i i deleg?.tion, ̂ uabacsador Rebles. 

As I approach the end of my f i r s t si-c^emont i n the Committee, I should l i k e 
-to quote some remarks niade by Todor Zhiv]:ov, General Secretary of the Central Committee 
of the Bulgarian Communist Party and CliairmrJi of the CoLuricil c f State of the 
People's Republic c f B u l g a r i a , v/hich admirably r e f l e c t our posiüions on arms race 
questions and our e f f o r t s tov/ards the adoption of r e a l measures i n the sphere of 
disarmament, i n h i s recent interview wiulj Robert ilaxvrell, the Chairman of 
Pergamon Press, ïodor Zhivl:cv s a i d the f o l l o w i n g : 

"Bulgaria i s a small countrj'- and i t i s not a matter of i n d i f f e r e n c e to us 
whether \/e have to a l l o c a t e a.dditional funds f o r our defence i n v i c v of 
the ne\i upward thrust i n the arms race or whether we may d i r e c t tliose funds 
to peaceful construction, thereby b e t t e r i n g the l i f e of our people. \/e э,ге 
by no means i n d i f f e r e n t to the question \/hether the ne\r :.пег1сзл nuclear 
'cruise' and 'pershing - 2 ' m i s s i l e s ere to be stationed i n Uestern Europe, 
e s p e c i a l l y as Bulgaria too cones w i t h i n the range of t h e i r a c t i o n . Our 
a t t i t u d e i s the sane as regards the decision to produce neutron weapons 
which, i n accordance with s t r a t e g i c p i r n s , are a l s o to be stationed on 
our continent. 

I t i s not a question of whether B u l g a r i a and other s o c i a l i s t countries 
are equipped with such types of vreapons or f a c i l i t i e s f o r producing them. 
The point i s thi-.t '.he p i l i n g up of ever nevrer types of weapons, each more 
dangerous than the l a s t , У:юте ani". nore ercpensive, does not mal:e f o r a 
more stable peace. On the contrary, the grov.dng mountain of arms i s i t s e l f 
becoming a monstrous threat to manlcind". 

In conclusion, I chov.ild l i k e to state once again that, during t h i s session, 
and i n accordance \ i i t h uhe Committee'c programme of \-ork, the Bulgarian delegation 
v ; i l l present i t s views i n d e t a i l on the varions questions on our agenda. 

The СНАШШТ: I thanlc the representr.ti;e of B u l g a r i a f o r the k i n d words he 
addressed to the Chair. 

Hr. SAHI (Indonesia): !'¡r. Chaiman, nay I j o i n the spealcers '..ho have preceded 
me to extend to you the congratulr.tiens of my delegation on your accession to the 
chairmanship of t h i s Committee. liay delegation v/ishes to pledge to you i t s f u l l e s t 
co-operation i n the discharge of your functi o n s . I should also l i k e to a v a i l myself 
of t h i s opporttuiity to thiinlc the d i s t i n g u i s h e d colleagues w]io, i n t h e i r statements, 
have r e f e r r e d with k i n d vrords to my chaimansliip. Por my p a r t , I v.dsh to express 
once again my deepest gratitude f o r the co-operation and assistance extended to 
me by a l l delegations and by the Secretary of the Committee, iuriba,sca,dor J a i p a l , 
and h i s c o l l a b o r a t o r s during my t e r n of o f f i c e . 
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During a l l the years since the adoption of the Charter of the United Nations, 
the i n t e r n a t i o n a l conmunity has c e a s e l e s s l y affirmed the n e c e s s i t y of disarmament. 
The need to achie- • disarmament, especial? r nuclear disarmajnent, has been expressed 
again and again. I t has not been p o s s i b l e , r e g r e t t a b l y , to t r a n s l a t e those 
expressions i n t o concrete a c t i o n s . Although everybody clamours f o r disarmament 
i n t h e i r statements, i n f a c t the arms race, i n c l u d i n g that i n the nuclear f i e l d , 
has continued vmabated. The number of nuclear weapons i n the arsenals of n u c l e a r -
weapon Powers has been growing i n c e s s a n t l y , i n quantity and i n t h e i r unimaginable 
d e s t r u c t i v e capacity, thus i n c r e a s i n g , instead of diminishing — much l e s s e l i m i n a t i n g — 
the danger of nuclear war. The impatience of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community to see 
concrete disarmament measures speedily taken, p a r t i c u l a r l y by those nuclear-weapon 
Powers and nations having the l a r g e s t m i l i t a r y a r s e n a l s , has been f r e q u e n t l y manifested. 
E s p e c i a l l y during the l a s t few years,non-governmental c i r c l e s and i n d i v i d u a l s i n various 
p.?rts of the world have organized meetings, adopted r e s o l u t i o n s , made statements and 
issued appeals; popular demonstrations have taken place demanding the cessation of 
the nuclear arms race and disarmament. The problem today does not seem to be so much 
to a t t r a c t the a t t e n t i o n of a l l peoples, to fvirther mobilize world p u b l i c opinion and 
provide a powerful impetus f o r the cause c f disarmament, as formulated i n paragraph 99 
of the P i n a l Document of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament, but rather how the States Members of the United Nations, and t h i s 
Committee, w i l l c oncretely r e a c t to the demand of i n t e r n a t i o n a l p u b l i c opinion and 
hov/ they w i l l t r a n s l a t e the solemn r e a f f i r m a t i o n i n t o concrete and p o s i t i v e a c t s to 
work, i n the words of paragraph 126 of the F i n a l Document, " f o r general and complete 
disarmament and to make fvirther c o l l e c t i v e e f f o r t s aimed at strengthening peace and 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y ; e l i m i n a t i n g the threat of vra,r, p a r t i c u l a r l y nuclear war; 
implementing p r a c t i c a l measures aimed at h a l t i n g and reversing the arms race; 
strengthening the procedvires f o r the peaceful settlement of disputes; and reducing 
m i l i t a r y expenditures and u t i l i z i n g the resources thus released i n a manner which w i l l 
help to promote the well-being of a l l peoples and to improve the economic conditions of 
the developing c o u n t r i e s " . VJhat i s necessary today i s the t r a n s l a t i o n of those 
solemn words i n t o concrete a c t s , not a continued r e p e t i t i o n c f the same statements 
without f o l l o w i n g hem up w i t h the sorely-'eeded p o l i t i c a l d' -iision to a c t . 

Being a developing country i n the process of a c c e l e r a t i n g i t s o v n endeavours to 
r a i s e the well-being of i t s people, Indonesia has a v i t a l i n t e r e s t i n the success of 
disarmament e f f o r t s . We b e l i e v e that concrete achievements i n the disarmament 
process w i l l r e s u l t i n the strengthening of peace and s e c u r i t y , at the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
as w e l l as at the r e g i o n a l l e v e l , a condition indispensable f o r the vmhampered process 
of s u c c essful n a t i o n a l development. There i s , indeed, a close r e l a t i o n s h i p between 
disarmament on the one hand and i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c u r i t y and development on 
the other hand. As stated i n paragraphs 34 and 35 of the F i n a l Document, progress 
i n any of these spheres would hâve a b e n e f i c i a l e f f e c t on or help g r e a t l y i n the 
r e a l i z a t i o n of the other. We have takrn note of the tvio i n t e r e s t i n g studies r e l a t i n g , 
r e s p e c t i v e l y , to the r e l a t i o n s h i p between disarmament and development and that between 
disarmament and i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y , prepared by the Secretary-General with the 
assistance of groups of experts, which were submitted l a s t year to the General Assembly 
at i t s t h i r t y - s i x t h session. I t i s the earnest hope of my delegation that the 
r e l a x a t i o n of i n t e r n a t i o n a l tension, progress i n détente, mutual confidence betvreen 
nations and respect f o r the p r i n c i p l e s of the United Nations Charter w i l l again 
p r e v a i l , c r e a t i n g an atmosphere which v / i l l enable the Committee on Disarmament to 
work more s u c i e s s f u l l y and e f f e f i t i v e l y i n the discharge of the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 
entrusted to i t by the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community, namely, to exert a l l e f f o r t s to 
achieve general and complete disarmament vender e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l c o n t r o l . 
I t i s the task of a l l nations, the most powerful i n p a r t i c u l a r , to oréate an 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l p o l i t i c a l atmosphere which would be conducive to the process of 
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disarmament. The holocaust caused by a nuclear war w i l l not be l i m i t e d to the 
nuclear Powers alone; i t w i l l not stop a t t h e i r f r o n t i e r s . I t i s , therefore, 
with a f e e l i n g of great f r u s t r a t i o n that'we have to watch, p r a c t i c a l l y powerless, 
the power-game between the nuclear Powers, the stake of which i s the.very existence 
of the whole of mankind. We observe with the deepest concern the worsening 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l p o l i t i c a l climate marked by continued p o l i t i c a l confrontation and 
r i v a l r y between powerful nations armed to the teeth, the aggravation of i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
tension and the i n t e n s i f i c a t i o n of the arms race. I t i s i n t h i s context that my 
delegation would l i k e to express the hope that the negotiations on intermediate-
range nuclear weapons i n Europe between the United States and the Soviet Union w i l l 
b r i n g about p o s i t i v e r e s u l t s which w i l l be h e l p f u l to the process of disarmament. 

Allow me now to r e f e r b r i e f l y to the question of the agenda and programme 
of work of the current session of ovoc Committee. This f i r s t part of the 1982 session 
i s of a s p e c i a l nature because we are meeting j u s t before the convening of the 
second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. Our work 
should therefore be geared towards c o n t r i b u t i n g as much as possible to the suooass 
of that session. I t i s only l o g i c a l that the Committee on Disarmament, being the 
machinery established at the f i r s t s p e c i a l session should submit to the 
General Assembly at i t s second s p e c i a l session an assessment of i t s c o n t r i b u t i o n to 
the implementation of the Programme of Action contained i n the P i n a l Document of the 
f i r s t session. As i s c a l l e d f o r by r e s o l u t i o n 36/92 F, the Committee on Disarmament i s 
required i n p a r t i c u l a r to submit to the second s p e c i a l session a comprehensive programme 
of disarmament, which w i l l be a valuable c o n t r i b u t i o n to the work of that session. The 
Committee i s also requested, i n that r e s o l u t i o n , to i n t e n s i f y i t s negotiations on 
p r i o r i t y questions of disarmament, so that i t may be i n a p o s i t i o n to con t r i b u t e , 
throiigh concrete accomplishments, to the success of the second s p e c i a l session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament, and to submit to that session a s p e c i a l report 
on the state of negotiations on the various questions that are under consideration by 
i t . In organizing our work we have therefore to keep i n mind the co n t r i b u t i o n we are 
expected to make to the second s p e c i a l session. The approximately twelve weeks at 
our d i s p o s a l shoxild therefore be u t i l i z e d i n the most e f f i c i e n t manner. In view of 
the s p e c i a l nature of the second s p e c i a l session, the report to be drawn up by the • 
Committee f o r submission to that session should have a s p e c i a l character, i n terms 
of i t s format as w e l l as i t s contents, which we w i l l have to discuss i n d e t a i l as 
soon as p o s s i b l e . In the view of my delegation, the report should also contain an 
assessment of the performance of the Committee since i t s r e s t r u c t u r i n g by the 
General Assembly at i t s f i r s t s p e c i a l session, nearly four years ago. 

As to the agenda, my delegation has no problems with the d r a f t as proposed by 
the s e c r e t a r i a t . Ue agree with the i n c l u s i o n of f u r t h e r measures to prevent an 
arms race i n outer space as a new item on the agenda. V/e f e e l , however, that, i n 
view of the l i m i t e d time a v a i l a b l e , the Committee should determine c a r e f u l l y the order 
of p r i o r i t y and the time to be a l l o t t e d to the dis c u s s i o n of each of the agenda items, 
i n order that the Committee w i l l indeed be able to make a worthwhile c o n t r i b u t i o n to 
the second s p e c i a l session. Accordingly, the prograjmme of work should be drara up 
i n such a way that the maximum amount of time i s a l l o t t e d to negotiations on items 
which, i n the opinion of the Committee, have the best chance of producing concrete 
r e s u l t s to be submitted subsequently to the Genera] Assembly at i t s second s p e c i a l s e s s i 
f o r consideration and, h o p e f u l l y , f o r adoption, such as, f o r example, the comprehensive 
programme of disarmament. 
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As regards the establishment of ad hoc working groups on items r e l a t i n g to the 
nuclear t e s t ban anc" the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament, 
the p o s i t i o n of m: delegation i s w e l l kno-л. Щ- d e l e g a t i o r continues to b e l i e v e 
that, since an ad 10с working group has proved to bo the best forum f o r the conduct 
of serious n e g o t i a t i o n s , ad hoc working groups on those two items, which have been 
accorded the highest p r i o r i t y by the F i n a l Document, should be e s t a b l i s h e d , as 
requested repeatedly by the Group of 21 since the commencement of the work of t h i s 
Committee three years ago and urged most r e c e n t l y by the General Assembly a t i t s 
t h i r t y - s i x t h session i n r e s o l u t i o n 36/92 F. The establishment of a working group 
on a nuclear t e s t ban has become the more urgent because apparently we cannot 
expect the t r i l a t e r a l n e g o tiations on a nuclear t e s t ban to be reopened i n the near 
f u t u r e . My delegation also agrees with the r e c o n s t i t u t i o n of the ad hoc working 
groups on negative s e c u r i t y assurances, chemical weapons and r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons, 
and t h e i r immediate resumption of work. We are glad that the Ad Hoc Working Group 
on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament has been enabled to continue i t s work 
viithout i n t e r r u p t i o n under the able smd competent chairmanship of Ambassador GarciaRoblee 
of Mexico. . V/e hope that the Committee w i l l a l s o be able to submit the r e s u l t s of 
negotiations on the l a s t three subjects I have mentioned to the second s p e c i a l session, 
as c a l l e d f o r by r e s o l u t i o n s 36/96 A, paragraph 4 , 36/97 B, paragraph 1, and 36/92 P, 
paragraph 2 . Ify delegation i s of the view, however, that, as I stated e a r l i e r , 
the allotment of time f o r these working groups should be determined i n a r e a l i s t i c 
manner i n accordance with the degree of p r i o r i t y accorded by the Committee to the 
items concerned on the b a s i s of a r e a l i s t i c evaluation of i t s possible c o n t r i b u t i o n 
to the work of the second s p e c i a l session. f i / delegation hopes that i t w i l l be 
p o s s i b l e to give the Ad Hoc V/orking Group on Chemical V/eapons a more extended mandate, 
e n t r u s t i n g i t with the a c t u a l elaboration of a d r a f t i n t e r n a t i o n a l instrument on the 
p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons, as urged by r e s o l u t i o n 36/96 A, paragraph 3> and 
36/96 B, paragraph 3- I t w i l l be a valuable c o n t r i b u t i o n to the second.specia.l session, 
i f we succeed i n doing so even p a r t i a l l y . ¥¡y delegation attaches great importance 
to the comprehensive programme of disarmament that the Committee on Disamsimcnt i s 
expected to submit to the second s p e c i a l session. V/ith regard to the CPD, may I make 
some b r i e f observations on two questions, ̂ ^amely, " P r i o r i t i e - " , and the s o - c a l l e d 
"time-frame" f o r f.ie implementation of the programme. The ÚPD i s , of course, not 
an end i n i t s e l f . V/hat i s d e c i s i v e f o r disarmament i s i t s concrete implementation. 
The implementation of the programme would, as stated i n paragraphs 9 and IO9 of the 
F i n a l Doc-ument, lead to general and complete disarmament imder e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
control,'the ultimate o b j e c t i v e of the disarmament process. 

As to the p r i o r i t i e s i n negotiations to achieve the ultimate o b j e c t i v e of the 
disarmament process, they should correspond: 

F i r s t l y , to the immediate goal of the disarmament e f f o r t s , that i s , as stated 
i n paragraph 8 of the F i n a l Docxmient, "the e l i m i n a t i o n of the danger of a nuolear 
war and the implementation of measures to h a l t and reverse the arms race and 
c l e a r the path toirards l a s t i n g peace"; 

Secondly, to the types of weapons and disarmament measures' which are r e f e r r e d 
to by the F i n a l Document as p r i o r i t i e s . May I quote- i n t h i s connection paragraph 45 
of the F i n a l Document, which s t a t e s : " P r i o r i t i e s i n disarmament negotiations s h a l l 
be: nuclear weapons; other weapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n , i n c l u d i n g chemical weapons; 
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conventional weapons, i n c l u d i n g any which may be deemed to be excessively i n j u r i o u s 
o r to have i n d i s c r i m i n a t e e f f e c t s ; and reduction of armed fo r c e s " . 

The proposal made by the Group of 2 1 , to which my delegation belongs, contained 
i n document CD/23O r e f l e c t s the relevant provisions contained i n the F i n a l Document, 
such as paragraphs 8 and 4 5 . 

With respect to the implementation of the programme, i f a s p e c i f i c period of 
time i s not set f o r the CPD as a whole as w e l l as f o r every stage of the programme, 
i t w i l l lose i t s value as a programme. The p o l i t i c a l c^mmitraent made bv States t ^ 
implement the CPD w i l l then not have much p r a c t i c a l s i g n i f i c a n c e , and the CPD w i l l 
c o n s t i t u t e merely a déciment containing a l i s t of recommendations without any 
i n d i c a t i o n as to when t h e i r im.plementation should be completed. This i s o e r t a i n l y 
not what the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community expects. D e c l a r a t i o n s , statements, pledges 
and other forms of expression of i n t e n t i o n s to make serious disarmament e f f o r t s 
have been m.ade during the l a s t three and a h a l f decades. The i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
community i s c e r t a i n l y expecting mere; i t expects concrete action on the basis of 
an agreed programme. I t c e r t a i n l y wa.nts to see that concrete r e s u l t s i n the 
disarmament process could be expected to m a t e r i a l i z e i n a s p e c i f i c period. I t also 
expects that, a f t e r a c e r t a i n period of time, i f not the present generation at l e a s t 
the coming generation w i l l be l i v i n g i n a world where l a s t i n g peace p r e v a i l s . The 
s e t t i n g of a s p e c i f i c time-frame f o r the implementation of the CPD i s therefore 
e s s e n t i a l . The stages would imply the necessity of having a review system, where 
the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community can take stock of the state of the implementation of 
the measures envisaged i n every stage of the programme. In the l i g h t of such a 
review, a decision could be taken to prolong the implementation ô " c e r t a i n unfinished 
measures i n t o the subséquent stage. In the went that c e r t a i n measures were completed 
before the end of the period of the stage concerned, decisinnc would have to be 
taken as to which measures relevant to the next stage could begin being implemented 
immediately. Of course, a c e r t a i n f l e x i b i l i t y w i l l have to be observed i n the 
a c t u a l implementation of the stages of the programme. 

I t has been our hope t h r t i t would be possible f o r uc to look forward to the 
next millenium as an age of peace and p r o s p e r i t y f o r a l l the peoples of the world, 
when the threat of nuclear war to the s u r v i v a l nf mankind would have been eliminated 
because we would have achieved general and complete dicarmainent iinder e f f e c t i v e 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l c o n t r o l as the ultimate objective of the dicarmam.ent process, and 
when the immense p o s s i b i l i t i e s of t e c l u i o l o g i c a l progrès? and the a v a i l a b i l i t y of 
funds can be put exclusivelj'- to the service of i n c r e a s i n g the welfare of mankind. 
However, i n view of precent r e a l i t i e s , I doubt very much whether i t w i l l be possible 
to r e a l i z e that hope by the year 2 0 0 0 . But i n any car.e v/c have to do our utmost to 
ensure that i t w i l l be achieved as e a r l y as possible i n the f i r s t years of the new 
millenium. V/hether vre w i l l be able to do so does not depend so much on countries 
l i k e Indonesia, but rather on the nuclear-weapon Powers, and e s p e c i a l l y the two 
superpowers, and the m i l i t a r i l y s i g n i f i c a n t nations with t h e i r immense arsenals of 
nuclear weapons and s o p h i s t i c a t e d conventional arms. I t has become a cliché to 
say that f o r each i n d i v i d u a l man, woman or c h i l d , there i s the equivalent of 
three tons of TNT a v a i l a b l e ready to blow him or her up. According to the 
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"Comprehensive study on nuclear weapons", doctiment A/55/392, more than 
fj500 b i l l i o n a year are spent f o r m i l i t a r y purposes which, according to the 
"Study on the r e l a t i o n s h i p between disarmament and development", document A/36/356, 
represents some IÇ times the o f f i c i a l assistance provided by the OECD countries 
i n I98O to meet the needs of the developing countries where two-thirds of 
mankind l i v e , amongst whom, 570 m i l l i o n s s u f f e r from m a l n u t r i t i o n , 800 m i l l i o n s 
are i l l i t e r a t e , one a.nd a h a l f b i l l i o n have l i t t l e o r no access to medical 
services and 250 m i l l i o n c h i l d r e n do not go to school. My delegation notes with 
deep concern the Secretary-General's remarks i n h i s message to the Committee o f 
2 February which s t a t e , i n t e r a l i a , that "the amount required to provide the basic 
n e c e s s i t i e s of the e n t i r e human race f o r one year i s estimated to be l e s s than 
the cost of the arms race f o r one month". But perhaps we must hammer again and 
again upon 'these f a c t s t o make those with the primary r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r disarmament 
aware that i t i s indeed already extremely l a t e i n the day to reverse the arms race 
and to work s e r i o u s l y towards disarmament and peace. 

As to the c l o s i n g date of the current session, i n view of the f a c t that the 
Preparatory Committee f o r the second s p e c i a l session w i l l s t a r t i t s meeting on 
26 A p r i l , and that the second s p e c i a l session i t s e l f w i l l begin on 7 June 1982, my 
delegation would p r e f e r that t h i s f i r s t part of оггг 1982 session shoiild be concluded 
on Friday, I6 A p r i l 1982, with the p o s s i b i l i t y , however, that i t could be extended 
by a couple of days, i f by adding those few days we s h a l l indeed be able to produce 
a more p o s i t i v e and a more worthwhile c o n t r i b u t i o n to the second specia.l session of 
the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. 

\Je s h a l l be working under pressijre о Г time i f we want to submit a meaпingfггl 
co n t r i b u t i o n to the second s p e c i a l session as t h i s i s the l a s t session of our 
Committee before the specia.l session of the General Assembly. The Committee w i l l 
have to prove not only i t s usefulness but also i t s e f f e c t i v e n e s s as the sole 
m u l t i l a t e r a l nej¿'otiating forim i n the f i e l d of disarmament. I t w i l l have to submit 
a factгlэ.l report on i t s success or lack of i t , and to j u s t i f y i t s existence to a very 
c r i t i c a l and most impatient world forum. That we have not yet been able to produce 
concrete r e s u l t s с .mot, i n a l l f a i r n e s s , e blamed on the Cc.nmittee. As we a l l 
know, the Committee has worked hard, Dut the i n t e r n a t i o n a l p o l i t i c a l climate has 
prevented i t from achieving the r e s u l t s we a l l want. I t i s perhaps necessary to 
look i n t o оггг irorking methods to see whether improvements cannot be made. The 
di s t i n g u i s h e d representative of the Netherlands r e f e r r e d at length to t h i s aspect 
i n h i s i n t e r v e n t i o n at our f i r s t plenary meeting. 

I s h a l l conclude my statement by expressing the hope of ray delegation, imder 
the circumstances perhaps i m r e a l i s t i c a l l y , that the i n t e r n a t i o n a l p o l i t i c a l 
atmosphere w i l l improve i n the near future and w i l l thus be conducive to the success 
of the e f f o r t s exerted by t h i s Committee to achieve general and complete disarmament 
iinder e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l c o n t r o l , as the ultimate o b j e c t i v e of the disarmament 
process. I am i n no way sг^ggesting, however, that we should wait f o r that 
improvement i n the i n t e r n a t i o n a l p o l i t i c a l climate to take place. On the contrary, 
the d e t e r i o r a t i n g i n t e r n a t i o n a l p o l i t i c a l atmosphere should strengthen оггг determination 
to a t t a i n as many concrete resгllts as possible i n оггг neg o t i a t i o n s . We have to 
p e r s i s t i n our e f f o r t s to achieve disarmament, i n particu"'ar nuclear disarmament. 
There i s no other choice: the a l t e r n a t i v e i s the dest r u c t i o n of mankind. 

The CHAIRMAN: I thank you f o r the kind words you addressed to the Chair. 
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Mr. VEHKATESWARAN (India): Mr. Chairman, i t is a matter of deep satisfaction 
to my delegation to see the representative of friendly Iran guiding the 
deliberations of our Committee during the current month. Iran and India share a 
long history of intimate bonds that encompass culture, tradition and language. 
It is in the spi r i t of our common heritage that my delegation pledges to you i t s 
f u l l co-operation and support in your d i f f i c u l t task. 

I viould also like to express our appreciation to Ambassador Anwar Sani of 
Indonesia, who so s k i l f u l l y presided over the closing stages of our Committee's 
work during i t s 19ÜI session. 

The untimely passing away of our distinguished colleague from Italy, 
Ambassador Montezemolo, has deprived us a l l of a seasoned diplomat with rich 
experience. May I convey to the delegation of Italy our deep and sincere 
condolences. 

Kay I also take this opportunity to bid farewell to Ambassador Fein of the 
Netherlands, who has often enlivened this Committee with his incisive statements 
and earned the respect of a l l those who i:ave worked with him. I wish him every 
success and personal happiness in his new assignment and, since he is not present 
today, I would request the representative of the Netherlands to convey my 
delegation's sentiments to him. 

On behalf of the Indian delegation, I would also like to v/elcome in our midst 
our colleagues from Australia, Bulgaria, Burma, Czechoslovakia, the Federal 
Republic of Germany, Italy, Nigeria and the United States of America, who have 
joined us for the f i r s t time this session. I am sure that the vrork of our 
Committee will be considerably enriched and enhanced by their contributions. 

The f i r s t half of the 1932 session of the Committee on Disarmament has 
acquired special significance and importance in vievj of the convening of the second 
special session of the General Assembly on disarmament to be held in June this 
year. Uithin a few months' time, our Co:nraittee and i t s vrork v/ill be the focus of 
intense scrutiny and evaluation by the international comriiunity. If the results 
of the recently concluded thirty-sixth session of the United Nations General Assembly 
are any indication, we may expect some searching questions as to the practical 
relevance and usefulness of our body as the sole multilateral negotiating organ in 
the field of disarmament. 

In his thought-provoking statement of 2 February, Ambassador Fein referred to 
certain disquieting trends in the work of the First Committee in New York as well 
as in our Committee here. If the First Committee does at times seem to be 
unproductive in terms of concrete results, the responsibility surely lies with 
those who have, over the years, not paid any heed whatsoever to the solemn 
resolutions of the General Assembly. Ambassador Garcia Robles of Mexico has 
reminded us, for example, of the many resolutions of the General Assembly, adopted 
by overwhelming majorities or even by consensus, calling^ for a complete cessation 
of nuclear-weapon testing. It certainly does not add to the prestige and authority 
of the General Assembly i f certain nuclear-weapon States continue brazenly and 
contemptuously to disregard those very resolutions to v/hich they themselves have 
been a party. 
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The Committee on "Disarmament finds i t s e l f in a similar quandary. Over the 
past tvio years ue have b e e n treated to the sorry spectacle of a determined minority 
preventing t h i s body from f u l f i l l i n g ' i t s solemn na.^ociatin'? mandate. Despite the 
fact that a nuclear test ban a n d nuclear disarmament are itsnis of the hifihast 
p r i o r i t y on our agenda, m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on s p e c i f i c and concrete issues 
under these items have yet со commence. If other memoers of t h i s Committee have 
resisted the attei.ipc to turn this bodv into \;hat hrs. Thorsson of Svedcn has aptly 
ca l l e d a "mailbox" for draft treaties of l o v p r i o r i c y , such as the radiolcîical weapons 
convention, prepared by b h z major Powers, then t h e i r attitu ; . ' e should not be taken 
merely as t a c t i c a l moves to prevent progress. 

I uould l i k e to add a note of caution here. I t j s " a l l too easy to dismiss 
the concerns of other States a s " f o o l i s h " or "ill--intentionef;", u hile reserving 
the glory of " s i n c e r i t y " and "realis.r' to one's own i n i t i a t i v e s . Let us not f a l l 
prey to that kind of myopia uhich preaches that the f;un i n one's ov;n hand i s for 
peace uhile that in another's hand i s for i/ar. 

In the same context, uhile proposals to i M o r o v e the e f f i c i e n c y and working 
methods of t h i s Committee deserve serious consideration, the fundamental question 
s t i l l remains a p o l i t i c a l one — are the major Pouers ready to accept, uithout 
reservations, the p r i n c i p l e of m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on disarmament? As long 
as only l i p service i s paid to this p r i n c i p l e , I am a f r a i d that no reforn of 
v'orking methods i-'ould y i e l d the concrete results u e a l l nesire. 

In the several statements v e have heard so f a r , the elaboration of a 
comprehensive pror'"amma of disarmament has j u s t i f i a b l y b e e n a :najor thene. 
Houever, uhether in t h e i r approach to the prograiu.ne or to the question of 
disarmament i t s e l f , some of our collea¿cues have o n c e ал;а1п underlined the need for 
so-called "realism''. Ambassador '/e .- 'Cnor of the-rsderal r.cpu'nlic of Ger'^uny in 
his statement of 4 February, said: 

"Realism i s also the key uord f o r the second special session i t s e l f . 
Lofty objectives must be measured a,';ainst r e a l i t y ; review ano appraisal 
of achievements in th-^ past period i.iust lead to careful planning for the 
next few years. Reasonable prospects for concrete results u i t h i n this 
period w i l l have to take precedence over the promuL-^ation of over-ambitious 
ideas." 

The Ambassador of Japan, too, spolce in the same vein in his statement of 
4 February. He too thought i t uould be "\;isar to avoid too over-ambitious an 
approach and to try to draft a pro.'-iiramne that would be v e r i f i a b l e and workable". 

In the past, our delegation has questionea t h i s seemin^jly p r a c t i c a l and 
reasonable emphasis on "realism". V h a b t h i s brand of realism, in e f f e c t , implies 
i s an i n d e f i n i t e perpetuation of the present status quo; worse, i t implies an 
even further worsening of the security climate for the developing and non-aligned 
nations of the world. In the name of t h i s realism we are asked to accept the 
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notion of a pernicious balance of nuclear terror and to live indefinitely under 
the threat of a thermo-nuclear viar. 1-ihen non-aligned and non-nuclear-weapon States 
voice their legitimate security concern-, and seek to saferiàrd the survival of 
their peoples, they are dismissed as starry-eyed idealists, who are asking for 
the moon. I would like to emphasize that this is not so. We are not moralists 
who are pushing "lofty objectives" or peddling "over-ambitious ideas". We are 
simply seeking our survival in a world which technology has compressed into one 
small neighbourhood, a world in which the security of each nation lies in collective 
security for a l l . No longer can one's security be defined solely in terms of one's 
region or neighbourhood. Any neighbourhood today is global in scope and one's 
adversaries, real or potential, may as often l i e beyond the oceans as across one's 
o'.m borders. As Dr. Eugene Rostow, speaking this morning on behalf of the 
United States has conceded, in the present-day context, "the dynamics of v/ar permit 
no sanctuaries". The realists among us have s t i l l not answered a question that 
has been posed to them repeatedly: is i t permissible for any State or group of 
States to pursue i t s security interests in a manner that jeopardizes the security 
of a l l other States and threatens the survival of the human species itself? In 
the Final Document of the f i r s t special session, i t was acknowledged by consensus 
that a nuclear war would have devastating consequences for belligerents and 
non-belligerents alike. How are v/e expected to live with the reality of the 
grov/ing threat of a nuclear disaster? Is i t just a "lofty" objective to seek 
to eliminate this danger? Is i t "over-ambitious" to seek even one's survival? 
One would have thought that this v/as a inatter of plain common sense, and that a l l 
acknowledge that the right to live is the f i r s t and most fundamental of human 
rights. 

Another aspect of this peculiar brand of "realism" that is being foisted upon 
us concerns the relationship among various measures of disarmament. It has long 
been acknowledged, universally, I might add, that the highest priority in 
disarmament negotiations must be accorded to the elimination of nuclear weapons. 
This is clearly and unambiguously endorsed in the Final Document. However, during 
negotiations on the comprehensive programme of disanaainent, some delegations have 
sought to overturn this order of priorities and to argue t lat i t is unrealistic 
to expect that nuclear disarmawent can take place without an integral linka;je 
viith conventional disariaament. We are told that the reality of nuclear deterrence 
and the disposition of nuclear and conventional forces in Europe, for example, 
makes i t impossible to conceive of nuclear disarmament without a concomitant and 
so-called balance reduction in conventional forces. 

There is another aspect of the "reality" of nuclear deterrence which some of 
our colleagues may have missed. I can quote no better authority on this score 
than Mr. Iklé, formerly Director of the Arms Control and Disarmament Agency in the 
United States and now United States Under-Secretary for Defense. Addressing a 
Joint Harvard-MIT Seminar on 26 February 1974, Director Iklé said: 

"The seemingly rigorous models of nuclear deterrence arc built on the 
rule, 'what you can't calculate you leave out'. For example, the 'missile 
duels' usually ignore fallout. And the calculations are unable to cope 
with c r i t i c a l details regarding unreliability." 
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Hr. Iklé added: 

"Our e n t i r e s t r u c t u r e of t h i n k i n g about deterrence l a c k s empiricism. 
Like no other f i e l d of human endeavour, nuclear deterrence i s unique i n 
demanding — ab s o l u t e l y couipellingly — that vje work out su c c e s s f u l 
s o l u t i o n s without d i r e c t l y relevant experience, without experimentation. 
There can be no t r i a l and e r r o r here, no r e a l l e a r n i n g . " 

We have been t o l d that nuclear deterrence has, i n f a c t , prevented a nuclear 
v;ar, that were i t not to e x i s t the very d i s a s t a r v-je a l l seek to avoid may b e f a l l 
us. I s t h i s a v a l i d argument? Here i s what I'Ir. Iklé had to say: 

"Our e f f o r t s to prevent nuclear war could f a i l , as a l l of you know, 
not only because of an inadequate r e t a l i a t o r y c a p a b i l i t y to deter a 
d e l i b e r a t e a t t a c k , out f o r other rea:jons, such as an accident, an 
unintended process of e s c a l a t i o n , or a combination of f a i l u r e s and causes 
we could not have a n t i c i p a t e d or even imar^ined. Put i n such ter:.)s, no one 
even disagrees with the prooositiçn that a s i t u a t i o n of mutual deterrence 
does not by i t s e l f guarantee the prevention of nuclear v.'ar." 

The non-aligned non-nuclear-weapon States have taken the lead i n reconiúiendini 
several raeasures f o r the prevention of nuclear war, takin g i n t o account p r e c i s e l y 
the r e a l i t y which iiany of our collea.'^ues refuse to acknoul-jdge. L'e have suggested a 
t o t a l p r o h i b i t i o n on the use of nuclear '.'sapons pending nuclear disaiT:iai.ient. 
have c a l l e d f o r negotiations on uri;ent measures of nuclear disarraainent. ТЬэзз 
unfortunately have been met with stone-walling; t a c t i c s . In r e s o l u t i o n 35/ol Б tho 
General Assembly has asked nuclear-weaoon States to со.аэ forward with t h e i r own 
ideas on t h i s v i t a l issue at the second s p e c i a l session devoted to disarmawent. 
This r e s o l u t i o n , of which India was a co-sponsor, v/as adopted by consensus, '.'e 
hope that the second s p e c i a l session w i l l not have to l i s t e n to the saiae old theory 
that nuclear deterrence \ f i l l prevent nuclear i/ar. enough has been said on the 
subject to underline the need f o r other шоге genuinely r e a l i s t i c measures and v/e 
t r u s t that the nuclear-weapon Powers u ' i l l como forward with t h e i r c o n s t r u c t i v e 
proposals on t h i s v i t a l i s s u e . 

Our delegation looks upon the comprehensive pro,':,r£;vime of disarmament as 
embodying an i n t e r n a t i o n a l strategy f o r disarniawent. I f t h i s strategy i s to be 
meaningful, then i t must шар out not only the s t a r t i n g point and .the d e s t i n a t i o n , 
but tha route to be follo\/ed as w e l l . To map out the route as v/e go along, as some 
of our colleagues suggest, would hardly amount to a strategy. I t i s true that the 
route i/e now chart f o r ourselves i.iay require some detours and d e v i a t i o n s i n the l i g h t 
of the a c t u a l t e r r a i n we must t r a v e r s e . However, to embark on a journey with no 
idea of the route, except merely to f o l l o w our noses, i s v/hat should be c a l l e d 
over-ambitious and adventurous. And t h i s l a t t e r course i s ex a c t l y what CD/205, 
presented on behalf of a group of Western c o u n t r i e s , has asked us to do. 

The Ambassador of the Federal Republic of Germany has objected to the f a c t 
that the Group of 21 has, i n document CD/225, '-'hich contains a l i s t of measures 
f o r a d r a f t CPD, gone beyond i n d i c a t i n g the main t h r u s t of ne^iotiations, and 
a n t i c i p a t e d d e t a i l e d r e s u l t s . The essence of strate-^y l i e s i n a n t i c i p a t i o n . 
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If ths measures included in a CPD \;еге broad and general in character, there 
would be no strategic plan, no chart to guide our progress. And I am sure 
that members wiU recall that during th 1981 session of ""his Committee, the 
Group of 21 recommended certain broad, uhough concrete ana substantive, issues 
for negotiations on nuclear disarmament in an ad hoc working group of the 
Committee. The reaction of several of our colleagues was that these issues 
were too broad in character, that negotiations could not take place until we 
identified specific measures. 'Jell, this point has been taken into account, 
gentlemen, and the Group of 21 has identified specific items for negotiations. 
If States themselves have to decide vhab they are going to negotiate, and \7hen 
they ara going to negotiate, why have a CPD? 

Reference has been made to tlie fact that progress in disarmament requires 
painstaking, step-by-steo negotiations, that negotiators must not operate under 
any time-pressure. This "ould have been valid i f decisions concerninf; the 
development and deployment of armaments were also being taken in a similar 
painstaking, step-by-step manner, I'ith small increments over long periods of time. 
But to fight a flood, uhich is what the arms race i s , by plantin;; a slov procession 
of faggots is what bespaaks of an idealism and ambition, uhich members of the 
Group of 21 are certainly not guilty ofl 

The Group of 21 envisages a CPD divided into four phases, whose implementation 
must take place i/ithin an agreed and negotiated time-frame. Houever, this 
time-frame will be fle::ible in character. The sponsors of document CD/223 do 
not believe in a mechanical time-frame nor in the "magic and automatism of a 
calendar which future events could render useless and futile'' as has been 
claimed oy the representative of the Federal Republic of Germany. It is a 
measure of the communication gap v;hich seems to separate us that despite 
repeated clarifications and explanations from members of the Group of 2 1 , the 
representative of the Federal Republic of Germany can s t i l l continue to make 
such observations. V/e in the Group of 21 do not conceive of a rigid or automatic 
calendar for the completion of the CPD. Koi;ever, we do believe that i f the 
programme is to nave any meaning, i f i t is to be a p o l i t i t a l l y operational 
document, i t must have at the very minimum at least an indicative time-frame 
for the completion of the various measures. The priorities set forth in the 
programme can only be conceived of and given practical meaning in terms of 
time-sequences for the implementation of categories of measures. The 
interrelationship among the various measures also can only be elaborated in 
terras of time-frames for their implementation. This ought to be self-evident. 

Above a l l , wa must bear in mind the purpose of adopting a CPD. If the 
adoption of the CPD will have no impact vihatsoever on the decisions of States 
concerning armaments; i f States cannot anticipate with any degree of confidence 
that the global security environment v;ould improve as a result of the gradual 
but planned implementation of the CPD, then would i t not be like one of those 
unproductive resolutions of the General Assembly that Ambassador Fein spoke of? 
All States plan their armaments and defence posture years in advance. This is 
realism. Would i t be realistic to expect that an open-ended CPD with not even 
an indicative time-frame for implementation would have any impact on the 
armament plans of States? 
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The represontative of the Fec'craj. liepuoiic o f Gernany зеемз со have 
again misunderstood another asoect of tlir; approacn adopted by tno Group o f 21 
towards the CPD. He alleged that document CD/22 j provides f o r a t i , : , h t l y planned 
nej'otiation calendar with d^fcailo'.' prorcriptionr as to irhat i j t o be negotiated 
and achieved i n l a t e r stages, quite indeoendently frow the outcoue of orecedin.'; 
stages. This i s simply not correct. iJnat ii> contained i n each, state of the 
pro:v,ramme, аз conceii'od o f oy tn-э T-roup o f 2 1 , i s on the asouinption tiiat 
Measures contained i n tiie prev?.ou;i r t a . e have been i:iiple;Tie:ited. A l l plans 
nccGssarily folio;.' sucn a practice. Houevsr; t¡!3 sponsors of CD/225 have 
never suggested thac '..'hat should J.Î n.ai'jotiac.ad and i-.iplonented i n l a t e r 
stages would Ьз quite intíap.ün<''cnc of t h s outcorie of orecediag 3t.i''a.r.. I am 
surprised chat t h i s charge has bean uade in s p i t e of the face t h a t in the Ad Hoc 
'lorlcin.'!: Group on a Comnrehensivc ?ro,';ra!irrie of Oi.'-armanient, dele3;ation and 
a nuiiiber of others i n the Group o f 21 have repeatedly explained that the 
review ¡nechanis i would provide for reaJjustnient and piodificacions i n the 
programme i n the li";ht of the progress made in the implementation of tha 
previous stages. The d e t a i l s of the review inachanisn reuiain to be spelt out, 
but the pri n c i p l e i s quite clear and unambi'^uous. 

1 trust that ray statement today w i l l have cleared up once for a l l the 
various misconceptions which пае.,) to e/.ist regardin.:-; the approach of t h a 
Group of 21 to the elaboration of tl-.e CPD. The disarmament philosoohy of the 
non-ali'',ned, non-nuclear-uoapon States rests on f i n a and r e a l i s t i c foundations. 
It i s oriented towards p r a c t i c a l re.'r-ults and i s rooted i n a sober appraisal 
of the dangers '..'hich confront us. Thosa who so readily char-^e us u i t h lacle 
of r c a l i s i i and l o f t y ambition uould do well to carry out a searching- examination 
of the assumptions on uhich they the isolvcs have based th e i r approach. 

Before concluding, I vjould lilce to say t^iat \'э have talcan note of tha 
detailed statement raadc by the rapr-asencative of Czechoslovakia on 2 February 
i n which ths views of a group of s o c i a l i s t countries on a draft CPD i.'ere set 
forth, l.'e are in the process of exa:.iinin;' the s p e c i f i c proposalo made in 
that statement, and u i l l o f f e r our considered comments at a l a t e r date. At tha 
sa.'ne timo, we hope tliat the sponsors of -jocunicnt CD/203 u i l l reconsider t h e i r 
positions i n the l i g h t of tha c l a r i f i c a t i o n s given by us today. 

ïhe CHAIR.-JAM : I thank you for tlie kind v/ords you addressed to me and 
for the kind reference you made to my country. 
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Mr. IJEVÍEBE ( H i i j e r i a ) : Kr. Chairnan, allow De to j o i n other delegations which 
have congratulated you on your assumption of the Chaimanship of the Connittee f o r 
the f i r s t month i n the 1982 session. Ify delegation pledges i t s f u l l co-operation 
vri.th you, a representative of a f e l l o w non-aligned country, i n the acconplishnent of 
your onerous task. Your d i s t i n g u i s h e d predecessor, ¿mhassador invrar Sani of 
Indonesia, also deserves our appreciation f o r the very ahlo maimer i n which he 
concluded the work of the Committee i n the l a s t part of the 1951 session, i l l s o , 
I wish to associate myself w i t h the deep condolences already conveyed to the delegation 
of I t a l y on the death of our f r i e n d and colleague, Ambassador Montezenolo. May h i s 
soul r e s t i n peace. 

Lt t h i s juncture, I would l i k e to express ny warn gratitude to you and to a l l 
those who have welcomed ne to the Comnittee, and I look forward to workir^g c l o s e l y 
w i t h members. 

I t i s now a truism to state that we are l i v i n g i n t i n e s of grave i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
tension. Man's v i s i o n of r i g h t and wrong i s b l u r r e d ; h i s ccncept of the noble idea 
of human r i g h t s has been p r o s t i t u t e d i n a cold vrar atmosphere. Ifcv^adays, whether or 
not one i s g u i l t y of the viola.tion of hunan r i g h t s depends upon one's i d e o l o g i c a l 
l a b e l . There i s very l i t t l e honesty about hunan r i g h t s . I f tliere vías s u f f i c i e n t 
o b j e c t i v i t y about i t , the r a c i s t s i n South i i X r i c a would have been the f i r s t to q u a l i f y 
f o r econonic sanction. 

Fron the standpoint of a developing country l i k e N i g e r i a , the econonic and s o c i a l 
consequences of the a.rr.is race are so detrimental that we believe that i t s continuation 
runs counter to the attainment of neaningful econonic co-oporaticn anong the d i f f e r e n t 
nations of the world. Indeed, i f the arms race ccntinues at the present pace i t v / i l l 
reach a point at which i t generates so nuch suspicion and tension among nations that 
a l l reasonable f oms c f i n t e r a c t i o n v / i l l cease. My delegation agrees v/ith the 
conclusions voiced by ij:ibassador do l a C-orco c f France i n h i s statcnent l a s t Tuesday, 
that "disamament could a.lso s e 2 r v e the two important o b j e c t i v e s of i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
co-operation, riânely, s e c u r i t y , and econonic and s o c i a l progress, p a r t i c u l a r l y f o r the 
ben e f i t of the l e s s favoured c c u n t r i o s . " 

¥e are l i v i n g i n a world wherc there i s a r e a l dangror of a. nuclear war, and ny 
delegation sh-a,rcs the concern of those who have ехртеасоа the view that such a nuclea,r 
wa,r w i l l produce "no v/inners but only l o s e r s " . The threat c f manlcind's s e l f - e x t i n c t i o n 
owing to the c o l o s s a l accunulaticn of nuclear v/eapcns by a fev/ States has never been 
so pronounced. 

During the t h i r t y - f i f t h session c f the General Assonbly, ny delegation took the 
i n i t i a t i v e on the d e c l a r a t i o n of the 198Os as the second disarnanent decade. Our 
concern then, as i t i s today, wa.s to sec by the end of the 1930s a world no re. secure 
through e f f e c t i v e disamament measures and nuch ncre e c c n c n i c a l l y e q uitable. Present 
trends c l e a r l y indica-te t h c t t h i s objective i s i n danger of not being i-ealizod. Thic 
would be a d i s a s t e r f o r nankind, .-nd as ny President, His Exc e l l e n c y *J.haji Shehu Shagai 
stated at the t h i r t y - f i f t h session of the United Nations General Assenbly i n 
October 1980: 

"The a.rnanents race has assuned a now .-uid danrerous ncaentun, at a tin e when 
the Seconl Review Conference of the P a r t i e s to the Treaty on the N o n - P r o l i f e r a t i o n 
of Nuclorr Vfcapons has f a i l e d . The Iforth-South dialû(rue on the econonic problens 
of the world i s stalenated, as a ccnsoquence c f a nest reg-rettablo i n a b i l i t y to 
agree even on procedures to begin n e g c t i a t i c n s . The present stalemate i n the 
c l i n a t e of negotiations between the d o v o l c p i n j and the developed countries holds 
t e r r i f y i n g prospects f o r a l l . Perhaps, nore than i s r e r l i z e d , the world i c pciscd 
d e l i c a t e l y on the brihlc, that c r i t i c a l r r . r c i n , betvieon s u r v i v a l and d i s a s t e r . " 
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îfy d e l c g a t i o n has always ar¿?ued agninst nations basing t h e i r s e c u r i t y on do c t r i n e s 
of nucleax deterrence because wc, the nuclear-have-nots, also desire to survivoT Ve 
w i l l continue to hold tho view that doctrines of deterrence, s t r a t e g i c balance and 
p a j i t y are a l l based on the narrow s e c u r i t y i n t e r e s t s of tho nuclear-weapon States 
which stubbornly refuse to take i n t e consideration the v i t a l s e c u r i t y . i n t e r e s t s of 
t h i r d States. Ls uy delega.tion has stated on several occasions, i t i s a fa.ct that 
tho g r e a t e r the q u a l i t y and quantity of nuclear vreapons, the ¿Teater i s the r i s k c f 
nuclear v e x . 

In A f r i c a , the dangers of the p r o l i f e r a t i o n c f nuclear weapons axe i n c r e a s i n g 
because of South JJ^rica's nuclear c a p a b i l i t y , and i n sp i t e of t>ie f a c t that the 
Organization of A f r i c a n U n i t y as f a r back as 1964 took a d e c i s i o n on tho 
d e n u c l e a r i z a t i o n of A f r i c a , these dcvelopncnts can only place a serious obstacle i n 
the path of peace on the continent. Para.graph 12 c f the P i n a l Docunont of. the f i r s t 
s p e c i a l session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disa.manont s t a t e s : 

"Indeed, tho na-ssive accunula.tion of ajraanents and tho a.cquisition o f amanents 
toclmologj- by r a c i s t - régimes, as w e l l as t h e i r possible r . c q u i s i t i o n of nuclear 
weapons, present a. challenging and i n c r e a s i n g l y dangxsrous obstacle to a. -world 
community faced w i t h the urgent need to disarm," 

Щ country i s only too aware of the dangers posed to the A f r i c a n continent by 
South A f r i c a ' s a c q u i s i t i o n of nucloar weapons. Al s o , through the report of ths 
Secretary-General on tho Inplenentation of the Hecla.ration on the Denucleajrization 
o f A f r i c a , document А/ 3 5 / 4 0 2 , tlie world conmunity ha.s a c l e a r p i c t u r e c f the dangers 
posed by the r a c i s t régime i n P r e t o r i a . Indeed, as i s stated i n paragraph 8 9 of the 
rep o r t : 

"The diplomatic and p o l i t i c a l costs o f South A f r i c a n a c q u i s i t i o n and deployment 
of nuclear weapons would be high, and quite p o s s i b l y disa-strous, i f those 
weapons were over used. Nevertheless, desperate to preserve the apartheid 
system. South A f r i c a ' s leaders nay eschew a r a t i o n a l weighing-, of costs and 
gains." 

Ify-country has always taken the opportunity i n d i f f e r e n t forums to deplore the 
c o l l u s i o n between South /áfrica and her Ves t e m a l l i e s , and wc seize the opportunity 
to do so i n t h i s CounittGC. 

Allow ne now to dwel l b r i e f l y upon some c f the substantive i t e n s that ny 
dele g a t i o n f e e l s should preoccupy the Connitteo's at-tention t h i s session, p a r t i c u l a r l y 
as we approach the second s p e c i a l session o f the General Assembly devoted to 
disamanent. 

A nuclcaj: -test ban and the cessation c f the nuclear ams race and nucloar 
disamanent c o n s t i t u t e the two most centrîJL and p r i o r i t y i t e n s which the Connittee 
should u r g e n t l y address i t s e l f t o . I t i s alnost a cliché to sta-be that everything 
that can be said i n favour of a t e s t ban tr e a t y has already been stated. The numerous 
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r e s o l u t i o n s of the United Nations General Assonhly t e s t i f y to the continuing' i n t e r e s t 
of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l connunity i n the n a t t e r . The l a t e s t United Nations r e s o l u t i o n , 
3 6 / 8 5 , e n t i t l e d , "Inplonentation of General Assenhly r e s o l u t i o n 35/145 i n i t s 
operative paragraphs, not only r e i t e r a t e s the indispensable r o l e of t h i s Connittee 
i n the n e g o t i a t i o n of a nuclear t e s t ban, but also i n i t s paragraph 6 , requests 

"the Connittee on Disarrjanent te take the necessary steps, i n c l u d i n g the 
establishnent of a working group, to i n i t i a t e substantive negotiations on a 
conprehensive test-ban t r e a t y as a n a t t e r of the highest p r i o r i t y at the 
beginning of i t s session to be held i n 1982." 

% delegation supported t h i s r e s o l u t i o n and we hope that the establishnent of a 
working group on a conprehensive t e s t ban t r e a t y w i l l be possible t h i s session, 

Ve are i n agrcenent with those who state that a l l t e c h n i c a l b a r r i e r s to the 
conclusion of the t r e a t y have been f u l l y explored and that what renains l a c k i n g i s 
the p o l i t i c a l w i l l of the nuclear-weapon States to negotia-te.' The nuclear t e s t ban 
has a c e n t r a l inportance i n the urgent ta,sk of ending the q u a l i t a t i v e inprovenent 
of nuclear weapons and the developnent of such weapons, and of preventing the 
h o r i z o n t a l p r o l i f e r a t i o n I of nuclear weapons. This fa.ct i s c l e a r l y enbodicd i n 
paragraph 5I of the F i n a l Docunent of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session devoted to disarnanent. 

Soaring- i n nind that the second s p e c i a l session i s only a,few uonths f r o n us, 
i t would be very u s e f u l i f the Connittee on I)isan-.ianont could, without f u r t h e r delay, 
agree on tlie establishnent of a working group en a CTBT. Tliis achievonent would bo 
an i n d i c a t i o n of a p o s i t i v e c o n t r i b u t i o n that t h i s Connittee could nakc tcv/ards the 
i n p l o n e n t a t i o n of the n e g o t i a t i n g r e s p o n s i b i l i t y conferred upon i t by the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
connunity. In t h i s context, i.iy d elegation c a l l s upon those nuclear-weapon States that 
lir.ve so f a r withheld t h e i r consent, to j o i n i n the consensus otherwise e x i s t i n g i n 
the Connittee on the subject. 

As one of the sponsors of workinti- paper CD/204, uy delega.tion also f e e l s ' t h a t 
the ru l e of consensus i n the Connittee should not be i n t e r p r e t e d i n such a way as to 
inpede the progress of the work c f the Connittee, e s p e c i a l l y i n such a c r u c i a l and 
v i t a l area as that c f a nuclear test-ban t r e a t y . 

For those of us who were t r u s t i n j enough to s i g n the nuclear n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n 
Treaty, the f a c t that tlie p r e v i s i o n s I'.f i t s a r t i c l e VI have becorje a dead l e t t e r i s 
a n a t t e r of great concern. 

I have slrcody highlig-hted the dangx!rs of a nuclear war. Щ delegation caimot 
support the view that nuclear weapons should be used as a neans tc o f f s e t perceived 
asynnetries i n conventional amancnts. This view i s untenable, since f o r one thing-
nuclear weapons are wea.pons of nass d e s t r u c t i o n and cannot be conpared with 
conventional amanents. 
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1лУ delegation welconed the structured i n f e r n a l uoetings held l a s t session on 
tho cessation of the nuclear ams race гла nuclear disamanent, and be l i e v e s that 
at t h i s session f u r t h e r n o e t i n r s should be l i c l d tc keep a l i v e the ncnentun generated 
by these neetings. In t h i s context, the working- paper of the Group of 21, 
docunent CD/180, should provide a f i m basis f o r structured discussions that should 
load tc the csta b l i s h n e n t c f z working: group. 

Fly dcleg-ation bolic-vos that the second s p e c i a l session c f the General Assenbly 
devoted to disamarjont should bc the beginning- of a new concept of s p e c i a l sessions, 
rnd t h i s i s why ny delegation continues to attach great inportance to tlie 
conprehensive progrannc of disrjrrianent. The s p e c i a l sessions should not be a nore 
p e r i o d i c got-togctlter but should have an organic l i n k to the rcviow o f tho 
in p l e n e n t a t i o n of tlie conprehensive progranLio of disamanent. Ve are confident that 
under the g-uidance of /j-bassoñor Gcjcía Robles o f ]УЬх1со, tlic V o rking Group cn t h i s 
subject w i l l nake the necessary progress. Eowover, т.ту delegation i s a l l to v/ell 
aware that i t i s the p o l i t i c a l w i l l to negotiate that w i l l detemine the outcone o f 
the ongoing ncg-otiations. In thi.s connocticn, ny delegation associates i t s e l f w i t h 
tlie views expressed by tho representative of Mexico i n h i s opening statenent, that 
глу d e v i a t i o n f r c . i tho l e t t e r rnd s p i r i t of tho F i n a l Docunent of the f i r s t s p e c i a l 
session i n the elo-boration of the CID w i l l be a step backwards i n t h ^ cause of 
i i s a m a u o n t . 

ThiO i n t e n s i v e n e g c t i a t i o n s c a r r i e d out i n Jrnueiry produced sons u s e f u l r e s u l t s . 
Ily dclcgration noted with i n t e r e s t a growing convergence of views between the d i f f e r e n t 
groups and ve believe that t h i s trend, i f continued, \ d . l l augur w e l l f o r tho 
successful e l a b o r a t i o n of tho CFD. 

A c r u c i a l aspect that ny delegation f e e l s that tho СИ) should take account of 
i s the r e l a t i o n s h i p betvioen disamanent and develcpnent. The r e c e n t l y concluded 
United Nations study on the subject stated, i n t e r c u i a , i n paragraph 391 of the 
conclusions : 

"This invosti.'.-ation suggests very strongly that the world can e i t h e r continue 
tc pursue the ams race w i t h c h a r a c t e r i s t i c vigour o r novo consciously and 
wi t h d e l i b e r a t e speed towards a nore stable and balanced s o c i a l and ocononic 
dcvelopnent w i t M n a, nore sustaanaJblo intemationaJL ccononic and p o l i t i c a l 
order. I t cannot do b o t l i . " 

During the la.st throe years i t ha.s bocono evident that the nuclear-weapon States 
arc nore ccnceme'l with t h e i r na.rrow s e c u r i t y i n t e r e s t s than i n g i v i n g c r e d i b l e 
assurances to non-nuclea-r-voapon States tha.t they w i l l not be threatened w i t h or 
have nuclear weapons used against then. The present a t t i t u d e of the nucloar-iraapon 
States can only lead to a p e r i l o u s increase i n tho h o r i z o n t a l p r o l i f e r a t i o n of 
nuclear v/eapcns and aJ.1 tho irJierent dangers that sucli an e s c a l a t i o n would contain. 

I w i l l r e f r a i n f r o u going i n t o great d e t a i l i n ny i n t c r v o n t i c n today as to v/hy 
the present d e c l a r a t o r y statarœnts nad.c by tho nucloar-woapon States do not s u f f i c e 
as c r e d i b l e f^iarmtoos. Ъ1у delegation holds tho view that A r t i c l e 51 of the 
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United Nations Charter i s c f U n i t e d r.pplicr.tion, not only i n the context of 
conventional warfare hut also as to those i t covers., since i t appears to cover orJ.y 
a l l i e s of the respective nuclear-weapon States. S e c u r i t y Council r e s o l u t i o n 255 i s 
also not u e a n i n f T f u l , since problens ngain a r i s e i f tlie t l i r e a t to use nuclear weapons 
i s nade by or d i r e c t e d against one of the a l l i e s o f the nucloar-wea-pon States. 

bly dele{-ation b e l i e v e s that the Là hoc Wcrking- Group o n S e c u r i t y Assurances 
should continue to t r y to f i n d a "connon f o m u l a " of u n i v e r s a l a p p l i c a t i o n . The 
a l t e r n a t i v e approaches considered i n the V c r k i n g Group at the l a s t session should 
i n our view b e f u r t h e r explored, A l l i r n c e r e l a t i o n s h i p s , troop doploynonts and 
d i s s e n i n a t i o n of nuclear weapons give very l i n i t o d assurances to non-nuclear-weapon 
States. However, a concrete i n t e r n a t i o n a l convention on negative s e c u r i t y e.ssuranccs 
w i l l ensure that the non-nuclear-weapon States w i l l not be the v i c t i n s of nuclear 
b l a c k n a i l . I n r e s o l u t i o n 36/95 of the General Assonbly e n t i t l e d , "Conclusion of 
e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l arrangcnents to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the 
use or throat of use of nuclear weapons", an a.ppeal i s nade 

"tc a l l States, especiaj-ly the nucloa,r-weapon States, t c denonstrate the 
p o l i t i c a l w i l l necessary to reach agreenent on a connon approach and, i n 
p a r t i c u l a r , on a connon f o m u l a wliich could bo included i n an intemationa . 1 
instrunont of a legaJ-ly binding character." 

Ify delegation hopes that the tiuch required p o l i t i c a l w i l l w i l l be evident during the 
work of the Vorlcing Group. 

V i t h respect bo the other o x i s t i r i g working groups, ny delegation b e l i e v e s that 
during t h i s session i t w i l l c l e a r l y bo necessary to advance the nandatc of the 
M hoc Vorking Group on Chenica.1 V/eapons to cover souething nore than nere 
"consideration". An a p p r o p r i a t e l y revised nandate i n our view v ; i l l steer the 
Vorking Group on the r i g h t course towards e l a b o r a t i n g the text of a convention. In 
t h i s connection, we welcone the United States o f f e r nade t h i s noming by I-hr. Rostow 
to support a revised nandate on chenical weapons. Further e l a b o r a t i o n i s s t i l l 
r e quired, however, on the r o l e of the consultative connittee, the conplaints 
procedures, the scope of the convention, rnd v e r i f i c a t i o n . This i s also true of the 
Ad hoc Vorking Group en R a d i o l o g i c a l V/eapons. The present state o f the negotiations 
c a l l s f o r greater e f f o r t s o n the part o f various delegations tc narrow down t h e i r 
d i f f e r e n c e s on the question of scope and d e f i n i t i o n , and nove pr o g r e s s i v e l y forward 
to the conclusion c f a convention p r o h i b i t i n g the developnent, production, 
s t o c k p i l i n g and use of r a d i o l o g i c a l v/ea,pons. 

P e m i t no now to o f f e r souc few connonts o n the i n c l u s i o n of new i t e n s on.our 
annual agenda. Ify country i s one o f those that has expressed deep concern about the 
increased n i l i t a r i z a t i c n of cuter space. The increase i n the use o f a n t i - s a t e l l i t e 
weapons, liigh-enorgy l a s e r s and pa.rticle-bom weapons nake outer space a b a t t l e f i e l d 
of the f u t u r e . In view of the f a c t that t h i s developnent runs counter to tlio s p i r i t 
and the l e t t e r of the outer space Treaty c f 1 9 ^ 7v:liich- seeks t o prenote i t s peaceful 
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usos f o r ths b e n e f i t of n r n k i r j i , cy delOfraticn b e l i e v e s t l i a t tlie subject needs to be 
{riven the status c f considération u i t l i i n the context the p r i o r i t y i t o n s l i s t e d 
f c r e x a n i n a t i c n i n the CcDuittee. 

Ify delegation also attaches ccnsiderable importance tc the s p e c i a l report that 
would encnato fron the Connittee tc the General ^.ssenbly at i t s second s p e c i a l session. 
In the view of r y do l e c a t i o n , the report shruld be art evaluation of tlio c o n t r i b u t i o n 
of the Corp:îittee on Disar,.i-?xient, the sole n u l t i l a t o r a l ne - r^tiating- body, tc disarnanent 
n e r o t i a t i o n s . u*n e a r l y censido r a t i o n of t l i i s subject i n the Connittee would be 
necessary to enable a d e c i s i o n to be t r i e n on the forr.iat "1 the s p e c i a l report. 

There i s very l i t t l e t i n e l e f t between now and the sec-^nd s p e c i a l session. Tlie 
task before t h i s Connittee i s nonuv.:entr2, rnd the expectations arc high. Therefore 
we crnnot a f f o r d tc v;aste rny c f t h i s precious t i n e on procedural d i s c u s s i o n s . Ify 
delegation hopes that the Connittee w i l l thás week rd.opt the d r a f t p r o v i s i o m d r^genda 
rnd the work progranne, rnd proceed innedir.tely te substrntive ne^fotiations on the 
items on the a^ïnda. 

F i n a l l y , p e m i t 'ue to ccncluáe by 'quctinc once nore f r o n the redress of the 
President of the F e d e r r l Republic of N i g e r i a tc the Gcnorrl Assenbly i n 1930. On 
that occasion, he s r l d : 

"The present u n c e r t a i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n chrllenges a l l these entrusted 
w i t h the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of safeguarding the d o s t i i i j - c f v.ionkind tc pause rnd 
thinlc. Tiix-s have chrn-jcd. Conditions have chrnged. The concepts rnd 
str u c t u r e which p r e c i p i t a t e d scue of the current i n t e m a t i o n r l c r i s e s cannot 
r c n r l n unchanged. Any crg-cnic i n s t i t u t i o n viithout the v.iocns to rd.just to 
chrn-cre i s without the r-.erns c f s u r v i v a l . The s u n c f over 500 b i l l i o n d o l l a r s , 
vrhich the developed covmtries hr.ve spent on n i l i t r j r y roserjrch rnd developnent 
since i 9 6 0 , fa.r exceeds whr.t tvio-triirds of nanl-cind require to b r n i s h poverty 
rnd degrrAation. There nust be disamrлcnt, p a r t i c u l o . r l y nuclear disrjmanent, 
to save nankind f r o n untold mjciety rnd indeed a holocaust. There t.Tust be 
disarnanent to release resources f o r developnent." 

This i s a vicv; that ny delegation intends tc pursue. I wonder i f those countries 
that have b u i l t t h e i r econonic p o l i c i e s around the b a t t l e r^g-ainst i n f l a t i o n have ever 
¿rivon thought to tlio viovv t h c t such r. b c t t l e cannot be wen as long- as the c m s race 
continues at the present l e v e l . 

The СТГ/.ТШ1Л1'Г; Ve have p r a c t i c a l l y exhausted the ti n e a v a i l a b l e to us f o r the 
noming. I f the Connittee r^groes, I would suggest that we suspend the р1епглу neoting-
now rnd resune i t tlrLs afternoon at 3«15 P«n. I f there arc no obj e c t i o n s , we w i l l 
proceed accordingly. 

The ueetiryr was suspended at 1.15 P.n. and resumed at 3.15 P«a. 
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The СНАШШТ; The 152ncl plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament i s 
•resumed. The Committee -Í-TÍII no-w l i s t e n to the remaining speakers i n s c r i b e d to take 
the, f l o o r today. 

Mr. ISSRAELYAH (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Russian); 
Mr.' Chairman, i n i t s statement of 2 February the Soviet delegation presented i t s 
p o s i t i o n on the.basip questions on the agenda of tho Committee on Disarmament. We 
deemed i t necessary to do so on the opening day c f the current session as -we seek, 
from the very beginning, to p a r t i c i p a t e i n the лтогк of the Committee i n a const r u c t i v e 
s p i r i t . I f the Committee on Disarmament manages to make progress on s p e c i f i c aspects 
of the c\irbing of the arms race and disarmament, i t v i l l make a not i n s i g n i f i c a n t 
c o n t r i b u t i o n to the s o l u t i o n of the basic g l o b a l problem now f a c i n g mankind: the 
removal of the danger of war. T l i i s danger has, urJ"ortunately, not diminished i n 
recent t i n e s but increased, which imposes an even greater r e s p o n s i b i l i t y on the 
Committee. 

In view of the present i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n , the task f a c i n g the Committee 
i s already r a t h e r complex. We therefore v i g o r o u s l y condemn the actions of those 
delegations •vrtiich seek to render the negotiations i n the Committee oven nore d i f f i c u l t 
by in-troducing i n t o then problems t o t a l l y unrelated to the content o'f the 
negotiations and mixing up questions of completely divergent character i n t o a s i n g l e 
tangled skein. Ve are deeply convinced that^tho Committee's task i s to concentrate 
a l l i t s a t t e n t i o n on questions r e l a t i n g to the l i m i t a t i o n of the arras race, 
o b j e c t i v e l y a n a l y s i n g the r e a l d i f f i c u l t i e s a r i s i n g i n disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s , and 
together to -work .towards overcoming them. 

Vho • w i l l deny that the fundamental danger to the cause of peace at the present 
t i n e i s the r e c k l e s s a c c e l e r a t i o n of the arms race and thé development of ever newer 
systems of weapons- designed p r i m a r i l y f o r f i r s t s t r i k e c a p a b i l i t y , which i s 
accompanied by the promotion of doctrines based on the waging and winning of nucloar 
•war? 

I t i s true that — improbably — the American delegation i n i t s statement 
today claimed that there i s no cirns race. This claim •would imply that the * 
United States i s not engaging i n an arms build-up, i s not expanding i t s arsenals, 
i s not i n f l a t i n g i t s m i l i t a r y budget to g i g a n t i c proportions. A l l t h i s , apparently, 
i s simply an i l l u s i o n . Let us now turn to the f a c t s as they stand today. 

In recent days wc have hoard about the submission to the l e g i s l a t i v e bodies 
of the United States of i t s d r a f t budget f o r f i s c a l year 1985, which c l e a r l y 
r e f l e c t s a p o l i c y of e s c a l a t i n g the ams race. I t has already become rat h e r a 
t r a d i t i o n i n the United States, as w e l l as i n the NATO count r i e s , to greet s p e c i a l 
sessions of tho United Nations General Assonbly devoted to disamanent with sudden 
increases i n m i l i t a r y budgets. This was the case i n 1978 when, during tho f i r s t 
s p e c i a l session of tho General Assembly on disamanent, the NATO countries adopted 
a d e c i s i o n s y s t e m a t i c a l l y to increase the m i l i t a r y budgets of the nembcr countries 
of that m i l i t a r y - p o l i t i c a l a l l i a n c e i n tho succeeding years. This t i n e , too, there 
i s a d e c i s i o n to increase m i l i t a r y expenditures — even more. On the eve of the 
second s p e c i a l session the United States i s preparing t c adopt a m i l i t a r y budget 
that sets a record f o r a l l of tho post-war years. According to the budgetary 
message of tho President of tho United States, i n f i s c a l year I905 expenditures on 
United States s t r a t e g i c nuclear forces aione arc to increase from Sl6 to $25 b i l l i o n 
and exTonditurcs f o r so-called general purpose forces from S88 to SIO6 b i l l i o n . 
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Tho naval and rapid deployment forces w i l l also receive m u l t i - m i l l i o n - d o l l a r 
increases. Some $6.8 b i l l i o n arc to be spent merely on the const r u c t i o n of a i r c r a f t 
c a r r i e r s . A t o t a l of $258 b i l l i o n has oeen requested f o r - l i l i t a r y appropriations 
f o r tho coming year. C l e a r l y , Prosidont Reagan's d e c i s i o n to begin producing nov 
types of chenical weapons on a large s c a l e , w i t h an a l l o c a t i o n f o r that purpose 
of $700 m i l l i o n , can only be seen as some kind of " s u r p r i s e prosent" f o r tho second 
s p e c i a l session of the General Assenbly devoted to disamanent. I l r . Rostow's 
statement that the United States agrees to negotiations i n tho Connittee on 
Disarmament on the banning of ch e n i c a l weapons can l i a r d l y sweeten t h i s b i t t e r p i l l . 
Tho r e s u l t o f a l l t h i s i s that the United States' t o t a l u i l i t a r j ' - oxpcnditures f o r 
a period of f i v e years v i l l amount to the t r u l y unbelievable sun of nore than 
$1.6 t r i l l i o n . 

On what, p r e c i s e l y , v i l l these b i l l i o n s bo spent? 

In e a r l y October 1981» President Reagan of the United States araiouncod h i s 
" s t r a t e g i c programme" f o r the 1980s, v h i c h not only strengthens and expands 
p r e v i o u s l y confirmed plans but al s o envisages the dcvelopnent and deployment of new 
weapon systons. The Ancrican s t r a t e g i c progranv-io has assigned a s p e c i a l place to 
the deployment of MX i n t e r - c o n t i n e n t a l b a l l i s t i c m i s s i l e s , each of v h i c h x,dll bo 
amcd w i t h 10 warheads of c x t r c n e l y high accuracy, which v i i l l nakc i t p o s s i b l e to 
destroy hcavily-dofended t a r g e t s , i . e . to use these rockets f o r a "disarming" s t r i k e . 

The b a l l i s t i c m i s s i l e s aboard Trident-2 submarines, the const r u c t i o n and 
emplacement of which has been approved by the Ancrican I c a d c r s l i i p , v r i l l have 
p r a c t i c a l l y tho sane n i l i t a r y c a p a b i l i t i e s as the îK m i s s i l e s . I t i s also planned 
to produce, i n the 19QOs, a q u a l i t a t i v e l y ' nev/ s t r a t e g i c bonbor, the "I3-IB", and to 
equip the B-52 bonber f l e e t w i t h s t r a t e g i c c r u i s e n i s s i l e s c f various types. At the 
sane t i n e , i n t e n s i v e a c t i v i t y i s under way towards the devolopncnt of e f f e c t i v e 
a n t i - n i s s i l c defence cquipncnt, the c r e a t i o n of the noans f c r waging war i n space, 
the s i g n i f i c a n t expansion and renewal of the chenical warfare p o t e n t i a l of the 
United States and the re-equipncnt of i t s land forces at q u a l i t a t i v e l y higher 
l e v e l . 

An important part i n the United Statec' plans to achieve m i l i t a r y s u p e r i o r i t y 
i s undoubtedly played by the d e c i s i o n to deploy n e a r l y бОО Ancrican ncdiun-range 
m i s s i l e s i n western Europe, which w i l l f ; i v G tho NATO bloc a 3-2 s u p e r i o r i t y i n 
d e l i v e r y v e h i c l e s of t h i s category and a 2-1 s u p e r i o r i t y i n tho corresponding nucloar 
payload. 

A l l i n a l l , i t would seen that the Ancrican leaders have great hopes of 
achieving " v i c t o r y " i n the ams race through q u a l i t a t i v e s u p e r i o r i t y . No l e s s than 
two-thirds of a l l f e d e r a l govemnent expenditures i n tho United States on s c i e n t i f i c 
research and exp c r i n e n t a l design work i n the coning years v i l l be devoted to the 
l a y i n g of the s c i e n t i f i c and t e c h n i c a l f--amdations f o r tho dcvelopnent o f nov and 
ever nore d e s t r u c t i v e types of vcapons. The production o f nev veapons systons i s 
also being a c t i v e l y pursued. A c l e a r oxanplc of t h i s arc tho plans r e l a t i r i g to 
cruise n i s s i l e s . Tho p o s s i b l e r e s \ i l t s o f such c a l c u l a t i o n s based on t e c h n o l o g i c a l 
leadership i n arT.ianents vas quite c o r r e c t l y pointed out i n the statement nado here 
by № s . I . Thorsson, the head c f the Svodish delc{;ation, o n 2 February. I t i s 
d i f f i c u l t not to agree v/ith her warnings. 
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¥ G nay I c g i t i n a t o l y aslc, why does the Unitod States need such a g i g a n t i c 
n i l i t a r y budget? Mhy has i t adopted nunoroui? progranncs f o r the dcvelopnent of new 
generations of weapons, i n c l u d i n g weapons of nass destruction? This question i s 
often answered by a c l a i n tha.t the United States, md i n fa c t the e n t i r e íÍATO b l o c , 
has f a l l e n behind the Soviet Union and the Warsaw Treaty countries. This c l a i n i s 
e n t i r e l y f a l s e and i t can e a s i l y be refuted by co n s u l t i n g the f a c t s . 

Despite the f a c t t l i a t a f t e r tho Sccoiid World War the world had already witnessed 
a nunbor of very dangerous upsurges cf the arns race, i n i t i a t c c i n each case by the 
United States and i t s a l l i e s — wc have several t i r o s already provided cxanplcs 
confirniing t h i s — i n recent years an approxmatc n i l i t a r y balance has nevertheless 
been reached and i t s t i l l e x i s t s , both between the USSR and the United States and 
between the Warsaw Treaty countries anc txr'ïc of ITATO. This o q u i l i b r i u n e x i s t s 
both i n the f i e l d of s t r a t e g i c nuclear forces and i n the sphere of conventional 
arnanonts and arnod f o r c e s , on a. g l o b a l scale as w e l l as at tho r e g i o n a l l e v e l . ' 

When the SALT-II Treaty was signed, the USSR and the United States exchanged 
de t a i l e d data on tho q u a n t i t i e s of t h o i r s t r a t e g i c arras. These f i g u r e s arc f a n i l i a r 
to tho nonbcrs of the Connittee. The Soviet Union bad approxinately 2,500 s t r a t e g i c 
d e l i v e r y v e h i c l e s and the United States 2,500. However, i n terns of nuubors of 
s t r a t e g i c warheads, the United States had considerable s u p e r i o r i t y over the USSR — 
by noro than one t h i r d . O v e r - a l l , hovicver, there v/as an approxinate balance i n t h i s 
f i e l d , which was to bc fiurther strengthened t'mrough the inp l e n e n t a t i o n of tho Treaty. 
The s i t u a t i o n of approxinate e q u a l i t y i n t h i s f i e l d was, noreovcr, recognized both 
i n 1979 and l a t e r by the nest a u t h o r i t a t i v e Ancrican leaders, 

•V-Jhat has happened since tho s i g n i n g of tho SALT-II Treaty? Is i t possible to 
inagine that v/ithin tho space of one oir two years the Soviet Union has been able 
to achieve s u p e r i o r i t y , and oven nore, s u b s t a n t i a l " s u p e r i o r i t y , i n s t r a t e g i c 
weapons, the dovelopnont of wliich r e q u i r e s nany nany years? The United States 
Secretary of State, Ifc. Haig, v/as forced to a d n i t , at a nc e t i n g v/ith Jjiierican 
newspaper e d i t o r s i n V/ashington on 5 June I9OI, that the alleged s u p e r i o r i t y of 
the Soviet Union i n t h i s f i e l d was a de l i b e r a t e i n v e n t i o n , "In s t r a t e g i c nuclear 
f o r c e s " , he s a i d , "approxirnate p a r i t y continues to p r e v a i l between cur tv/o 
countries". 

Approxinate e q u a l i t y also e x i s t s as regards nediun-rangc nuclear weapons i n 
Europe, i . e . the bas i c rocket-bomc and airborne nuclear vreapons cf tho KATO countries 
that can reach targets i n the Soviet Union f r o n the t e r r i t o r i e s of v/ostern European 
countries and tho waters a d j o i n i n g Europe, that i s , v/eapons with a range of 1,000 
k i l o n o t r o s and nore, and the corre s pond in;;: Soviet v/oapons of s i n i l a r range deployed 
i n the European p o r t i o n cf tho USSR. The НАТО countries have 9S6 such d e l i v e r y 
v e h i c l e s f o r use on tho European continent. This includes 725 American planes, 
64 b a l l i s t i c n i s s i l e s .and 55 B r i t i s h bonbcrs, as v / c l l as 9Q rockets and 46 bonbors 
belonging to Prance. The Soviet Union has 975 s i n i l a r n i l i t a r y u n i t s , i n c l u d i n g 
461 planes and 514 rockets. 

As regards the negotiations on nuclear weapons i n Europe now under v/ay i n 
Geneva, to which I l r . Rostow r e f e r r e d i n h i s statenent, an exhaustive evaluation c f 
the s i t u a t i o n w i t h regard to those negotiations was given by Itc. L.I. Brezhnev, 
General Secretary of the Central Connittee of tho Corxiunist Party of the 
Soviet UrJ.on and President of the P r c s i d i u n of the Suprcnc Soviet c f the USSR, i n 
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h i s -talk v i t h roprosontativcs of the Advisory Council of the S o c i a l i s t I n t e r n s t i c n a l 
on Disarnanient, which took place r e c e n t l y i n KJECOW. In view c f the inportance c f 
what lir. Brezhnev said on that occasion, the Soviet delega.Ion intends tc c i r c u l a t e 
the text of h i s remarks as an o f f i c i a l document of the Cccnittee on Disarnanent. 

lie l e s s r e v e a l i n g , too, are the f a c t s about the nur.bers of the arnct forces 
and conventional weapons c f the ÍÍATÜ and Warsaw Treaty countries. I t i s , cf course, 
nnre d i f f i c u l t to ncJce n conparison i n t h i s sphere bocaucc of i t s varied and diverse 
nature, and the 3ifferences i n the structure and crg?ar.izaticn of these f o r c e s . But 
a look at the b a s i c conpcnents shews a p i c t u r e c f approxirate .-rcuality. For oxarple, 
there are 4.9 n i l l i o n non serving i n the arrod forces of the North A t l a n t i c bloc 
c o u n t r i e s , while the number ser v i n g i n the ccuntrios c f the Warsaw^Treaty Organization 
i s r ather l e s s than 4.8 n i l l i c n . As f a r as the nu:;bcr cf tanlcs gees, NATO has 
24,000 u n i t s while the Varsav.' Treaty countries have s c a r c e l y nore -- 25,000 u n i t s . 
As regards a i r f o r c e s , despite the scnewhat l a r g e r number of n i l i t a r y a i r c r a f t i n 
the forces of the Warsaw Treaty countries (by a 1.2 to 1 r a t i o ) , NATO has s u p e r i o r i t y 
i n a i r support capacity (by a 3 to 1 r a t i o ) and i n the number cf h e l i c o p t e r s (by a 
1.8 to 1 r a t i o ) . The excheaigc of n u n e r i c a l data at the Vienna t a l k s , the l a s t c f 
which r e l a t e d to the s i t u a t i o n as af 1 Januarj' 198O, c o i i f i m s that there i s 
approximate e q u a l i t y i n the nunbcrs c f land and a i r forces of the two sides i n 
Central Europe, where the NATO countries liave 991,000 nen and the Warsaw Treaty 
countries 979,000. 

We could continue t h i s ecupcriscn of n u n e r i c a l data c c n f i r n i n g that there i s 
an e q u i l i b r i u m . Detailed comparative data on the various types of weapons c f the 
Soviet Union and the United States and the countries of the Warsaw Treaty and NATO 
can be found i n a book prepared by the Soviet M i n i s t r y of Defence e n t i t l e d , '4ihero 
does the t l i r e a t to peace come fr o n ? " . This book was published i n Moscow i n 
January 1982 and we can acquaint i n t e r e s t e d delegations w i t h i t . The information 
given i n the book convincingly dcnonstrates that the balance e x i s t s not only on paper 
but also i n f a c t . Thus, there i s no need f o r the United States to catch up i n 
weaponry as i t has not f a l l e n behind the Soviet Union. 

Do Western s t r a t e g i c planners knov/ a l l t h i s ? Of course they do. Novorthelcss 
t h o i r plans f o r the b u i l d i n g up of amanents of a l l k inds that are being prepared 
and adopted today are without p a r a l l e l i n the e n t i r e post-war period. And why i s a l l 
of t h i s necessary? For the very purpose of destroying the balance that has boon 
created and securing n i l i t a r y s u p e r i o r i t y f o r the United States and the NATO countries 
over the Soviet Union and i t s a l l i e s . President Reagan stated t h i s goal of the 
United States r a t h e r c l e a r l y during h i s meeting with e d i t o r s of p r o v i n c i a l Anerican 
newspapers on 17 October 1931, i n which he said q u i t e f r a n k l y that "the Russians 
•w i l l not be able to keep up w i t h us". Many connonts i n the sane v e i n have boon nado 
by the United States Secretary of Defense, Mr. Weinberger, nest r e c e n t l y during h i s 
current t r i p t c the Middle East region. 

The United States' plans to achieve n i l i t a r y s u p e r i o r i t y are natched by a c t u a l 
Anerican p o l i c y w i t h regard to the negotiations on the l i m i t a t i o n of the ams race 
and disarmament. The United States broke o f f negotiations w i t h the Soviet Union on 
such important problems as the l i m i t a t i o n of s t r a t e g i c weapons, the p r o h i b i t i o n of 
chemical weapons, the coapletc and general p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear weapons t e s t s , 
the l i n i t a t i o n of n i l i t a r y a c t i v i t y i n the Indian Ocean, and so f o r t h . In the 



CD/PV-. 152 
45 

(l-tr. Issraolyan, USSR) 

Connittee СП Disarnanent the i n i t i a t i o n cf serious necotiations on nany key aspects 
of ams l i n i t a t i o n and disarnanent has hcen clccked f c r as nuch as a year new. 

Any i n i t i a t i v e , any step i n the sphere of the l i n i t a t i o n cf amanents that 
night i n sone way affect the American progranncs r e l a t i n g to the arns race are 
declared inappropriate. Today wc heard that the sane applies to the prohibition of 
nuclear weapons tests — a neasure which the cverviholning majority of States loavc 
long sought to bring about but which, apparently, "nust be related to the a b i l i t y 
of the Western nations to naintoin credible deterrent forces." This, i t should be 
noted, was to apply only to Western States. As scon, i t soens, as i t i s decided 
i n Washington that the establishnent cf a working group on the prohibition of tests 
would destroy the entire theory and practice cf deterrence, the group cannot be 
established. ' . 

^^rthur Cox, vrriting i n todaj'-'s issue of the International Herald Tribune, 
says the following about the reasons f o r the United States' negative attitude 
vis-à-vis disarnanent negotiations: "But the nore fundanental reason for not noving 
towards serious ncgctiations i s an unresolved p o l i c y debate i n the Reagan 
adninistration. The n a j o r i t y position i s s t i l l held by the havilcs, who are opposed 
to genuine ams control and reductions. They prefer to seek the chinera cf nuclear 
superiority. Instead of reducing nuclear weapons, they want to build and deploy 
the IK, the Trident - 2 and the Pcrshing - 2 , -.ihich sone c f then c l a i n vrould enable the 
United States to f i g h t and win a nuclear war. They arc struggling to naice thv. use 
of nuclear weapons a r a t i o n a l noans of warfare. The ef f o r t i s not only 
extraordinarily dangerous, i t i s insane." 

The ITATO countries arc t r y i n g tc cover up their unccnstructive approach to 
disarnanent negotiations by naking references to events i n various regions of the 
world. In connection with the references to Poland nace cy Iír. Rcstow i n his 
statenent today, I should'Икс to state the following. 

Attenpting i n sone naroier to j u s t i f y t h e i r interference i n P o l i s h a f f a i r s , 
the NATO countries vary thoir ctcry i n varicus ways, c l a i n i n g that n a r t i a l law was 
inposed i n Poland under pressure fron the Soviet Uni-.n and ether s o c i a l i s t countries 
and that the Soviet Union i s generally involved i n the current developnent cf the 
situation i n Poland. This i s a f a b r i c a t i o n fron beginning to end. 

The neasvrres introduced by the highest authorities i n Polan^l are the result of 
a national P a l i s h decision; i t i s the business of the Poles, and only t h e i r s . 
What could be nore authoritative on t h i s subject than tht,- statononts nade by the 
P o l i s h leadership? 

It should, at the cane tine, be clear that the fate of neighbouring s o c i a l i s t 
Poland i s not a natter cf indifference to the Soviet Union. Hundreds of thousands 
cf Soviet people gave the i r l i v e s to l i b e r a t e Poland from f a s c i s t slavery and t h i s 
cannot be erased fron the renory cf cither the Soviet or the Polish peoples. 

Of course, i f one's purpose i s tu -Jisrupt ncgctiations and tc use every neans 
of dragging out the solution of ur.geiit problens i n the sphere of the l i n i t a t i o n of 
the ams race, then of course, any device w i l l do, includiivg; references to the 
situation i n one country or another. 

The statenent wo heard today fron the representative cf the United States, 
Mr. Rcstow, i s t y p i c a l i n thic respect. Lil:o nany of hic predecessors i n the days 
of the "cold war'', he sees the root of the e v i l only i n "thu hand of Moscow". 
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How nany such statcncnts have wc heard i n cur t i n c l E i s statenent would also load 
one to h c l i c v c that thorc are only two States i n the ivorld, the United States c f 
ii n c r i c a and the Soviet Union, and that --И other States c.-d peoples have no 
p a r t i c u l a r influence on the world s i t u a t i o n . 

In essence, I l r . Rostov's statenent assenbled a l l the h a s i c thoncs of current 
Ancrican propaganda Ъу noans c f which that coi-mtry atxonpts to j u s t i f y the 
United States p o l i c y cf a g i g a n t i c build-up of arnr, f-:;r tho purpose of acMoving 
v;.ilitary s u p e r i o r i t y . 

Ve do not intend to enter i n t o polonies with I-ir. Rostov, f o r tha.t would only 
d i s t r a c t tho a t t e n t i o n c f tho Connittee f r e n the v i t a l issues i t should be d e a l i n g 
v i t h . I would l i l c e , however, tc draw a t t e n t i o n to the f o l l o w i n g f a c t s . 

Under the snokescrcen c f conplotoly f a l s e statcv.!cnts about an alleged Soviet 
n i l i t a r y t h r e a t , the United States i s attonpting to achieve a n i l i t a r y s u p e r i o r i t y 
which would be a threat not to the Soviet Union alone. li^y country night bc or could 
beccne tne v i c t i n cf Ancrican n i l i t a r y n i g h t , i f the systen i n that country did not 
please /jnerican r u l i n g c i r c l e s . V/e do not v/ish to follovv I l r . Rostov;'s exanplc by 
going i n t o a d i s c u s s i o n of the s i t u a t i o n m various countries where Ancrican 
i n t e r f e r e n c e i n t h e i r i n t e r n a l a f f a i r s i s now t a k i n g place. These countries and 
regions that arc now the s i t e s of c r i s i s s i t u a t i o n s brought on by tho actions of 
the united States arc v;cl l knovm. Vo would also drav; a t t e n t i o n t c the f a c t that the 
proponents of lirJcagcs i n studying tho i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n did not f o o l i t 
necessary to nontion the annexation by I s r a e l of the Golan Heights — an act c f 
aggression that vas d e c i s i v e l y condcnnod by the United Hâtions General Assenbly a 
fev days ago, or the continued occupation of îTanibia by the Scutli JjTrican aggressors, 
or tho bloody crines of the n i l i t a r y junta i n E l Salvador, :;r tho bloodshed i n U l s t e r 
that h-as been gcir^g on f o r years nov, and nany nany ether Gordian Icnots i n 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l l i f e that t r u l y donand innodiatc s o l u t i o n . V/e do not, hovcvor, thinlc 
that the Connittee on Disamanent i s the appropriate place f o r d i s c u s s i n g these 
problons, burning issues though they nay bc, because they are not d i r e c t l y r e l a t e d 
to the question of the l i n i t a t i o n of the arns race. I t v̂  ̂ uld not bc a r c a l i i j t i c 
approach. 

A genuinely r e a l i s t i c approach vould bc to solve the nost acute i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
problcns at the n c c o t i a t i n g t a b i c , on the ba s i s of e q u a l i t y and equal sccvurity, 
v i t h regard f o r the l e g i t i n a t e i n t e r e s t s of each side. This i s the ncthod the 
Soviet Union advocates, and i t vas once nore a u t h o r i t a t i v e l y stated by 
L.I. Brezhnev, tho General Secretary of the Central Connittee of tho Connunist P a r t y 
of the Soviet Union and President of the Pr o s i d i u n of the Suprecc Soviet of the 
USSR, on the occasion of h i s nocting v i i t h representatives of the Advisory Council 
of tho S o c i a l i s t I n t e r n a t i o n a l on Disamanent l a s t vreek. As L.I. Brezhnev s t a t e d , 
the Soviet leadership i s f i r n l y convinced th-at " f o r any State tc base i t s p o l i c y 
on an assunpticn af a nuclear var and of v i c t o r y i n such a v;ar i s nadncss, 
i r r e s p o n s i b i l i t y and adventurist ganblir^g v/ith the f a t e of nahkind. Diplonacy 
denands not ontangloncnts but disontanglenents. The Gordian knot of c o n f l i c t 
s i t u a t i o n s and c o n t r o v e r s i a l issues i n today's v/orld cannot be cut by any svord. 
The only course i s one of p a t i e n t , constructive n e g o t i a t i o n s , negotiations ensuring 
a r e a l l i n i t a t i o n and d e s t r u c t i o n of arns." 

This i s the approach c a l l e d f o r by the Soviet Union. 
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MP. DE GUEIROZ DUARTE ( B r a z i l ) : Mr. Chairman, allow me f i r s t of a l l to 
congratulate you on your accession to tho Chair of our Committee and to pledge to 
you on behalf of my delegation, and also on behalf of Ambassador Souza e S i l v a , 
tho f u l l co-optíration of my delegation during your chairmanship. 

Щ dalogation's statement today w i l l be devoted to some of the procedural 
aspects of tho 1962 session of our Coomittee, i n particular those relatad to the 
agenda and programme of work and to the organization of the a c t i v i t i e s of the 
Committee I t s e l f . 

My delegation believes i t i s very important for the Committee to arrive at 
an early decision on these procedural aspects. №is does not mean, however, that 
such decisions should bo taken l i g h t l y or that their implications and the 
reasoning behind the several proposals should not be thoroughly examined. 
Procedural discussions should not be viewed as somehow belonging to a lesser 
category of questions, which could be treated In a hasty and s u p e r f i c i a l manner. 
A l l of us know that the structured organization of work, particularly In 
multilateral bodies such as the Committee on Dlsaroament, i s a fundamental step 
toward the completion of the substantive task Involved. Therefore, procedural 
discussions should not be regarded as a mere waste of time. Not without reason, 
incidentally, are we engaged In the exercise of trying t * put., together a 
comprehensive programme of disarmament, which w i l l funotkOn as the necessary 
framework for the substantive work of disarmament I t s e l f . ' 

Accordingly, my delegation considers the discussion of the agenda and 
programme of work as a serious and Important issue, because I t affects the very 
substance of our work. Ну delegation docs not, for that reason, agree with those 
who have urged i le Conmlttec to do away quickly Kith the d-sousslon on procedure,' 
on the grounds that the Committee should concentrate on elaborating Its report to 
the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, as I f 
the presentation of such a report would constitute an end In I t s e l f . In our view, 
the most Important business here Is to ensure substantive progress i n the , 
p r i o r i t y Issues under consideration In this Committee, so that the results 
achieved In this forum on such p r i o r i t y issues themselves constitute a positive 
contribution to the second special session, to be then incorporated i n our 
report to that session. 

My delegation thus regards the discussions that took place l a s t week at 
informal meetings of the Committee as very relevant to the swift completion of 
our task. We would hope that the I n s l j ^ t on tho different positions, as 
provided by those disousslons, w i l l soon produce satisfactory results th^t w i l l 
enable the Conaaittee to attend more e f f i c i e n t l y , and In an orderly fashion, to 
i t s substantive business. 

With these thoughts i n mind, l e t me proceed by discussing b r i e f l y some of 
the points that were made In those meetings. Many delegations, particularly 
those belonging to the western group, have supported the secretariat's suggestion 
for the inclusion of a new Item, dealing with the prevention of an arms race In 
outi.r space. Incidentally, may I suggest that for the future the secretariat 
confines i t s e l f to drawing up a proposed agenda consisting cf those items 
carried over from tho preceding session of the Committee on Disarmament, together 
with a comprehensive l i s t of General Assembly resolutions that c a l l for spécifie 
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a c t i o n by the Committee, unless expressly i n s t r u c t e d otherwise by the Committee 
i t s e l f . This would help to avoid misunderstandings and would allow the Committee 
to give precise d i r e c t i o n s as to what the d r a f t agenda should look l i k e . I do not 
intend to dwell here on suggestions to improve the e f f e c t i v e n e s s of the Committee 
but maybe a few simple measures might help a l o t i n the achievement of that 
o b j e c t i v e , such as, f o r instance, t a k i n g the necessary a d m i n i s t r a t i v e steps 
to provide a f a s t e r processing and c i r c u l a t i o n of documents and verbatim records, 
p a r t i c u l a r l y when statements are not previously prepared. 

In the present stage of the debate on the agenda, the supporters of the 
s e c r e t a r i a t ' s d r a f t have s t a t e d , as the basis f o r proposing the i n c l u s i o n of the 
item on outer space, the f a c t that two r e s o l u t i o n s of the t h i r t y - s i x t h session of 
the General Assembly have requested that the Committee on Disarmament be seized 
of t h i s question. Although the two r e s o l u t i o n s d i f f e r s l i g h t l y i n t h e i r treatment 
of the subject, thus o r i g i n a t i n g divergent views l a s t Friday, i t seems po s s i b l e to 
a r r i v e a t a compromise on the formulation of the proposed new item. The stand of 
the B r a z i l i a n delegation, however, i s based on other, and to our mind very 
fundamental, considerations. We have no q u a r r e l with the request made by the 
General Assembly to t h i s Committee, and indeed we d i d not object to the substance 
of e i t h e r r e s o l u t i o n at the time of t h e i r d i s c u s s i o n and vote at the Assembly. 
B r a z i l has always considered that the decisions of the General Assembly must be 
complied with by t h i s Committee, and that delegations represented here have an 
o b l i g a t i o n to abide by such d e c i s i o n s . I would only l i k e to r e c a l l that during 
the l a s t session of the General Assembly, the representative of B r a z i l i n the 
F i r s t Committee, Ambassador Souza e S i l v a , had the f o l l o w i n g to say with regard 
to the two d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n s on outer space, tabled r e s p e c t i v e l y by some 
s o c i a l i s t and by some western delegations: " B r a z i l , together with other 
Member States, has advocated f o r many years now the need f o r prompt a c t i o n i n 
assuring the d e m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of outer space. I t i s high time f o r responsible 
m u l t i l a t e r a l e f f o r t s to ensure that outer space i s preserved f o r peaceful uses 
alone". In the same statenent. Ambassador Souza e S i l v a discussed the request 
to the Committee on Disarmament to take up the question with the f o l l o w i n g words: 
"V/e would only argue that the Committee on Disarmament i s c u r r e n t l y seized with 
s i x substantive questions on i t s annual agenda, i n c l u d i n g two subjects to which 
the General Assembly has repeatedly assigned the highest p r i o r i t y : the nuclear 
t e s t ban and the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament". 
The B r a z i l i a n delegation to the F i r s t Committee even considered proposing 
amendments to the two d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n s suggesting that the question of outer 
space be entrusted to the Committee on the Peaceful Uses of Outer Space, rather 
than to the Committee on Disarmament. In our exploratory contacts on the idea of 
such an amendment we met with sympathy from the group of sponsors of one r e s o l u t i o n , 
but with resolute objection from the group of sponsors of the other. We f i n a l l y 
decided not to move any amendment, and voted i n favour of both r e s o l u t i o n s with an 
explanation of vote that set f o r t h our thoughts about the best a v a i l a b l e forum to 
ensure e f f e c t i v e and speedy negotiation on the substance of t h i s i s s u e . 

I f e l t compelled to recount those events because unfortunately the 
apprehensions and misgivings we expressed l a s t f a l l i n New York seem to have now 
become a r e a l i t y . Here we are confronted with a suggestion, advocated by delegations 
of both East and West, to include a new item on our agenda on the grounds that a 
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s p e c i f i c d e c i s i o n of the General Assembly has requested the Committee on 
Disarmament to do so; but what has happened to those items already included i n 
our agenda to which so many decisions of the General Assembly have assigned the 
highest p r i o r i t y and urgency and on which they have repeatedly and poignantly 
requested both t h i s Committee and three of i t s members i n d i v i d u a l l y to take 
speedy and concrete m u l t i l a t e r a l action? 

With regard to such p r i o r i t y items, v/hich as we a l l know r e f e r to the ban 
on nuclear-weapon t e s t i n g and to the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament, 
we have seen the e f f o r t s deployed mainly by the Group of 21 to i n i t i a t e concrete 
negotiations i n the Committee on Disarmament s y s t e m a t i c a l l y thwarted by the 
staunch objection of two of i t s members. Neither of those two members has so 
fa r made any s p e c i f i c proposals on how to deal e f f e c t i v e l y with such questions 
i n t h i s m u l t i l a t e r a l body, despite the repeated requests by the General Assembly 
I have mentioned above, among which, of course, we must a l s o count the F i n a l Document 
i t s e l f . What we heard t h i s morning from the di s t i n g u i s h e d representative of the 
United States, Mr. Rostow, does not point to any change i n t h i s posture. 

During Friday's d i s c u s s i o n on the agenda and programme of work, a suggestion 
was put forward by the di s t i n g u i s h e d delegate of the United States, 
Ambassador F i e l d s , to the e f f e c t that items 1 and 2 be combined i n a s i n g l e 
formulation. I f I r e c a l l h i s words c o r r e c t l y , Ambassador F i e l d s s a i d that t h i s 
could e l i c i t " creative proposals" on both i s s u e s . I do not intend to elaborate 
here on the reasons why h i s suggestion i s unacceptable to my delegation, and I 
believe to a large majority of other delegations as w e l l . I would only r e c a l l 
that we have been repeatedly t o l d , i n t h i s and i n nany other forums, that 
nuclear matters are h i g h l y complex. The merging of items 1 and 2 would only 
add to the complexity of the i s s u e s . Thus, a "composite" item made up of the 
present items 1 and 2 hardly seems the most adequate way to deal with the 
cessation of nuclear-weapon t e s t s , an issue to which the world community has 
devoted many years of a t t e n t i o n and study and which awaits only the p o l i t i c a l 
w i l l of two nuclear-weapon States to be the subject of m u l t i l a t e r a l n e gotiation 
i n t h i s forum. Eut I am indeed looking fjrward to hearing .;hat c r e a t i v e and 
concrete proposals the delegation of the United States has to present on t h i s 
item. 

I w i l l close these remarks by s t a t i n g again ray delegation's b e l i e f that 
the procedural discussions i n which we are engaged are of the utmost importance 
to the success of our endeavours. On our pa r t , we intend to continue to 
p a r t i c i p a t e i n them i n the same constructive s p i r i t that has been shown so many 
times i n t h i s Committee by our delegation and by many other delegations. But at 
the same time we w i l l exert our best e f f o r t s to see to i t that the agenda and the 
programme of work we f i n a l l y approve are i n keeping with the r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s and 
the duties that the General Assembly has entrusted to t h i s Committee and with the 
p r i o r i t i e s defined by i t s r e s o l u t i o n s . In so doing, we are confident that the 
Committee on Disarmament w i l l be able to o f f e r the best possible c o n t r i b u t i o n 
to the success of the second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament, namely, the i n i t i a t i o n of substantive nfigotiations on the p r i o r i t y 
issues that are before i t . 

The CHAIRMAN; I thank you f o r the kind words you addressed to the Chair. 
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I^Ir. TIAIT JliT (China) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Chinese); I l r . Chairman, on behalf of 
the Chinese d e l e g a t i o n , I wish to begin my statement-by c o n g r a t u l a t i n g you on 
your assumption of tho chairmanship of the Committee on Disarmament f o r the f i r s t 
month of i t s 1902 session. I t i s my sincere hope that under your able guidance 
the Committee v / i l l malee a good beginning i n i t s work. I v/ish a l s o to express my 
thanlts to your predecessor, I l i s E x c e l l e n c y Ambassador Sani, f o r h i s c o n t r i b u t i o n 
to the work of the Committee. I would a l s o l i k e to a v a i l myself of t h i s opportvinity 
to extend our welcome to the nev; representatives v;ho have come to pao-ticipate i n ^ 
t h i s year's work of the Committee. The Chinese delegation expresses i t s deep 
condolences on the passing av/ay of Ambassador V i t t o r i o Cordero de Montezemolo 
of I t a l y . 

During t h i s s p r i n g session of the Committee, v/hich comprises the l a s t rovuid 
of meetings before the second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted 
to disarmament, the Chinese delegation i s ready to co-operate w i t h other delegations 
i n a common endeavour to f u l f i l the important tasks entrusted to the Committee. 

Three years have elapsed since the f i r s t s p e c i a l session on disarmament, 
held i n 1978, During t h i s p e r i o d , a nvanber of grave events have tal:en place i n 
the v/orld, and the i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n i s becoming more tense and turbulent. 
P a r t i c u l a r l y over the past couple of years, the s i t u a t i o n has been extremely 
v o l a t i l e . The danger of v/ar i s grov/ing, and i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c u r i t y are 
under greater t h r e a t s . A l l these have caused concern and anxiety among the 
peoples of the v/orld. I t i s d i s a p p o i n t i n g that i n s p i t e of the great e f f o r t s 
made by many of the delegations, no substantive progress has been made at the past 
three sessions of the Committee. The tv/o superpov/ers, f a r from slovi/ing dovm 
t h e i r arms race, have nov/ entered i n t o a nev/ round of the aims race. One 
superpov/er, v/hile malcing a fanfare about i t s "peace programme f o r the 1930s", has 
been d r a s t i c a l l y i n c r e a s i n g i t s m i l i t a r y strength, s t r i v i n g to achieve complete 
m i l i t a r y supremacy. A f t e r a c l i i e v i n g a rovigh nuclear p a r i t y , i t has spared no 
e f f o r t to develop and improve lilPiVs, to continue to deploy mobile medium-range 
m i s s i l e s and to b u i l d nev/ types of m i s s i l e - c a r r y i n g submarines, v/ith the i n t e n t i o n 
of o u t s t r i p p i n g i t s r i v a l i n m i l i t a r y technology. In the f i e l d of conventional 
aimaments, v/hile maintaining i t s q u a n t i t a t i v e supremacy, i t i s v i g o r o u s l y improving 
t h e i r q u a l i t y . The other ouperpov/er, i n f e a r of being outdone, has been i n c r e a s i n g 
i t s m i l i t a r y expenditures, developing nev/ types of s t r a t e g i c m i s s i l e s and 
missile-carr;riij^-r5u^'Qijj2_j.inen and strengthening the combat c a p a b i l i t i e s of i t s 
conventional f o r c e s . A l l t h i s c l e a r l y i n d i c a t e s tha.t the root Muse f o r the lack 
of r e a l progress i n disarmament l i e s i n the f a i l u r e of the superpov/ers to 
substantiate t h e i r avowed i n t e n t i o n f o r disamament with concrete a c t i o n s , i n 
t o t a l disregard of the v/orld people's ardent desire and reasonable demand f o r 
disamament. 

Purthemore, p a r a l l e l to the i n t e n s i f y i n g ams expauision of the tv/o 
superpowers i s t h e i r i n c r e a s i n g r i v a l r y a l l over the v/orld. I n A s i a , one 
superpower i s f o r c e f u l l y pushing i t s strategy of a southv/ard d r i v e . I t continues 
i t s m i l i t a r y occupation of Afghanistan and r e i n f o r c e s i t s troops there to suppress 
and massacre the Afghan people. Meanwhile, i t supports r e g i o n a l hegemonism i n i t s 
continued occupation of Kampuchea. I t has o b s t i n a t e l y refused t o implement the 
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se v e r a l solemn r e s o l u t i o n s adopted by the United Nations General Assembly demanding 
i t s u nconditional vrithdrawal from Afghanistan and Ibmpuchea. Thus i t has ccmo 
under strong condrannation from justice-upholding countries and peoples. In Europe, 
both superpowers are updating t h e i r airaaments, strengthening t h e i r m i l i t a r y 
deploymâats and f r e q u e n t l y staging l a r g e - s c a l e m i l i t a r y manoeuvres. Recent 
developments show that the s i t u a t i o n i n c e n t r a l Eiirope has become more tense and 
complicated than before. Even North Europe, a r e l a t i v e l y peaceful region i n the 
past, saw the grave i n c i d e n t i n which the t e r r i t o r i a l water of a n e u t r a l State 
was encroached upon by a f o r e i g n submarine. I t should a l s o be noted that i n 
the Middle E a s t , I s r a e l , f o l l o w i n g the bombing of Iraq's nuclear r e a c t o r , has 
r e c e n t l y f l a g r a n t l y annexed the SjTian Golan Heights, causing new tensions i n t h i s 
r e g ion, i n t o t a l disregard of the strong opposition of world p u b l i c opinion. The 
d e t e r i o r a t i o n of the world s i t u a t i o n has i n e v i t a b l y damaged the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
atmosphere needed f o r disarmament negotiations. 

Numerous small and medium-sized countries are deeply concerned about and 
d i s s a t i s f i e d w i t h the worsening world s i t u a t i o n , the i n t e n s i f y i n g arms race and 
the grov/ing danger of war. They staunchly oppose the hegemonist aggression and 
expgmsion which are menacing world peace, demand a h a l t to the arms race and work 
a c t i v e l y f o r disarmament. 1/e b e l i e v e that to achieve progress i n disarmament i t 
i s imperative to e s t a b l i s h s u i t a b l e p r i n c i p l e s and e f f e c t i v e approaches to 
diseü^nament i n the l i g h t of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n , i n c l u d i n g the a c t u a l state 
of the aJMB race. The present s i t u a t i o n of world armaments i s that the two 
superpowers possess the highest l e v e l s of armaments i n the world. According t o the 
United Nations Secretary General's report i n 1980 to the General Assembly e n t i t l e d , 
"Comprehensive study on nuclear weapons", and the s t a t i s t i c s of i n t e r n a t i o n a l l y 
reputed research i n s t i t u t i o n s , the two superpov/ers possess 43»ООО nuclear v/arheads 
of a l l types, comprising 97 per cent of the t o t a l number of nuclear v/arheads i n 
the viorld today. Thoir m i l i t a r y expenditures account f o r f o u r - f i f t h s of the 
annvial t o t a l of about 05OO b i l l i o n spent i n the v/orld f o r m i l i t a r y purposes, f a r 
exceeding the t o t a l of the m i l i t a r y expenses of over one hvondred other countries. 
And the d e s t r u c t i v e and l e t h a l pov/er of t h e i r nuclear and conventional vreapons i s 
even more stupendous, not to be matched by that of a l l the other countries combined. 
The seriousness of a l l t h i s l i e s not merely i n t h e i r m i l i t a r y strength, but i n 
peurticular i n the grave threat they pose to v/orld peace and to the s e c u r i t y of 
various nations. I n t h i s connection, that superpov/er which i s n o i s i l y advocating 
d-etente and disarmament has i n f a c t committed acts of aggression, expansion 
and hegemonism which are p a r t i c u l a r l y g l a r i n g . Therefore, i n order to safeguard 
world peace and diminish the danger of war, i t i s imperative to oppose hegemonism 
and danand that the two superpowers talce the lead i n carrji-ing out disarmament. 

During our d i s c u s s i o n on the question of disarmament, reference has also been 
ma.de to the imbalance e x i s t i n g betv/een the nuclear-v/eapon States and the 
non-nuclear-v/eapon States. In the world today, there are only a fev/ countries 
which possess nuclear vreapons, v/hile the great m a j o r i t y of nations have no such 
weapons. I t i s only reasonable, therefол-о, that the non-nuclear-vreapon States 
should demand that the nuclear-weapon States carry out disarmament so as to cut 
down and eliminate such an imbalance. Уе agree to the idea that a l l nuclear-vreapon 
States shovild assume t h e i r respective r e c p o n s i b i l i t i e s f o r nuclear disarmament. 
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We have a l l along favoured and supported the e f f o r t s made by the people of the 
world towards the complete p r o h i b i t i o n £ind t o t a l d e s t r u c t i o n of nuclear weapons. 
As to the s p e c i f i c steps t g be taken, bearing i n mind the r e a l and grave threat to 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c u r i t y posed by the tvro superpowers, vre b e l i e v e that 
only a f t e r they have a c t u a l l y and s u b s t a n t i a l l y reduced ала destroyed t h e i r armaments 
w i l l favovirable conditions be created f o r the other nuclear-vreapon States and 
m i l i t a r i l y s i g n i f i c a n t States to reduce t h e i r armaments. .V/hen the hvige armaments 
gap between the two superpov/ers and other States has been narrovred, other 
nuclear-weapon States should j o i n them i n reducing t h e i r aimaments according to 
r a t i o n a l r a t i o s u n t i l the t o t a l d e s t r u c t i o n of nuclear weapons i s r e a l i z e d . During 
t h i s process, as the v e r t i c a l p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear weapons i s h a l t e d , and the 
nuclear.threat faced by the numerous small and mediimi-sized countries reduced, 
favourable conditions w i l l be created f o r the prevention of the h o r i z o n t a l 
p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear vreapons. 

I t should be pointed out that any i n d i s c r i m i n a t e demand f o r simultaneous 
disaimament by a l l the nuclear-vreapon States and m i l i t a r i l y s i g n i f i c a n t S t a t e s , 
regardless of the huge imbalance i n aimaments between States and regeirdless of 
the source of the threat to i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c u r i t y , v;ould only help 
serve the purpose of the superpowers to perpetviate t h e i r m i l i t a r y . s u p e r i o r i t y 
and maintain t h e i r c a p a b i l i t y f o r aggression, expansion, threat and b l a c l a n a i l . 
The superpovrers are p r e c i s e l y p l a y i n g t h i s t r i d c of clamouring f o r simultaneous 
disarmament v/ith other countries and using i t as an excuse f o r thçir r e f u s a l to 
reduce armaments.. That i s why the representatives o f many countries emphasized 

.at various relevant conferences of the United ll a t i o n s that the superpovrers should 
undertake primary r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r disarmament. The proposals on disarmament 
measures submitted by the Group of 21 a l s o r e f l e c t the id e a that'the superpovrers 
should take the lead i n disarmament. The Chinese delegation endorses these 
reasonable demands. We hold that the two superpowers with the l a r g e s t arsenals 
t a k i n g the lead i n disarmament should c o n s t i t u t e a b a s i c p r i n c i p l e f o r disarmament 
and i s an important c r i t e r i o n of judging whether disarmament i s genuinely c a r r i e d 
out. 

I nov/ vásh to turn to some other items on the agenda of the current session 
of the Committee on Disarmament. The comprehensive programme of disarmajnent w i l l 
be an important item at the second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted 
to disarmament. At i t s cvirrent session the Committee i s to elaborate a d r a f t CPD 
and to submit i t to the s p e c i a l session f o r consideration aid adoption. The 
experience of the l a s t tvro years shov/s that great e f f o r t s are s t i l l needed f o r the 
e l a b o r a t i o n of a s a t i s f a c t o r y programme. The Group of 21, v/ith the aim of 
a c c e l e r a t i n g the process of disarmament, has a c t i v e l y i n i t i a t e d the elabor a t i o n 
of a programme and advanced reasonable suggestions and proposals, of which we express 
our a p p r e c i a t i o n . 

I t i s our viev/ that i n order to accelerate the process of disarmament, the 
e l a b o r a t i o n o f the programme should- proceed i n the l i g h t of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
s i t u a t i o n and a c t u a l s t a t e of the arms race, and i t should f u l l y r e f l e c t the 
fundamental p r i n c i p l e that the tv/o superpov/ers should be the f i r s t to reduce 
armaments. The programme should be c a r r i e d out i n stages so as to ensure i t s 
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e f f e c t i v e implementation. For each stage, an i n c l i c a t i v e time-frame should he 
provided. And the v e r i f i c a t i o n machincrj'' and procedures necessary f o r reviewing 
i t s implementation should he e s t a b l i s h e d . Since the pro;jramme i s to be viorked 
out through serious n e g o t i a t i o n s . States should vindertalce o b l i g a t i o n s and 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s a r i s i n g therefrom and implement the programme i n earnest. 

The p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons has always been an important issue at the 
sessions of the Committee on Disarmament. The continued use of such \;eapons 
of mass de s t r u c t i o n i n massacring people has aroused grave concern on the part of 
the world p u b l i c opinion. Over the past year, there have again been many reports 
on the use of chemical weapons i n Afghanistan, ICampuchea and other places. I t 
i s d i s t u r b i n g to note that the superpowers \;hich possess large arsenals of chemical 
weapons are stepping up the production, development and deployment of these \;eapons. 
A l l t h i s commands greater urgency i n the tasl: of formulating an i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
convention on the complete p r o h i b i t i o n and t o t a l d e s t r u c t i o n of chemical vreapons. 
Ue agree vi i t h the proposal of many covmtries that the mandate of the l/orking Group 
be extended. 

V/e maintain that the scope of the p r o h i b i t i o n i n the future convention should 
covei- the use of chemical vreapons. To empha.size anev; the p r o h i b i t i o n of the use 
of chemical vreapons \rould supplement and- strengthen the 1925 Geneva P r o t o c o l . 
In order to ensure implementation of the future convention, vre maintain that 
s t r i n g e n t and e f f e c t i v e measures f o r i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n be provided f o r , 
i n c l u d i n g on-sight inspections on the use of chemical vreapons, the d e s t r u c t i o n of 
s t o c k p i l e s of such vreapons and the dismantling of f a c i l i t i e s f o r t h e i r production. 

Let me turn nov; to the question of s e c u r i t y assvirances f o r the 
non-nuclear-vreapon States. In the face of the grs.-'-.? nuclear th-reat, the numerous 
non-nuclear-weapon States demand t h a t , pending nuclear disarmament, nuclear-vreapon 
States vmconditionally undertal:e the o b l i g a t i o n not to use or threa-ten to use 
nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-weapon States and that on t h i s b a s i s , 
negotiations be started as soon as possible to conclude an i n t e r n a t i o n a l convention 
i n t h i s regard. The Chinese delegation supports t h i s demand. V/e are ready to 
give p o s i t i v e consideration to proposals made or to be made on t h i s item, provided 
they are t r u l y conducive to the strengthening of the s e c u r i t y of the 
non-nuclear-vreapon States. In ovir viev/, the nuclear-vreapon States should consider 
the reasonable demand of the non-nuclear-vreapon States f o r the guaranteeing of 
t h e i r s e c u r i t y . Basing themselves on t h e i r ovm narrovi i n t e r e s t s , the major 
nuclear-weapon povrers are p u t t i n g various conditions to non-nuclear-vreapon States, 
and demanding that non-nuclear-v/eapon States ensure the s e c u r i t y of the major 
nuclear Powers f i r s t . Such a p r a c t i c e of p u t t i n g the cart before the horse i s 
bovmd to-prevent the Committee on Disarmament from malcing progress on t h i s item. 

The r e s o l u t i o n s adopted by the General Assembly at i t s t h i r t y - s i x t h session 
c a l l upon the Committee to consider at i t s current session the question of 
preventing an arms race i n outer space. In recent years, the tv/o superpov/ers have 
been e n e r g e t i c a l l y developing m i l i t a r y technology used i n outer зраоэ. They have 
i n t h e i r hands some outer space vreapons v/hich are near the operational stage. The 
f a c t that the arms race betvreen them has already extended i n t o outer space i s 
another s a l i e n t feature i n the nev/ round of t h e i r arms race. 
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The development of outer space weapons poses an a d d i t i o n a l threat to world 
peace and s e c u r i t y and has aroused anxiety and v i g i l e n c e i n the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
community. I t i s appropriate f o r the Committee on Disarmament to consider the 
issue of preventing the m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of outer space. Ve hold that outer space, 
the common- heritage of manlcind, should be used f o r peaceful purposes i n the i n t e r e s t 
of humanity. Me are opposed to vjoy m i l i t a r y a c t i v i t i e s i n outer space which 
jeopardize peace and s e c u r i t y . At the same time, we are opposed to the p r a c t i c e 
of paying l i p s e r v i c e to the prevention of the m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of outer space v/hile 
a c t u a l l y v/oricing liard to develop various types of outer space т/eapons. 

Before concluding my statement, I v/ish to point out that there i s not much 
time l e f t before the second s p e c i a l session of the United Nations General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament. I t i s the hope of the Chinese delegation that the 
second s p e c i a l session v / i l l achieve p r a c t i c a l r e s u l t s , thus g i v i n g a new impetus 
to the cause of disarmament. At i t s current session the Committee should expedite 
i t s woric so as to mal:e i t s due c o n t r i b u t i o n to the second s p e c i a l session. The 
Chinese delegation i s ready to malee i t s e f f o r t s f o r the success of the current 
session of the Committee as w e l l as the second s p e c i a l session of the United Nations 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. 

The CHAIBIIAir; I thanic you f o r the kind v/ords you addressed to the Chair. 

That completes my l i s t of spealcers f o r today. Does any other delega-tion 
v/ish to speaJc? 

Иг. de l a GORCE (France) ( t r a n s l a t e d from French); I have asked f o r the f l o o r 
only i n order to malee one b r i e f comment, I l r . Chainnan. I n the statement he made 
a l i t t l e v/hile ago, our di s t i n g u i s h e d colleague from the Soviet Union gave some 
f i g u r e s designed to prove that i n the nuclear sphere there i s an approximate 
e q u a l i t y betv/een the nvjmber of devices i n the possession of the Soviet Union and 
the Varsav/ Treaty c o u n t r i e s , and the пгшЬег possessed by the United States and the 
NATO countries. I'ly delegation heard Ambassador Is s r a e l y a n include Prance's 
nuclear forces i n t h i s evaluation. In t h i s connection, my delegation v/ishes to 
repeat that France's nuclear forces cannot be counted together v/ith those of other 
States. ' The French nuclear forces are not under the c o n t r o l of any outside 
a u t h o r i t y but are responsible s o l e l y to the Government of France. That i s a l l I 
have to say on t h i s p o i n t . 

The CHAIPJIAN; I have been asked by the Co-ordinator of the Group of 21 to 
inform members that a meeting of the Group v / i l l be held tomorrow at 1 0 . 3 0 a.m. 
i n t h i s room. 

I v/ish to inform the Committee that v/e have a long l i s t of spealcers f o r our 
plenary meeting on Thursday. I do not t h i n l : t h a t a l l members l i s t e d f o r that day-
could complete t h e i r statements during the morning meeting. At the same time, 
we should bear i n mind that the Committee has already agreed that the Ad Hoc 
Vorking Group on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament v / i l l meet 
on Thursday afternoon. Therefore, I b e l i e v e that v/e should hold a t h i r d plenary 
meeting t h i s v/eek, on F r i d a y morning. On F r i d a y morning v/e can conclude the 
statements pending from Thursday, and i f there i s time we could s t i l l hold ovir 
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informal meeting immediately a f t e r adjournment of the plenary meeting. I f 
necessary, on iibriday afternoon we could continue the i n f e r n a l meeting. I f 
there are no obj e c t i o n s , we v ; i l l proceed accordingly. 

I t was so decided. 

The СНй.1ШШ1; The next plenary meeting of the Committee váll be held 
on Thiirsday, 11 Februaury, at 10,30 a,m. As agreed by the Committee, an informal 
meeting w i l l be held tomorrow afternoon at 3 P»m. 

The meeting rose at 4»45 P.m 
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The CHAIRMAN; In The Name of God The Most Compassionate, The Most M e r c i f u l , 
I declare open the 153rd plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament. 

As agreed Ъу the Committee a t our l a s t plenary meetirg, we w i l l l i s t e n t h i s 
morning to as many speakers as poss i b l e and hold another plenary meeting tomorrow 
morning so that members unable to d e l i v e r t h e i r statements today may do so on that 
occasion. 

Mr. SUMMERHAYES (united Kingdom); Mr. Chairman, I wish to o f f e r you my 
congratulations on assuming the r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s of the chairmanship of t h i s 
Committee and to assure you of the f u l l co-operation of my delegation i n c a r r y i n g 
out your task. At the same time I wish to express our appreciation to 
Ambassador Sani f o r the f i r m and wise guidance he gave us both a t the end of l a s t 
year and at the beginning of t h i s one. I als o extend a very warm welcome to the 
many new colleagues who have joined us f o r the nev; session of the Committee. 

My delegation shares the f e e l i n g of many di s t i n g u i s h e d representatives who have 
spoken before me that the session of the Committee on Disarmament which we have now 
begun i s of s p e c i a l s i g n i f i c a n c e because.it w i l l be followed by, and i s i n a sense 
preparatory to, the second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament. We are a l l most conscious that the expectations aroused by the f i r s t 
s p e c i a l session have not been f u l f i l l e d , that armed c o n f l i c t continues to cause 
widespread s u f f e r i n g i n many parts of the world and that the m i l i t a r y p o t e n t i a l of 
many States continues to incr e a s e . 

Against t h i s troubled background, the B r i t i s h Government continues to believe 
that i t s f i r s t r e s p o n s i b i l i t y i s to preserve i t s country's s e c u r i t y . In t h i s 
connection, i t remains committed to seeking balanced and v e r i f i a b l e measures of arms 
c o n t r o l and, i n t h i s , i t r e f l e c t s the wishes of the B r i t i s h people. My delegation i s 
conscious of the magnitude of our task here and the d i f f i c u l t i e s and d i f f e r e n c e s that 
remain to be overcome; we are aware that arms c o n t r o l i s a f i e l d where we must be 
both imaginative and r e a l i s t i c . In t h i s s p i r i t , my delegation i s ready to play a 
f u l l and const r u c t i v e part i n the d i s c v i s i o n s of the Committee and of i t s working 
groups i n the hope that s i g n i f i c a n t advrncos can be achieved before the second 
s p e c i a l session opens. To f u l f i l t h i s hope, i t i s important, i n our view, to pay 
s p e c i a l a t t e n t i o n to those areas where progress has already been made and where there 
seems a be t t e r prospect of coming r a p i d l y to agreement. Theagreements we a l l seek 
w i l l have to be b u i l t on confidence and w i l l have to ensure undiminished s e c u r i t y 
f o r a l l concerned. For that reason, v e r i f i c a t i o n procedures, i n which both sides 
can put t h e i r t r u s t , remain an e s s e n t i a l key to success i n our v/ork. The need f o r 
agreements to include adequate v e r i f i c a t i o n machinery i s underlined by the 
d i f f i c u l t i e s that have faced the United Nations Group of Experts to Investigate 
Reports on the Alleged Use of Chemical Weapons. I t s i n a b i l i t y to produce a 
conclusive report a t the end of i t s f i r s t year of i n v e s t i g a t i o n was due i n large part 
to the d i f f i c u l t i e s i t had faced i n gaining admission to areas vvhere the al l e g e d 
t r e a t y v i o l a t i o n s were taki n g place. We s i n c e r e l y hope that the Group w i l l meet with 
greater co-operation now that i t s mandate has been extended by General Assembly 
r e s o l u t i o n 56/96 C. 
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There i s a l s o a wider aspect to the question of confidence. Governraents, with 
which decisions on arms c o n t r o l u l t i m a t e l y r e s t , are constrained by considerations 
of p o l i c y at the i n t e r n a t i o n a l l e v e l . I t i s an inescapable f a c t that over the past 
tV70 years, our work i n t h i s Committee has been overshadowed by the continuing 
m i l i t a r y occupation of a non-nligned country, Afghanistan, and now the imposition of 
m a r t i a l law i n Poland has f u r t h e r contributed to tension i n the world. Soviet 
pressure on Poland during the l a s t l 8 months has been intense and has included 
threatening m i l i t a r y manoeuvres around Poland's borders, as w e l l as encouragement of, 
and support f o r , the imposition of m i l i t a r y r u l e . This i s a v i o l a t i o n of a number 
of i n t e r n a t i o n a l l y accepted p r i n c i p l e s i n c l u d i n g those dealing with sovereignty, 
non-intervention, the t h r e a t of f o r c e , and s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n . Such v i o l a t i o n s are 
bound to a f f e c t our work f o r they undermine nutual t r u s t , v;hich must be tho basis f o r 
progress. The f a c t that t a l k s between the United States of America and the 
Soviet Union on l i T i i t i n g intermediate nuclear forces have begun i s , however, a most 
encouraging development, ri^' Government attaches the highest importance to progress 
i n these n e g o t i a t i o n s . The United Kingdom believes that achievement of the zero-
l e v e l f o r land-based INF n i s s i l e s on both sidas would be a major c o n t r i b u t i o n to 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l s t a b i l i t y and therefore to progress i n other areas of aims c o n t r o l 
endeavour i n which the work of t h i s Committee should f i g u r e s u b s t a n t i a l l y . We a l s o 
look forward to the' opening of the s t r a t e g i c arms reduction t a l k s v;ith emphasis on 
deep cuts i n the nuclear arsenals of the superpowers, '.'e believe that these t a l k s 
should get under way at an e a r l y opportunity. 

Ily Government w e l l understands the views put forvjard i n t h i s Committee and the 
disappointment that i t h=;s not proved possible so f a r to achieve a CTB. í̂y 
Government w i l l continue to seek progress on t e s t ban i s s u e s . 

I turn now to other aspects of the work of the Committee. I t i s c l e a r that we 
have a great deal to do i n a short space of time. In p a r t i c u l a r , wo have l i t t l e 
t i n e to f u l f i l the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y , entrusted to the Connittee oy the f i r s t s p e c i a l 
session, c f preparing a comprehensive programme of disarmament. For t h i s reason, 
tlie United Kingdom joined with other Western States i n the presentation of a d r a f t 
programme, contained i n document CD/2G5, during the summer session l a s t year. My 
delegation has played an a c t i v e r o l e i n the i'orking Group under 
Ambassador Garcia Robles' chairmanship since meetings were resune'j i n January and wc 
believe that these meetinr^s have been nost u s e f u l i n c l a r i f y i n g d i f f e r e n t approaches 
to some of the key issues and, i n p a r t i c u l a r , the problem of staces f o r implementation 
and of review mechanisms. My delegation welcomes the f a c t that the Group has now 
begun work on the d r a f t i n g of t e x t s f o r some of the sections of the programme, i n 
p a r t i c u l a r the s e c t i o n on o b j e c t i v e s , whore there seons to be a f a i r degree of 
concordance i n the working papers presented bv the various groups and i n d i v i d u a l 
States. I t i s our f i r m i n t e n t i o n to have a d r a f t programme completed by the end of 
t h i s s p r i n g session — that i s , i n eleven weeks' time or w i t h i n a space of perhaps 
not much more than tv;enty meetings of the f o r k i n g Group. The task should bc 
p o s s i b l e , but Md s h a l l have to keep our expectations w i t h i n reasonable and p r a c t i c a l 
l i m i t s i f we arc to accomplish i t . 

As always, my delegation l i s t e n e d with i n t e r e s t to the remarks made by 
Ambassador Venkateswaran of India i n h i s statement of 5 February, which he devoted 
mainly to the comprehcnsive programme. Not s u r p r i s i n i ^ l y , there are a number of 
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points upon which we hold a d i f f e r e n t view from that expressed by the delegation of 
Ind i a . In p a r t i c u l a r , we are sur p r i s e d to f i n d that he considers that document CD/205 
does not provide an idea of the route along which we must t r a v e l towards general and 
complete disarmament. In our view, document CD/205 does provide such a route, 
p a r t i c u l a r l y f o r the f i r s t part of the journey. Thereafter, we have sketched out 
some pos s i b l e paths to f o l l o w ; but we do not consider that i t i s f e a s i b l e , when the 
map i s l a r g e l y uncharted, to go f u r t h e r without adequate review. As I have 
i n d i c a t e d , however, we beli e v e that the p o s s i b i l i t y of reaching agreement on the 
comprehensive programme does e x i s t and that we should now concentrate our e f f o r t s i n 
the Working Group on t h i s aim. 

Although, as I have made c l e a r , my delegation attaches p a r t i c u l a r importance 
at t h i s time to the CPD neg o t i a t i o n s , we a l s o b e l i e v e that members of the Committee 
should not lose s i g h t of the more d i r e c t c o n t r i b u t i o n they can make to progress on 
arms c o n t r o l through the Committee's work on r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons and, s t i l l more, 
on chemical weapons. 

My delegation demonstrated i t s b e l i e f i n the value of the e a r l y completion of 
negotiations on a f i n a l t e x t of a convention to ban r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons by i t s 
support f o r r e s o l u t i o n 36/97 В at the t h i r t y - s i x t h session of the General Assembly. 
We are again ready at t h i s present session to play a con s t r u c t i v e part i n 
discussions aimed at achieving a generally acceptable t e x t ; success i n these 
discussions could provide a u s e f u l , i f modest, step f u r t h e r forward i n arms c o n t r o l . 
The importance of the measure l i e s not so much i n the l i k e l y imminence of the 
i n t r o d u c t i o n of such weapons — f o r r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons would c e r t a i n l y be very 
d i f f i c u l t to employ — but i n the i n c a l c u l a b l e and unc o n t r o l l a b l e nature of t h e i r 
e f f e c t s , which could p e r s i s t long a f t e r a war i n which the weapons were used, thus 
a f f e c t i n g future generations. That i s s u f f i c i e n t reason f o r banning t h i s p o t e n t i a l 
c l a s s of weapons. I believe that we are most l i k e l y to achieve our o b j e c t i v e by 
concentrating on the s p e c i f i c and w e l l - d e f i n a b l e issues which were s t i l l to be 
resolved a t the end of l a s t year rather than by attempting to cast our net too wide. 

I should l i k e now to turn to the work of the Ad Hoc working Group on Chemical 
V/eapons, which covered a great deal of ground l a s t year under the able and energetic 
chairmanship of /jnbassador Lidgard of Sweden. The United Kingdom destroyed i t s 
e n t i r e stock of chemical weapons more than 10 years ago and my Government remains 
committed, as i t has been since negotiations f i r s t began i n the CCD, to seeking a 
comprehensive, e f f e c t i v e and adequately v e r i f i a b l e ban on chemical weapons. My 
delegation therefore very much welcomed the i n t e n s i v e consideration of the range of 
issues covered l a s t year. The report of the Working Group showed that there i s 
s t i l l a great deal to be done, but i t a l s o pointed to a number of areas where a 
convergence of views i s beginning to develop. We hope that the momentum created 
l a s t year w i l l be maintained during t h i s s e s s i o n ; we would, i n p a r t i c u l a r , think i t 
h i g h l y r e g r e t t a b l e i f the work of t h i s Group were i n any way to be held up by 
procedural considerations. V/e look forward to f u r t h e r substantive progress to 
report to the second s p e c i a l session devoted to disarmament and, i n t h i s connection, 
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we intend s h o r t l y to put forward some d e t a i l e d suggestions on the question of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n . The United Kingdom-s views on t h i s subject are already well-known. 
Vfliile the various elements of a convention are c l e a r l y bound up with each other, 
the purpose of the working paper, which, while focusing on v e r i f i c a t i o n , w i l l be 
to b u i l d on- the progress made on t h i s issue since the United Kingdom tabled i t s 
views i n 1976. V e r i f i c a t i o n i s s t i l l the c e n t r a l problem we face i n drawing up 
a convention. S a t i s f a c t o r y r e s o l u t i o n of t h i s problem i s the only way i n which 
the p a r t i e s to a convention can have confidence i n i t . 

The United Kingdom considers that v e r i f i c a t i o n p r o v i s i o n s would be necessary 
f o r each stage of implementation — that i s , f o r the d e c l a r a t i o n and d e s t r u c t i o n 
of s t o c k p i l e s and production f a c i l i t i e s — and t h e r e a f t e r to monitor the 
compliance of States, i n c l u d i n p the monitoring of permitted peaceful uses of 
chemical v/arfare agents and dual-purpose agents. I t i s e s s e n t i a l a l s o that the 
convention should have an e f f e c t i v e complaints procedure. 

VJe believe that the v e r i f i c a t i o n of implementation of the d e s t r u c t i o n of 
s t o c k p i l e s and production f a c i l i t i e s must be under i n t e r n a t i o n a l c o n t r o l . 
Thereafter, v e r i f i c a t i o n of compliance could be by a mixture of b i l a t e r a l and 
m u l t i l a t e r a l contacts between States p a r t i e s , with an i n t e r n a t i o n a l body — 
the Consultative Committee, on v/hich we have already made d e t a i l e d proposals — 
having ultimate r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . 

Among the other items of business before the Committee to which v/e attach 
much importance i s a subject commended to our a t t e n t i o n by General Assembly 
resolutions5 6 / 9 7 С and 36/99, namely, the question of f u r t h e r measures"of arms 
c o n t r o l i n outer space. My delegation hopes that t h i s subject i s to be included 
i n the agenda of the Committee f o r t h i s session and that time w i l l be a l l o c a t e d 
i n our work schedule f o r d i s c u s s i o n of the t e c h n i c a l issues v/hich v / i l l have to be 
addressed i n t h i s new area of v/ork: 

The question of our work schedule to v/hich I have j u s t r e f e r r e d brings me 
back to the point I mentioned i n connection w'th tho comprehensive programme of 
disarmament, './e are faced with a formidable amount of v/ork i n a r e l a t i v e l y short 
period, s i n c e , f o r p r a c t i c a l purposes, I believe we should f i n i s h our session by 
the middle of A p r i l . I believe that v/e must be guided by the a c t u a l p o s s i b i l i t i e s 
f o r making progress on p a r t i c u l a r items and not n e c e s s a r i l y by the t h e o r e t i c a l 
a l l o c a t i o n of p r i o r i t i e s to c e r t a i n subjectá according to t h e i r o v e r - a l l importance 
i n the disarmament f i e l d . I a l s o suggest that we night consider r e v e r t i n g to a 
p r a c t i c e used to good a v a i l during our I980 session, namely, that of holding l e s s 
than the usual number of plenary meetings, at l e a s t during the l a t t e r part of the 
session, to allow t i i e f o r extra informal meetings,- sessions of the Working Groups 
and so on. This miçht be p a r t i c u l a r l y u s e f u l when we begin to prepare our 
rep o r t s . I f wc are to complete the work of t h i s session i n good order, i t w i l l be 
necessary to make proper d i s p o s i t i o n s even at t h i s e a r l y stage f o r our s p e c i a l 
report to the General Assembly. 
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The CHAIRMAN ; I thank the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of the United Kingdom 
f o r h i s statement and f o r the kind words he addressed to the Chair. 

Mr. SADLEIR ( A u s t r a l i a ) : Mr. Chairman, may I o f f e r you my congratulations 
on your appointment to preside over us f o r t h i s important, opening month of our 
negotiations and on the tone of f i r m and f r i e n d l y guidance that you have already s e t . 
I o f f e r you the co-operation of my delegation i n your d i f f i c u l t task. 

Though, personally, I d i d not have the honour of working here under the 
chairmanship of Ambassador Sani, the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of A u s t r a l i a ' s 
great northern neighbour, I a l s o wish to express on behalf of my delegation and that 
of my predecessors our appreciation of the able manner i n which he discharged the 
o f f i c e of Chairman towards the end of l a s t year's session and e a r l y t h i s year. 

May I , too, on behalf of the A u s t r a l i a n delegation and those who have preceded 
me i n leading i t , convey to the delegation of I t a l y our deep and sincere sympathy 
on the sad l o s s of Ambassador Montezemolo. His wisdom and extensive experience w i l l 
g r e a t l y be missed, e s p e c i a l l y at t h i s moment i n h i s t o r y when those q u a l i t i e s are 
so r e l y needed. 

I take a l s o t h i s opportunity formally to say goodbye to Ambassador Fein of the 
Netherlands who, with h i s q u a l i t i e s of common sense and f o r e s i g h t , contributed so 
much to the work of t h i s Committee. I ask the delegation of the Netherlands to pass 
on to him our best wishes f o r every success and happiness i n h i s new work. 

F i n a l l y , may I thank those who have welcomed me as a newcomer to t h i s key body 
i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l l i f e . I have no i l l u s i o n that the mantle I assume i s easy, but i t 
could not be more worthwhile. With the ready help and encouragement I have received 
from so many i n a l l quarters of t h i s room, I set myself to contribute to our common 
task. 

Many of our colleagues i n t h i s room — i n f a c t most of them — have already 
addressed t h i s session of the Committee c^ Disarmament. In everything they have s a i d 
I detect a common theme, and i t i s an important and encouraging theme, namely, the 
need f o r the Committee urgently to get down to business. A l l of us are sharply aware 
that the second session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament 
i s almost on us. A l l of us know that at that session the work of t h i s Committee w i l l 
be judged. The judgement w i l l canvass the s t r u c t u r e of the Committee as i t was 
fashioned at the f i r s t s p e c i a l session. I n e v i t a b l y , the way i n which the Committee 
has discharged i t s mandate, as the only m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i n g body on disarmament, 
w i l l a l s o be judged. Those to take tho f l o o r before me have pointed out t h a t , f o r 
a range of p o l i t i c a l and procedural reasons, the Committee has not r e a l i z e d i t s 
p o t e n t i a l . They have al s o stressed, however, that i t i s not too l a t e f o r progress. 
That i s the theme I bring to you i n t h i s statement by A u s t r a l i a . 
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Looking to tho s p e c i a l s e s s i o n / i t i s c l e a r that the Coamittee on Disarmament 
has continuously sat i n judgement on i t s e l f . That i s evident from the mariner i n which 
the Committee has continued, from year to year, to evolve. As the S e c r e t a r i a t so 
g r a p h i c a l l y shov;ed at the end of our l a s t session, v/e have become pr o g r e s s i v e l y more 
busy, to the point where nost delegations are f u l l y stretched to s t a f f all""the 
meetings now scheduled. V/e have, noreovcr, been assiduous i n adding to our agenda 
and imaginative i n r e f i n i n g the way we worlc. A l l that i s not only to bo welcomed, 
but encouraged. 

So long as the process of evolution continues so long as the Committee s t i l l , 
has a p o t e n t i a l to r e a l i z e , there seems to'my delegation to be no reason why e i t h e r -
i t s meiJbership or i t s fundamental s t r u c t u r e should be changed. 

Already at t h i s session, and frequently i n the past, delegations have urged 
tne Committee to focus on items of p r i o r i t y i n the sphere of disarmament. In so 
doing, delegations have urged, above a l l , that the Coiumitteo get down to substance. 
I t i s a sentiment I share. 

I t i s not possible f o r the Committeo •— and i t i s by no moans c i t h e r too small 
or too unwieldy a Committee to t c c k l e tho f u l l range of items on the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
disarmament agenda: MC have no-choice but to bc s e l e c t i v e . Equally, i f there arc to 
be r e s u l t s and, as a n e g o t i a t i n g body, that i s why we aro here, wc s h a l l need to bc 
economic i n tho tirno that we give to n a t t e r s of procedure. 

In tho t h r e : years since the Committee on Oisarma'nent took shape, i t has 
developed, to an impressive decree, i t s diplomatic s k i l l s . Sadly, they have too often 
been squandered. V/e have boon busy, but wo have done l i t t l e liork. A' d i f f e r e n t 
approach i s needed. Wc should c e r t a i n l y not attempt to copy the F i r s t Committee i n 
New York. We should not ho inprcss^-d with quantity. '.Jo should not puff out our agenda 
/ i t h matters uhich have not tho l o a s t chance of s u c c e s s f u l p u r s u i t . V/hat we have on 
our agenda wo should s e r i o u s l y , soberly, nut energetic;?Ily, address. Meeting 
obstacles vie should be ingenious and v e r s a t i l e . I f a working group i s too ponderous 
a frane f o r our n e g o t i a t i o n wc should r e s o r t to leaner and looser s t r u c t u r e s . I f a 
mandate cannot bo nado p r o c i s e l y to f i t a l l , wo should seek something more general 
that allows us, nonctholoss, to address substance. There i s nothin.'^ I see that 
i n h e r e n t l y prevents us f r o n producing r e s u l t s , and concrete r e s u l t s , on every item 
on our agenda. 

I s h a l l cover b r i e f l y the main items on our agenda. I preface my remarks on 
the items by drawin?^ a t t e n t i o n to two broad aspects of i n t e r n a t i o n a l disarmament 
a c t i v i t y . 

The f i r s t aspect to v^/hich I draii a t t e n t i o n i s the p o l i t i c a l climato i n which 
such a c t i v i t y takes place. 
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Many delegations contend, and ri<2;htly contend, that substantive progress on 
arms control, arms reduction and disarmament can take place only i f there i s trust, 
i f there i s a s p i r i t of confidence and mutual respect. In short, can only take place 
in the. right international p o l i t i c a l clima.-e. Other delegations assert that progress 
in t his sensitive and c r u c i a l ar-ea can only occur i f there i s a p o l i t i c a l w i l l for 
progress. That also i s correct; but i t i s not coiffèrent. P o l i t i c a l climate and 
p o l i t i c a l w i l l are no more than two descrintions of the same thing: agreement i s 
only possible i f cir-curastances and dispositions permit. Since circumstances and 
dispositions are determinen neither by the manim-.te nor the abstract, but by human 
beings, by you and me, Mr. Chairman, the issue i s Inescapably one for a l l of us. 

Governments cannot and do not hazar:! their security — and agreements to 
disarm or deny require an element of r i s i ; , even though that risk cannot but be 
reciprocal — without substantial assurance that no harm to their interests w i l l 
r e s u l t . P o l i t i c a l w i l l i s meaningless i f the assurance i s not there and, in tha 
absence of that assurance, tlie o o l i t i c a l climate can only be stormy. 

The assurance, in a world of dramatic transitions and of turbulence, i s no 
longer there. The hopes of a decade dissolved i n ths agony of Afghanistan, even 
though those who manufactured thac agony seek to present i t as a kind of public 
s p i r i t e d , even generous, contribution to international s t a b i l i t y nnd security. V'ith 
Afghanistan, a pattern of international co-opcration was wrecked, with immediate 
effects on progress on arms control here in our Committee and elsewhere. 

International security, the network of interlocking assurances, i s seamless. 
The breaching of that network anywhere inevitably breaches i t everywhere. The 
dynamics of war, as two speakers of very d i f f e r e n t standpoints acknowledged, permit 
no sanctuaries. The force thnt tatters and tortures Afghanistan continues to be 
applied and, in i t s application, damages us a l l . 

Force of another kind, but not ao very d i f f e r e n t , has also, since mid-December, 
been applied in an area of no less central importance, namely, Poland. The pressures 
and circumstances '•hat brought about m i l i t a r y rule i n that country strike at the 
very heart not only of the United Nations Charter, the tcsta.T.cnt on v;hich the modern 
world, i t s s t a b i l i t y and progress have been b u i l t , but the Helsinki Final Act and 
accepted principles of human ri^^hts. In so doing, the circumstances surrounding 
Poland, together with ccntinuinç: war Ârçhrni3tan, open up the rr,ost serious 
implications for international s t a b i l i t y and peace. Poland remains, not only for the 
reasons I describe, a legitimate cause oC international concern, not least for 
Australians,who with, I ventura со say, ̂ oôt, i f not a l l tne peoples represented i n 
this room, paid v/ith their l i v e s in many hundreds of thouG?.nds in the course of two 
World V.'ar3 touched o f f by tnc i n a b i l i t y , indeed tho reluctance, of the States of 
Europe to solve th e i r regional ane doiricstic problems without resort to violence or, 
as V/C witness in Poland today, the half-naked thre-^t of i t . It i s for these reasons 
that my Government states c a t e g o r i c i l l y and c l e a r l y that there should be an early 
end to m i l i t a r y rule in Poland, the restoration cf c i v i l and trade union l i b e r t i e s 
and a rapid return to circ'jr.ist-ances in i.'hich the people of Poland are free to solve 
the i r own d i f f i c u l t i e s on the basis of consensus and r e c o n c i l i a t i o n . 
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I f tHé p o l i t i c a l climate i s bad and i f the assurances, the prospect of security-
are not as fi r m as they night be, i t i s not f o r us her.3 i n t h i s Committee to co l l a p s e 
i n t o despair. Vie, above a l l , are charged Ъу our Governments, by our ceoples and by 
the United Nations system to work towards disarmament. That i s a key r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . 
I t i s p r e c i s e l y when the p o l i t i c a l climate i s most d i f f i c u l t , when the assurances 
each of our States seeks are most l a c k i n g , that we of the Committee on Disarmament 
should be making the nost urgent e f f o r t s to press our r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s and brin g 
forward agreement when none seems p o s s i b l e . I venture to suggest that one s u b s t a n t i a l 
achievement, only one achievement, on our part at t h i s session would do much to 
restore that s p i r i t of optimism i n the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community which i n recent years 
has so sadly been l a c k i n g . 

I turn now to the items on our agenda, f o r A u s t r a l i a , tho f i r s t item, the 
nuclear t e s t ban, has always held s p e c i a l inportance. Of the seve r a l dozen 
disarmament r e s o l u t i o n s adopted at the t h i r t y - s i x t h session of the United Nations 
General Assembly, few can be sai d to have much importance f o r n e g o t i a t i n g disarmament. 
One, however, r e s o l u t i o n 36/85, i s s u f f i c i e n t l y balanced and s u f f i c i e n t l y c o n s t r u c t i v e 
to show the v/ay ahead i n t a c k l i n g the question of a nuclear t e s t ban. I am happy 
both that A u s t r a l i a played a leading r o l e i n d r a f t i n g t h i s r e s o l u t i o n and that i t 
a t t r a c t e d I 4 0 p o s i t i v e votes and no negative votes i n plenary. The r e s o l u t i o n stresses 
the indispensable r o l e of t h i s Committee i n ne g o t i a t i n g a t e s t ban. I t a l s o asks the 
Committee to determine the i n s t i t u t i o n a l and a d m i n i s t r a t i v e arrangements necessary 
f o r e s t a b l i s h i n g , t e s t i n g and ooorating an i n t e r n a t i o n a l seismic monitoring network 
and an e f f e c t i v e v e r i f i c a t i o n system. 

In the context of r e s o l u t i o n 36/З5, the Committee's a t t e n t i o n should be drawn 
again to document CD/95, v/hich my delegation introduced i n 19o0 and which provides 
an i l l u s t r a t i v e l i s t of subjects which n i g h t , i n t h i s context, be examined by the 
Committee. Many delegations have, i n the past, urged us to bc more ambitious and 
to hold out f o r immediate, f u l l - s c a l e negotiations on a comprehensivo t o s t ban. 
Many delegations have, i n the past, considered that only i n the forum of a working 
group could substantive discussion on a CTB take place. I t i s the view of my 
delegation that r i g i d i t y w i l l not help us i n present circumstances, e i t h e r as to the 
context or to the way we go about our work. Ue consider that d e t a i l e d and p r a c t i c a l 
consideration of the elements of a nuclear t e s t ban can and should take place, at an 
ea r l y date, i n one of a range of pos s i b l e formal or informal sub-groups of t h i s 
Committee. The Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts has long been a model of patient 
i n d u s t r y , on j u s t one aspect bearing on an eventual nuclear t e s t ban. There i s no 
reason why other aspects cannot now be addressed with s i m i l a r e f f i c a c y . 

The subject of chemical weapons i s the other agenda item of p a r t i c u l a r 
importance to my delegation. Here again there i s a strong, and valuable United Nations 
r e s o l u t i o n to guide us. Here, I draw a t t e n t i o n to r e s o l u t i o n 36/96 A. Here again 
i s a chance f o r the Committee to be imaginative i n the method of i t s work and to avoid 
needlessly standing square-on and s t a t i o n a r y before a roadblock. There i s no doubt 
that the mandate of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons has run i t s course 
and needs r e v i s i n g . So long as a new mandate permits progress i t s p r e c i s e terms 
should not g r e a t l y matter: the "elaboration of a chemical weapons convention" seems 
to us to bc our task and there i s no ea r t h l y use i n wasting time on semantics before 
g e t t i n g down to i t . 

There i s a b s o l u t e l y no question that the need to ban chemical weapons i s 
urgent. Because such weapons are m i l i t a r i l y e f f e c t i v e — providing as they do a 
f l e x i b l e and stunning option, p a r t i c u l a r l y f o r s u r p r i s e attack — they are widely 
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deployed i n Europe. The asymmetry of deployments i s , unfortunately, such that we 
read reports of plans to add to the stockpiles and systems of chemical weapons there. 
How much better i f the reports were instead of plans for syr.ira-:try involving a 
u n i l a t e r a l reduction of chemical weaoon readiness. Since, moreover, chemical weapons 
arc s p e c i a l l y e f f e c t i v e against the unprotected, there i s a constant temptation to 
use them against less equipped adversaries. This, very l i k e l y , l i e s behind reports 
from South East Asia and Afghanistan of the use cf chemical agents in c o n f l i c t s there, 
lhe reports are a cause for serious d i s t r e s s . The ban for uhich v/e c a l l should resolve 
the ambiguities and close the loopholc-s which mar related prohibitions, namely, the 
1925 Geneva Protocol and the B i o l o g i c a l Weanons Convention of 1972. Such a ban 
should, above a l l , be f u l l y v e r i f i a b l e . Progress here in the next months towards a 
ban on chemical weapons i c one of the achievements which could, in one stroke, both 
j u s t i f y the existence of t h i s Committee and constitute a tonic for the world. 

Another area where progress i s possible i s the e f f o r t to assure non-nuclear 
weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear ueapons. This item, the 
thi r d on the Committee's agenda, v/as the f i r s t to be entrusted to an Ad Hoc VJorking 
Group. Although movement has been slow, a r e a l opportunity exists now for 
acceleration. At the t h i r t y - s i x t h session of the United Nations General Assembly, 
the delegation of Pakistan introduced a resolution, adopted as resolution 36/95. 
with 145 favourable votes and no negative votes, which indicates how this important 
issue may be managed. My delegation w i l l co-operate with others in e f f o r t s to ensure 
a successful outcome on t h i s matter. It would be appropriate i f the nuclear-weapon 
States, whose positions, as set out at tho f i r s t s pecial session on disarmament, 
gave impetus to our e f f o r t s in this area, v/ere able to advance i t for recognition by 
the second special session. 

Turning to the comprehensive programme on disarmament, I should l i k e simply to 
state our b e l i e f that the time has come to s t a r t serious drafting. The Working Group 
spent three rewarding v/eeks in January thoroughly studying a l l major issues at stake 
i n the projecoed programme. However, time i s short, the general debate has nearly run 
i t s course and intensive drafting i s now required, '.'e therefore welcome tho 
establishment of op.n-onded drafting groups, under the able guidance of 
Ambassadors de l a Gorco of France auC ce Souze e S i i / a c f B r a z i l , on those sections 
of the programme dealing with objectives and p r i o r i t i e s . The establishment of the 
drafting groups r e f l e c t s , we believe, recognition that, in this case, a working group 
i s too cumbersome an instrument for speedily advancing the Committee's work. Vic 
suggest, accordingly, that perhaps only one formal meeting a week of the Ad Hoc 
VJorking Group on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament would be s u f f i c i e n t and that 
the other working period a l l o t t e d to the CPD should be set aside for drafting or 
informal consultations. 

As to r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons, I say only that the Australian delegation sought l a s t 
year to play a helpful role in bridging the differences that have so far prevented the 
Committee from bringing this limited disarmament measure to a conclusion. It i s a role 
which, on behalf of my delegation, I pledge ourselves to maintain this year. 

Australia, i n part because of geographical circumstance, has long been involved 
in the adventure of exploring outer space. It i s a source of concern to us that that 
new frontier* of man should not be abused. It was f o r this reason that Australia, 
at the recent General Assembly, co-sponsored resolution 36/97 C. Ve consider that, in 
t h i s f i r s t h a l f of i t s 1982 session, the Committee could best advance i t s work on the 
issue of ouber space by engaging i n a broad exchange of views on the question in a l l 
i t s aspects. This would enable the Comi-iittee to take, at a l a t e r stage, a more 
informed approach in dealing substantively with the topic. 

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the distinguished representative of Australia for his 
statement and for the kind words he addressed to the Chair. 
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Mr. ERDIilMBILF.G (Mongolia) (transiateti from Russian): Mr. C^iairinan, the 
Mongolian delegation wartily i/elcornes you as Chai-nan of the Committee on Disarmament 
for the month of February and wjshes you success in this i f ̂ r t a n t task. I'e should 
l i k e to express our appreciation to the Indonss.Un Arbcssador ' i n w a r Sani for his 
valuable contribution to the vjor'? of the Coiiirittoe durj.ng the concluding, stage of 
i t s l a s t session. 

Vie also welcome our new cclloa^ues, representatives of States Members of the 
Committee, and would assure uhem of our close co-dperatlon. 

Tvro decades iiaving passed since the est.thl ishnent in Geneva o f the sole 
m u l t i l a t e r a l body for disarmanc-nt negotiations, and almost f o u r years sines the 
f i r s t s p e c i a l session of the United ilations General Assembly devotee to 
disarmament, i t i s time for us to glance backward and consider what the 
Committee on Disarmament has achieved during t h i s period, what are i t s present 
concerns and what they w i l l be in the future. 

In the period when a s p i r i t of realism and co-operation prevailed i n t h i s 
forum, accompanied by p o l i t i c a l w i l l and decisiveness, long and complicated 
negotiations v e r e held which i n the end led to concrete r e s u l t s . I do not 
intend to dwell on the o v e r - a l l results of the Committee's v/ork i n the past, for 
those are knov/n to a l l . I should merely l i k e to observe that i f at the present 
time i t i s proving impossible to v/ork out, s u f f i c i e n t l y e f f e c t i v e l y , one or other 
international agreement o n p a r t i a l disarmament measures, that i s becan.se of the 
obstructionist policy and actions of certain States. 

As you know, the Committee o n Disarmament, ta'<in'3 into account the relevant 
provisions of the F i n a l Document of the f i r s t special session, and the 
recommendations made to i t by the United iîations General Asse-ibly at i t s recent 
sessions, has i d e n t i f i e d the p a r t i c u l a r aspects of disarmament o n v/hich 
negotiations should be conducted, and each year i t drav/s up i t s agenda 
accordingly. 

Numerous draft documents on alnost a l l the items on the agenda â -e already 
on the negotiating table. Tt should h.e notsd that predominant among these are 
s p e c i f i c proposals and i n i t i a t i v e s put forv/ard by the Soviet Union and other 
s o c i a l i s t countries. They also include a number of valuable proposals by the 
group of non-aligned and neutral States members of the Conriittee. 

The s o c i a l i s t countries have consistently and f i r n l y urged the e a r l i e s t 
possible i n i t i a t i o n of e f f e c t i v e ne<7;otiations on the key disa:-maraent issue — 
that of the cessation o f the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. Their 
position of p r i n c i p l e and concrete approach to the problem are set forth c l e a r l y 
and exactly i n document CD/4, which i s based on the Soviet proposal for the 
ending of the production o f a l l types o f nuclear weapons and the gradual 
reduction o f stockpiles o f such weapons u n t i l they have been completely eliminated. 

The s o c i a l i s t States have frequently set forth t h e i r views on the s i t u a t i o n 
i n t h i s respect, i n j o i n t statements containing a general appraisal o f the 
results o f the work of recent sessions of the Committee on Disamanent. 
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The nain point iñ that ths Coniiilttoc; ohouln embai-l: Imniodiately on preparations 
for ne^'otiatlons on this top p r i o r i t y question fo'^ which r.u^'poss 't ÎK essential 
to set up an ao :юс working :-;roup vitb an appi-ooriote nand.it^. 

The s o c i n J i s t countries believe, in fact: that the ai^option of e f f e c t i v e 
ncasures of nuc lea/' Hi .sariiamant anf' the p"e-'cntion of nuclear war ha-'c o-zerriding 
importance in the oreseat-day d i f f tcuit cûni''\tlona of tnc mte^^national s i t u a t i o n . 
The oeoples of the jcrlc' aro profonnc'ly г1аг:лог: at tne mcrcc-r..^ in the r:sk of a 
nuclear catastrophe aj a i-esult nf the unoi'lriled .lUclcar зглл raco anr the 
noooriouc (!üctr:'.nc of the liiijtec' or pîrti-il use of nuclear -.'eaponr.. 

This i'ltuation has givan rii..e :.n various n.-irts of t h o <-'Oi Ic , i n d u c i n g the 
United States and nany -'estern ''.uro.ocan count-'iea, to inc-'onainr.-i.y •;1еогз.т.'еао 
rrass anti-war denonstrationc m ijnich the people are ener~etica41 y c'eivanèinfr that 
tiie dandier of the outbreak of a war in wiij.cn nuclear weanon.s are user^ should bo 
averted i n time. 

In thi.'i connection, I shorld l i k e to ecahaair.c that th.c lionjolian People-s 
Republic attaches ¿,reat injortance to the Soviet <\;jerican tall-s по'.' toing on i n 
Geneva on the liuitati-on of nuclear weaponu in Furope. Тле People-s iiepublic 
of honp^olia sets a hi; h value on the ne;/ fj-roposai put fnr'.'ard by 
President L.I. oreîohn.-.v at his recent r.iectin.y anc; con^'virsatj.on v/ith representatives 
of tne -advisory Council of tlic Sociallr-t Intc>'national on D.i.iîar;iament. Those 
proposaln, '..'hich aro in l i n e v/jto the .Sovj.o!- Un.Lon-ь cnnr.ir.tent attitude on the 
question of the reduction of nuclea.- •.'oapo;;-' ."•'мео at tari.ets in Furope, are 
e.-ïscntially desin;ned to ni^onote the -Jeslred i-csults of tlic ne-;otiat.i.ons on the 
basis of th.o princi.i'cr o." c i u a l i t y an'", t'oual secur:".ty and tho adoption of a 
mutually acceptaolo dec-!.sion for the '.'urpos: of a v c t i n - ; a nuclear catastrophe. 

In tii i c connection, too, I -snoule. li!:e to stf'e.'r'=; the iripoi-tancc o " the 
Declaration on tr.; Prevention of Hi;clcar Catartroo.'c, ac'.-r-nted at the t h i r t y -
sixth session of the Uni-cor' îîat:-.ons Genorsl Assciibly on th'^ i n i t i a t . l ve of tho 
Soviet Union. In tai.3 ;iict-!'\tc ('ocu^cnt, th.^ Unit-o rJationrj soiennly proclained 
that fir.3t resort to r.ho ucc of nucl>.a-" i;eav->onG constituted the 'gravest crime 
against hu-nani.ty, v:.:'oro-r.s.iv c'cneunced any .-.loct-^in .-.'•j ; lloííin" the f i r s t use of 
nuclear -'са.юпз as .\ncoiMn.-.'::'.blc -'-¡th 'ч'-т-̂ п r.oral st.''nria-"ds and the l o f t y joeals 
of the united u-ationc ; anri callet' uoon the loaderr of nuclcrr-i'eapon ocate.r. to 
act i n such a чау г;.- to eliminate t h r r ' ^ j k оГ t > . outhr<-a!<- of a nuclear c o n f l i c t . 

This D-ticlaratior er'phasir.es triat th'o nu'^lear- arns rac.- -vast be stopped and 
reversed hy joi n t еГГо-tE. through tict'.otiationr. conductcf' in r;oCi'l f a i t h and on 
the basic of equality. !,?--in<- as cr.eir e l t i n a t e goal th.e coiMplete eli'-".nation 
of nuclear -.'eapons. 

Such i s the w i l l of the nnjority of the Scat-i-s .чемосгг of the United Uations. 

The Unitc^' Status an^ i t s all.les in ''A'l.'O .an.-' othc;- i.r.litary grouplni;S 
showed a nef;ativc attitude- towards thip .¡.riportcnt Doc.'.aration,. and they are 
continuing to block e f f o r t s in the Co..,unittcc on Disarmanent to prepare for and 
i n i t i a t e negotiations on the question of tho cessation of th - nuclear ari-,is race 
and nuclear disarmament. 



CD/PV.155 
18 

(Mr. ilrdctr'jilgg, Mongolia) 

/'t i t s l a s t session; the Uni toc' î'ations Goncral ЛззетЬ1-у adopted 
resolution % ! \ } 2 С e n t i t l e d . • Hucloar weapons in rJ.l aspects". This rssolution 
contains £>. number of Tro/icion? "'-.ich could д:Г'.'-'. ?,? a baris for defining; the 
.-ange сГ questions to DO С.;Л.1': v;i t a ry о ю с.Г t l i e .-л; Lis.'.diary bodies of our 
Ccmiiittoe. I t reconnonda that t.\c Cor.ir.iittj;; on Piüarjanont .should proceed, as 
a f i r s t step, to t'n:: considoratJ on of t i c .jta.TOs of nucJoar di.ssx'nancnt and t h e i r 
approximate content, an:' .in particular the content of tho f i r s t stage. It also 
r t a t a s tiiat the Gen';:'?] ¡^SÜC ibly ilcomr. i t approp-'iato that the Ccr-iroittee should 
consider, thin tho j.>r.'p.ev;oi к of tno discussion on t'lc content of tho neasurcs 
to bc car--icc' out dui'inc: the fi-^ct star^io, tho question of the cessation of tne-
oo/ojopmont and eeoloynont cf no\.' ty-^cs arc! .-ïy-̂ tcis of nuclear мог-роп'5. 

ïbc Mongo .lian dologation, t O T o t l i o r i-rLth nany other doloí^ations i n t h i s 
Committee, i s resolutely i n fa voui' of consultations Kein,- vi,ero reus l y continued 
in t h i s forun, uith tho p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l tho nuclear-'.'eapon pouers, so that 
V;G nay anbari; as speedily as possible on na.<-:otiations on the substance of the 
question. 'liiG unviillinr.ness of certain nuclear-vjeapon роч-егз to nrocoed to 
serious negotiations on t h i s isrjue i s the main rea.son for tho Corniittoo ' s 
postponement of the elaboration of a troaty on the complete and general 
prohibition of nuclear-uaapon tests. 

The situ at i on i s no "oottcr as rogarCs the t r i p a r t i t o necotiations- As may 
bc rcmcnbered, these negotiations ware interrupted throu^rh the f a u l t of the 
'Jestorn participants. '.'e c a l l upon then to or.iulat.? the reac'iness of the 
Soviet Union to resume thos:: t / i p a r t i t e ne.-:otiaciopr. i;it:iout diLay, so as to 
f a c i l i t a t e a positive decis"'on on other inportant measures in tho sphere of the 
cessation of the nucloar arms race and nucloar disamanent, 

Tho Mongolian People's "epublic has supported and continuas to support the 
urgent appeal to a l l Stat.̂ '̂ . which hav? s t i l l not done so, to accede without delay 
to the Treaty jianning liuciear ','oapon '''''csts in the Atmosphere,- i n Outer Space 
and Under Uator and u n t i l such accession to rof:-ain from carrying out tests i n 
the media to '-rhich tni.s Tr-.aty app]ies. '.no no^-ativc attitude of China and i t s 
followers to\;ards t h i s appeal by tho ovcrwhclr.iing najority of tho world"Г! States 
i s a natter of profound concern not on"у to .:ongol.la, but a.lso to countries in 
other part.-? of the '.'or.Ld. This r>o£ati'-i.s-; shoul'î bo roundly conr'o;nned. 

'-'c a m firr.¡1v convd ncoc' t h a t th.î Co.iiiiitt-.о on Disfl'-L'na.r.icnt. i n which a l l the 
nuclear-u.-:.-pon States a.-; rc-Ji-oóontcici, \а cO Ted upon t o ..jrl'c a decisivo 
c o n t r i b u t i o n towa.xLo tho achíi;vc-.-.iont of an intc.rnation-i^l a.'^roonont on tho 
complet.'; p r o l i i b i t i o n o f nuclonr-',;:.apon toats, f^or t h i s purpose i t i s ur^^ently 
necoHsary to sot up an ad iioc могсзп^ group, as has repeatedly boon oroposcd by 
tho s o c i a l i s t countrri.or-. and t l i o Group of 

I'f th¿ reproscntati ./-OS o f t l i e UnLtc.' Statca anO tho United Kingdon again 
prevent the s t a r t of ner-ot.i.acions on th". suljstanco of tho question, tho e f f o r t s 
of tho vast najority of tho помЬ.:.'з of t h i s Co.mîiittoo u'i l l once again have been 
••n vain. ijut the r e s n o n s i o i l i t y fо ^ the absence so far of any e f f e c t i v e 
negotiations inay be l a i d at the door of those who r'o not vish to contribute to 
tne adoption of an ir-.portant .лоазиге to\;ards tho halting'; of the further 
iinprovcnent, d.-'vclop;'iont and proliI\.ration of nuclear \.'oapons. 
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I n t l i i s connaction, I should lilcc to drau attention to ths United States 
decision concerning the f u l l - scale production and deployment o f nuclear neutron 
ueapons J the barbaric natu'^r- of which т do not need to describe to you. This 
reckless decision on the part of the Washington administration has aroused great 
alarm and anxiety among the peoples not only o f i.'estern Europe but also o f other 
parts o f the world, because these ./oacons constitute tiie greatest danger to 
mankind; add a new means o f mass destruction to milita-^y arsenals and further 
escalate t.ie nuclear arms .-ace. 

I n view o f t h i s develop-aent. the Unite--; iTations General ".sscmbly at i t s 
thirty- sixth session for t h o f i r s t ci.:e adopted by a najority vote (the 
United States and i t s fe\; i - ' . a l l i e s opoosin^v I'osolution .)¿/?i К, j . n whicn 
It i'eauests the Comrrlttee o n L'isarr,iament to star t negotiations uithout delay 
with a ^'i.v.v to concludinf; г con\/^ntion o n the orohlbition o f the production, 
ctocUpilin::, dcploynent anc' u.-̂e o f nuclear neutron weapons. 

The Mongolian delegation recon-îenrîs th^t t!ic Committee on Disarmament should 
adopt a decision to oat up an ac' hoc worlcinq, ';roup and i c z down to negotiations. 
The draft convention o n t h i s ouestion subi'.itteJ to the Comnittee by a group o f 
s o c i a l i s t countries coul(' s e r v o -̂ s a useful basis for th.is ou'^pose. 

The question o f the n o n - stationinf< o f nuclear i.'capons o n the t e r r i t o r i e s 
o f States where thore are n o such we-aoons at present i s another issue callinfT 
for the adoption o f an immediate decision. This i;ould help to prevent the 
p r o l i f e r a t i o n o f nuclear ueanons anc 'raulc f a c i l i t a t e tnc subscqurnt imolementation 
o f important measures for the comnlete withdravial o f nuclear weapons from the 
t e r r i t o r i e s o f other States. 

Unfortunately, i t -nust Ь2 noted that the General Ascemolys request to tho 
Conmittae at the end of l/cO to star t negotiations o n t h i s quest . ion uithout 
delay i s s t i l l thrust into the uackf^round j for reasons o f '-/Inch иэ are a l l aware 
in t h i s forum. 

Tha Honjolian delegation 40ul<i l i k e to refund mcnibcrs of t h i r Committee 
that at i t s t h i r t y - s i x t h session the United i-'ations General Assembly adopted a 
s i M i l a r recommendation, 'u'e do not think that there can oo t'-ю opinions in t h i s 
forum about the need to s t a r t ne,";otiations a s soon a s ооззГи1о on t h o substance 
of t h i s issue and to adopt a decision to set up a n appropria ce rubsidiary body. 

A ruarcer of a century has passed since лап f i r s t bejan to explore outar 
space. His concern to orevont t^^-at snecc fi-'ori oeinr- u s e d for m i l i t a r y purposes 
datas froi-î tnat very sano time. !iore than one international agreement ¡las 
been elaborat-îc and aè'^'Dtea prohibltin,': ^n^' objects equ''"ipec' v i t h nuclea»^ '-/eapons 
or other types of weapons of mass ('-cf.truction Гг'-чл i.n,--'; nlacc' in orbi t around 
the P.arth or stationed in outer cpace .y a n y other .octhoc--

uoufîvar, thefie .leasuras na>'-e ^^on i n s u f f i c i e n t to a-c^t co..ipletely t^e 
d.4.n:!;pr o f the milit3ri7.at1.0n of outer space. fo'" ure has c n mac'e to this eno 
01" t ' l . - absence, m t h e -v'^c'-ant international a-"ес--'Г'-ncs, -.ny n r c i c i o n 

http://milit3ri7.at1.0n
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banning the s t a t i o n i n g i n outer space of types of weapons uhich do not come under 
the d e f i n i t i o n of 'v/eapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n " . A s you !:now, v-arious m i l i t a r y 
preparations and a \'hole range of progranimsj f o r conducting war i n outer space 
arc being elaborated i n the United States. Such attcmots to turn outer space 
i n t o an arnna f o r the arms race are fraught with far-reaching consequences f o r 
peace and i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y . 

In the i n t e r e s t s of tno future peaceful use of outer space f o r the ,tood 
of a l l mankind, and a v e r t i n g the danger of an arms race m outer soacc, the 
Soviet Union has put forv/ard a.n important proposal f o r the conclusion of a t r e a t y 
on the p r o h i b i t i o n of tho s t a t i o n i n g of weapons of any kind i n outer space. 

In our view J the Soviet proposal i s based on a comprohensive approach to 
the s o l u t i o n of tho problem. General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n 36/99 requests the 
Conmittec i n unambiguous ternô to erabar'c on nesotiationts with a view to 
achieving agreement on the to;ct of such a t r e a t y . 

I t seems to us that the Committee should reach agreement on tho s e t t i n g up 
of an ad hoc working group on t h i s question and on a c l e a r l y defined nandate 
f o r i t s work. 

Tho Mongolian dologation ;.gain shares tho concern of other delegations at 
the Corihiiittoe's f a i l u r e to roach r.greor.iont on a complota and e f f e c t i v o ban on 
the development, production and s t o c k p i l i n g of a l l typrs of chemical weapons 
and t h e i r d e s t r u c t i o n . At the s r c o ti.ùc the continuing a c t i v i t i e s i n respect 
of tho production and deployment of no'-' typos of chemical weapons are a source 
of deep concern. 

In t h i s connection, I sliould l i k e to s t r e s s the importance- o f tho p r o v i s i o n 
i n General Aasenbly r e s o l u t i o n ."j5/95 В whic.i, i n t e r a l i a , c a l l s upon a l l States 
to r e f r a i n from any a c t i o n v/hich could impede negotiations on the p r o h i b i t i o n of 
chemical v/eapons and s p o c i f i c a l l " to r e f r a i n from the production and deployment 
of binary and other new types of chemical weapons, PÍZ ие:11 as from s t a t i o n i n g 
chemical weapons i n those Statos v/here there are no such v/eapons at present. 
'Je are a l s o i n favour of g i v i n g the re-e s t a b l i s h e d Ad Hoc '.'orking Group a broader 
and more s p e c i f i c mandate. 

In the view of the Mongolian delegation, what i s necessary f o r the 
achievement of p o s i t i v e progress both i n b i l a t e r a l and i n m u l t i l a t e r a l e f f o r t s 
towards tho complete p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons i s a demonstration of 
p o l i t i c a l w i l l and re a l i s m , and an honest and conscinntiou,- approach to the substance 
of the problem, and i t i s those that are i n s u f f i c i e n t , i f not e n t i r e l y l a c k i n g , 
i n c e r t a i n i'estern p a r t i c i p a n t s i n tho ne g o t i a t i o n s . 

Other questions which are now tha subject of fu r t h e r c o n s i d e r a t i o n i n t h i s 
m u l t i l a t e r a l forum also c a l l f o r a con s t r u c t i v e and r e a l i s t i c approach. I t 
s e c i a s to us that the d i f f i c u l t negotiations on the cuestión of the p r o h i b i t i o n 
of r a d i o l o g i c a l г;еаропз, and a l s o on that of the-atrongthan-îng of the assurances 
of non--nuclear-weapon States against the use or throat of use of nuclear v/eapons, 
should bo continued. 
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The Mongolian dols^ation considers that, when the Conüiittee comas to 
consider the agon-a it..r,i dea.iin,'-- with n c typos of weapons of mass destruction, 
i t should pay special attention to na^'-'frrarh Z of 'Jnitod Nations C-enoral Assembly 
resolution ^)o/n9, c a l l i n g unon the States p^rnanont mombors of the Security 
Counc--.!, as ••;oll as upon other ^ l i i i t a r i l y signific<ant States, to make declarations, 
i-fiontical i n substance, concornin,': the refusal to create now types of weapons o f 
n-ass destruction and new s ^ s t o i s of sucli weapon.-, as a n . r s t step to\;arcs the 
conclusion of a co'iprehon;-!!.• agrcov,ont on th.̂ .*? subjoct, Ьеаг.'.П;-; in uind that 
such declarations wcu'.d be approved thoroaftor by a decision of the Security 
Council. 

i\s rer;ai'ds tho que.'îtion of a coriprenensivo ;iro(<;'ai.iii!o of disarmament, Ï 
shO'i.ld lilco to noint out that спс т;опега."' attitude оГ the s o c i a l i s t countries 
i s b.asod on the pi'incl.^.J.o;; b" \'i'!'.ch t h e ai'-.- riuided in their o v e r - a l l e f f o r t s 
m tho cause of ooac and disari-iarncnt, -•nd thoy arc in particular in favour o f 
the idea of elaborating; and adcotiri" aç^roed sets cf 'iir-asures aimed at putting 
an end to tho arns rac;^ .".nd acliicwin,:: .scnuino dlsarnaront by stages within the 
framework of estaV;lishcd t i m e - l i n i t s . ThiK clear and precise position was set 
forth in dotai] at a recent plonary ¡lactinf of tho Committeo on Disarmament. 

Чо also strongly sur'port tho view that the disarmament process would 
undoubtedly bo furthered by the inplomcntation of p r a c t i c a l ncacuros to strengthen 
international peace and security and by the creation o f a climate of trust and 
nutual understanding among States. The assumption by States o f an undertaking 
s t r i c t l y to implement confidence-building measures, not to use force or the 
throat of force, not to commit acts of aggression '-- a l l this could be of great 
value i n furthering the causo of disarmament. 

Tho Mongolian Pcopl.^-s Popublic had this i n t e r r e l a t i o n s h i o very nuch in 
mind when i t proponed the conclusion of a convention on non •ag'];ression and the 
non-use o f fore;: in tho relations botwoen Asian and P a c i f i c Ocean States. 

Tho hea(! of our St.i.te, i.r. Y. .'icdon'-.al, in his mossago of 21 Soptcnber I9OI 
to tho Socrotary-'Gonoral of tho United Nations, i n which he offered some s p e c i f i c 
Gu,7^03tions rc.n;ardinf: tho baisic provisions of such a convention, in particular 
emphasized that "an important placo must bo f^i^on to provisions providing for 
energetic action by tho participatinri; States on .such c r u c i a l aspects o f tha 
strengthening of peace and security as measures to reduce tho r i s k of i.iilitary 
confrontation and to curb the arns ;'ac.'î and achieve disarmament". 

I'c believe t h o t this er>3ont.ial interrelationship should bo Riven concrete 
e:-:pression in the approoriatc .auction of the draft conprehensive programme o f 
disarnancnt now boin.r; ola'-orated in t h i s .fcun. 

The Konogolian delegation intends to continue to co-operate closely with 
civ relevant A<i :loc "orkin'"': Irouj, -/hich i s working intonsi^-oly unde.' the able 
and exoorioncod guidanco of the d i i tinpiuished r o r o s o n t a t i v e of Mojcico, 
Anbassador Alfonso Garcia Robles, 
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Tho present session of the Committee on Disarmament i s taking place i n 
continuing conditions of world tension. The opponents of peace, détente and 
disarmament, who are a c t i v e l y pursuin<< a noí» round in the arms race, p a r t i c u l a r l y 
i n the nuclear f i e l d , are endeavouring to achieve m i l i t a r y superiority and to 
destroy the existin g ¡nilitary parity. 

It i s impossible not to notice, also, the growing aggressiveness of tho 
forces of imperialism and reaction i n certain parts of the world. The 
United States and i t s main a l l i e s are not only impeding the equitable settlement 
of explosive situations, but are openly i n t e n s i f y i n g t h e i r expansionist policy 
and actions. 

The Mongolian People's republic, as a peace-loving Asian State, i s seriously 
concerned at the marked exacerbation of the s i t u a t i o n i n tha Middle East аз a 
resu l t of the annexation by Israel of the Syrian Golan Heights, which i t has 
been occupying since 19o7 unlawfully and in defiance of the decisions of the 
United Nations, including a Security Council resolution. These acts of 
banditry on the part of Israel were perpetrated only thanks to the m i l i t a r y and 
diplomatic support of tha Washington administration. I t i s a woll-known fact 
that the United States veto i n tho Security Council prevented the adoption of 
the measures authorized by tha Charter against t h i s wanton aggressor and i s 
enabling him to spread his v?in.''.4 even further. It i s against tnin baclcground 
of wicked mockery of the in t e l l i g e n c e of the members of the Committee that we 
see the United States representative weeping crocodile tears here over the 
vi o l a t i o n of A r t i c l e 2, paragraph 4, of the United Nations Charter. 

In an attempt to div:;rt attention from the actions of i t s protégé i n tha 
Middle East, the United States i s now stirring; up the so-called Poli.«5h ouestion, 
although the inte r n a l 3vents i n that country do not and never can constitute any 
kind of international problem. However, Washington has found these events 
e n t i r e l y suitable as a means of diverting attention from Israel's ag^;ressiya 
actions and from a constructive dialogua and the solution of tho most urgent 
international problems. 

The Government of the ilongolian People's Republic, together with other 
s o c i a l i s t States, firmly believes that questions r e l a t i n g to the sovereign 
rights of s o c i a l i s t Poland shoule cease to be used as a pretext for mcraasinp 
international tension and div e r t i n g tho attention of peoples from the solution 
of the v i t a l problems of strengthening peace and security, ending the arms race 
and achieving disarmament. 

Equally disturbinGc i s tha continued aggression of South African r a c i s t s 
against the freedom-loving African peoples. As in tho Middle East, the source 
of tension i n South A f r i c a uould already long since have been eliminated and 
a l l A f r i c a would have been free, had i t not been for the dir e c t assistance of 
the united States and other i m p e r i a l i s t i c States — assistance which \IZB already 
been repeatedly condemned by the United Mations General Assembly. 
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Uith the coning to oowor i n 'Jashin.trton оГ t h o new : •Ininistration, which-
has no scruples -ihout puolicly proclr " . . . - i - - ; i t s ¡T.cist sy.:n?thio3 , t h e Pretoria 
regime has f i n a l l y cast o f f rcôtraint., as i s sho'./n, inter alia., by i t s 
suspension of plans for a scttlc^ncnt of the iJrmibia question and i t s ceaseless 
acts of ?;':gression against An~ola and other nei^hbourinfj . " t a t c s . 

A l l these facts undou'jtedly i ave an e : c t r c ' i e i y a'ivorsr e f f e c t o n t h e 
international c l j . , T i a t e . .чпг! .L repeat the i.ord faces, for t h e s e ere not just 
i d l e conjectures and e::aniples of a dou'.jlr standard l i k e t i i - n s e t h ? t could be 
found i n sucn abuncTiC^ i n t h e ; * e o e n t scrtcment o f t h e Unite'' rt'-tes 
representative, 

Apropos , T shoulf' a l e c li'^a tc s a y a r 'o'- ' - ' o r c ' r about t h a t statement 
by Mr. Rostow. I have been pa r t i c i p a t i n g i n the work of the Committee on 
Disarmament for .many year" a n d am faui.ii<ir ..'ith i t s previous a c t i v i t i e s from 
vihat my colleagues have to l d m e . I a n d m a n y others have come to the conclusion 
that never b-aforc i n a i l t i i ; t - . ' c n t y years o f t h e Corimibtecs hi r t o r y u a s tnere 
a statement s o gross i n form a n d s o slanderous i n consent л г the one m a d e by 
the United States representative at the l a s t plenary neotinij; and directed against 
a v.'holc gi'oup of States nembers of th i s Comiittoe. That .-ipot-ch consisted 
almost e n t i r e l y of a succession of varied a n t i - s o c i a l i s t and anti -Soviet 
insinuations. 

Tho Mongolian delectation, to.-^ether with the r..ajcrity of delegations of 
member States, would l i k e to see an increase in the effectiveness and an 
improvement i n th.- organization of the work of ths Comnittoe on Disarmament. 
It i s also necessary to talce into account the special character of the present 
stage i n the Committee s uork i n vie'.; of the forthcominf: second special session 
of the General Assembly of the United ¡-'ations devoted to di,^armaraent. 

l l i i l e i t i s i n fa\ou' of continued nc7,otiations In the Committee on the 
Чсу problems of • isarr-ianent t h o ^юпгоИ'п delegation to^^ot'er uith other 
d c l o T:ations of .'socialist c o u r . t r s c o n n i - ' e r s t h a t t h e a : i f ,ha;:io in . -such a c t i v i t i f ; s 
should b e placed on the wor!: of subsidiary bodies. That i s to say, negotiations 
on the 3u;)3tancû of these questions sliou.''take place i n a d hoc uorkin.T: groups, 
u'ith a view to the i r elaboratin<3 the texts of appropriate agreorients.. To th i s 
end . ' . t u i U b e necessary, i n our v jv.-" , . to orovic'e for t h e p o s s i b i l i t y of'uonger 
u o r ! : i n g periods for t i i ^ . - Co - i . i i t t t.e • subsidiary bO '. 'ie.".,. regardless of t h e 
scheduling of the i.-ork of o t h^-r international conferences. 

In conclusion, tho ¡ion^íolian '.icle.'ration i.-ould l i ' ; o to express i t s readinosa 
to co-operate closely witli members of the Corinitteo durinr, th.is p a r t i c u l a r l y 
c r u c i a l session. 

http://cour.tr
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The СНА1Ш1А11; I thank the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of Ilongolia f o r h i s 
, statement and f o r the k i n d ^ords ho addressed to the СЪг±г, 

I l r . JAYAKODDY ( S r i Lanlca): l i r . Cliairman, f i r s t of a l l , a l l o v me to o f f e r the 
good vrishes and congratulations of my delegation to you, the representative of a 
fellovr non-alignod cotmtrj'-, on assuming the chairmanship of t h i s Committee. liay I 
pledge the support and assistance of тсу delegation to you i n your arduous task t h i s 
month. 

I uould a l s o lücc, on behalf of my delegation, to express a p p r e c i a t i o n of the 
s e r v i c e that vas given to the Committeo by our former Chairman, Ambassador Sa n i . He 
very s k i l f u l l y and t a c t f u l l y a s s i s t e d the Committee i n accomplishing a great d e a l . 

Permit me to add a v a r a of \;elcome to a l l the d i s t i n g u i r h e d representatives 
who have talten t h e i r seats i n t h i o Committee f o r the f i r s t time. Our good wishes 
go out to them f o r success i n t h e i r work here. 

At the commencement of every session of t l i i s Committee, i-̂ e are p r i v i l e g e d to 
l i s t e n to a u t h o r i t a t i v e asscrjsments of the current i n t e r n a t i o n a l p o l i t i c a l s i t u a t i o n . 
Since l a s t week, that p r i v i l e g e lias been renewed f o r us and there has been unanimity 
i n the vie\.'s expressed i n t h i s Committee on the worsening state of v.'orld p o l i t i c s . 
The d i s t i n g u i s h e d representatives vho have spoken e a r l i e r have dravm a t t e n t i o n to the 
f a c t tha.t tension i n the •"crld lia.c v i s i b l y increased and tíieire has been a stea-dy 
d r i f t алгау from an era of detente and relaxed r e l a t i o n s . Nevj shadows are appearing 
and the prospects f o r peace and s e c u r i t y c;eem to be receding. Ily delegation i s i n 
accord v i t h these assessments. 

At the same time, ro have been given various i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s of why the current 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n has evolved i n the v/ay i t has during the l a s t year. A 
v a r i e t y of diagnoses has been o f f e r e d to us. l i y delegation f i n d s i t d i f f i c u l t to 
agree f u l l y v i t h a l l these i n t e r p r e t a t i o n f . In our view, the causes that have brought 
about the current s i t u a t i o n go back to over t h i r t y years. I t i s our b e l i e f that 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y and peace i s not the product of piecemeal accommodation and 
l i m i t e d co-operation i n a few areas, but of a sustained process of detente — a 
process that i s not l i m i t e d to the l e a d i n g Po\.'ers i n blocs or to b l o c s , but i s 
universal.• i« scope and f u n c t i o n a l i n character. Such a process can s p r i n g to l i f e 
sind progress only i n conditions uhere arms c o n t r o l and tlie w i l l to implement 
genuine di.Tîarmamcnt arc at the very centre of the p o l i c i e s pursued. 

As l o n g as there i s vmromitting and i m l i m i t e d r e l i a n c e on baroque theories of 
the balance of po\'er with i t s c a l c u l u s of t e r r o r , there can be no l a s t i n g peace 
process. The l i m i t l e s s r e l i a n c e on arms and the s t r i v i n g f o r p a r i t i e s and 
s u p e r i o r i t i e s i n defensive and o f f e n s i v e weaponrj; are i n our view the very causes 
that generate and increase i n t e r n a t i o n a l tensions. This p o i n t of view has been 
expressed i n t h i s ComuLttee many a time. I t seems to have convinced no one. Me^ 
however, s t i l l hope that over the years nev approaches to na.tional s e c u r i t y can be 
developed and accepted. 

The debates i n t h i s Committee since i t conmienced work l a s t week have given r i s e 
to t\ro auestions i n the mind of my delegation. I t w i l l come as no s u r p r i s e to me i f 
others share the doubts tlia.t are i n my ovm mind. The f i r r t question that has a r i s e n , 
at l e a s t f o r me, i s v/hether t h i s session of the Committee v ; i l l t u r n out to be the 
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forum f o r a continuing exchange of cliarges and counter-chargec ac to who caused the 
arms race, \fho i s i n i t a,nd who i s ahead or behind. I am sure that no conclusions 
on t h i s issue could be a r r i v e d at by t h i s Committee. Tho f a c t of the matter i s that 
there i s a continuing increase i n m i l i t a r y expenditure, i n the accuraxilation of arms, 
nuclear and conventional. In the l i g h t of t h i s , \,'hat i s the Committee ready to 
accomplish? Ve can debate t i l l the end of A p r i l or beyond on the l e v e l of armajnents 
and hov r a p i d l y they p r o l i f e r a t e and vho p r o l i f e r a t e s hov much, but, at the end of 
the session, the volume of arms would c e r t a i n l y have increased and ve vrould not 
have a r r i v e d at a concensus answer to the cuestión. 

The second oucction that troubles me i s : w i l l t h i s Coimnittoc f i n a l l y be 
transformed i n t o a mere barometer that reads every nuance of temperature change i n 
East-Vest r e l a t i o n s . V i l l i t cease to be the rjingLe m u l t i l a t e r a l forum f o r 
disarmajnent negotiations and bocomo yet another forum -rhere we s h a l l d e l i b e r a t e 
on the current i n t e r n a t i o n a l situa.tion, T'hat b r o u ^ t i t about and hov i t can be 
improved? 

The word ''linlcagec" has been used i n t h i s Committee, v/hether those s o - c a l l e d 
linkages w i l l become the most i n f l u e n t i a l determinant of what talcos place i n the 
Committee i n the coming weeks i s a question that must sure l y be i n the minds at l e a s t 
of some of us. lîy delegation hopes that the Comm.ittee's work v / i l l not be shackled 
by the s o - c a l l e d linlcages, v/hich, i f pursued to t h e i r l o g i c a l end, -/111 s u r e l y l i n l c 
us a l l to f a i l u r e i n the Committee. 

î-fy delegation hopes that i n the very t e s t i n g times that vre are passing tlrrough 
the Committee's e f f o r t s vill be d i r e c t e d towardc r e p l a c i n g polemics v/ith peraua.sion 
that can pave the way f o r genuine and purposive negotia.ticn. I f vc f a i l to achieve 
t h i s s p i r i t a t t h i s session of the Committee, we w i l l be approaching the 
second s p e c i a l session devoted to disaimament on an unsure f o o t i n g . 

I spealc on disarLiament today from tho viev/point of a small, non-aligned 
developing country that i s t o t a l l y i n s i g n i f i c a n t as f a r as milita r y - expenditures 
are concerned. S r i Lanka has h e l d , and holds, tha.t i t c n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y i s a t t a i n e d 
and safeguarded not by high m i l i t a r y prepa-rednecs to deter any future adversa.ry. Ve 
b e l i e v e that the economic s e c u r i t y of the country and a l l itc c i t i z e n s i n conditions 
of freedom and e q u a l i t y i s the most r e l i a b l e safegua^rd and defence of the sovereignty 
of the State and the people. This s e c u r i t y can be achieved a.ná sustained only 
t h r o u ^ a d e l i b e r a t e p o l i c y of development v/hich v / i l l ensure f o r our m i l l i o n s an 
opportunity to work ga.infully and honoura.bly and to p r o f i t from t h o i r labours. 

But ovir economic development i s not aor.icthing tha.t v e can implement s u c c e s s f u l l y 
i n a vacuum of our o;m. Me l i v e and v/ork i n an interdependent \'orld. As a small 
i s l a n d State, we arc perhapc more dependent on the outside world. Tlie i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
environment, p o l i t i c a l and economic, i s therefore of paramovint importance to us and 
i t i s a c r i t i c a l f a c t o r tlmt influences and conditions the cuccerio or fa.ilvire of our 
ov/n e f f o r t s . As l o n g as there are tensions, c r i s e s and c o n f l i c t edtuations, tho 
environment i n which wc тг.1:е our efforte; ir; adversely a f f e c t e d . 

Genuine arms c o n t r o l and disarmament can aaid do a f f e c t the i n t e r n a t i o n a l climate 
s v / i f t l y and p o s i t i v e l y and therefore have an important l i n l c v i t h and a bearing on 
our ovn development e f f o r t s . To u.c., the l i n l c botveen disarmament ar^d development i s 
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obvious, strong and inescapable. I t i s not щу i n t e n t i o n to embark on a d i s c u s s i o n 
of the complex question of disarmament and development, thuugii the t h i r t y - s i x t h session 
of the General As.-emblj'- has, i n paragrapl 7 of r e s o l u t i o n 56/92 G, recommended t l i a t 
t h i s Committee sho'ild tal.e i i ^ t o account i a future disar^'icment negotiations che 
repor t on disarmanent and development v'hich i s conta-ined i n document А/5б/35б and 
C o r r . l and was prepared by a Group of Experts chaired by the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
representative of S-'eden, I l r s . Thorsson. 

A l l I wish to do i s to touch on one aspect, namely, the c o n t r i b u t i o n that 
disai-mament can malee i n improving the i n t e r n a t i o n a l climate i n l i h i c h a.ll countries 
seek economic development. I t i r . our view tlia-t i t i s ver;̂ '' d i f f i c u l t f o r us to 
pursue our perception of n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y , '-hich i s n a t i o n a l economic development, 
m the context of i n t e m a t i o r i a l i n s e c u r i t y . The armr; race, the gradu£.l 
m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of a l l parts of the world and the r e s u l t i n g inEccurit3'- a f f e c t s uo 
adversely, c r e a t i n g concerns and fear s which detract from our domestic e f f o r t . 

Let me i l l u s t r a t e t h i s . F i f t e e n years ago, tlie Indian Ocean "as a p a c i f i c ocean 
vihich served every maritime user of i t and the l i t t o r a l States of the Indian Ocean 
had l i t t l e or no cause f o r concern. Since then, that i d e a l s i t u a t i o n has been 
g r e a t l y eroded. In 1971» S r i Lanlca, along v/ith several other States, sought the 
De c l a r a t i o n of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace. But wliat has taken place? The 
Indian Ocean i s now crov/dcd \.'ith a l l manner of naval v e s s e l s b r i s t l i n g v/ith 
conventional and nuclear v/eapons. Tension i n the region has increased. Regional 
s t a b i l i t y i s undermined. Ve i n S r i Lanlta have been i n v o l u n t a r i l y catapulted i n t o 
t "c range of a p o s s i b l e nuclear excliange. The sum. t o t a l c f a l l t h i s i s the emergence 
of nev/ concerns and a n x i e t i e s f o r us. These a.ro not imaginary, but they are r e a l 
ones. Such s i t u a t i o n s can be found clsev/herc arovjnd tho v/orld. There are many 
developing countries v'hich f i n d that i n t e r n a t i o n a l i n s e c u r i t y i s i m p a i r i n g t l i e i r 
de-.'elopment e f f o r t s . In our viev/, i t i s only under conditions of great s e c u r i t y 
and peace that v/e can f u l l y a s s e r t our freedom and independence and achieve progress. 
That i s our o b j e c t i v e and a, tension-free difarming environnent i s a p r o r o n u i s i t e f o r 
о\дг success i n a c h i e v i n g i t . 

Ity delegation therefore v/ishes to urge the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representatives of 
t h i s Committee to give greater weigiit i n t h e i r d e l i b e r a t i o n s and negotiations to 
•lisarmament as a f a c t o r that i s imperative f o r the peaceful and sustained 
iniplementation of economic development i n countries cuch as mine. 

Ve i n t h i s Committee may d i f f e r on various aspects of the question of 
disarmament and development; bv;t, i n our view, there can be no dispute betv-.'een us 
on the l i n l c betv/een disarmament and i t c impact on c r e a t i n g a tension-free i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
p o l i t i c a l environment i n v.rhich development can take p l a c e . 

In virging t h i s p o i n t of vievr, ve n e i t h e r underestimate nor ignore developments 
i n other regions of the v/orld. \/hat ha.ppens i n Last-West r e l a t i o n s , i n "the s e c u r i t y 
s i t u a t i o n of one region or more of the world i c of c r i t i c a l importance to the issue 
of disarmajnent. But, i n our viev/, the importance attached to these f a c t o r s should 
noc be at the cost of other f a c t o r s , vjhich should a l s o not become the sole determining 
infl u e n c e on the scope, d i r e c t i o n arid pace of disarmajnent negotiations i n t h i s 
Committee and elsev/here. 
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I v.'ish to express the ap p r e c i a t i o n of ray Govemnent to the C-ovemnents of the. 
United States of America and the Union,of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Rcpuhlice f o r t h e i r 
d e c i s i o n to commence and continuo t a l k s on the reduction of intermediate-range 
theatre nuclear v'oapons i n Zurope. In our vi e v , t h i s i r , a favourable development 
i.'hich \TC hope v i l l end i n ¡aicces.'3. "Je a,lso h.opc that these t a l k n v i l l l ead to a 
s t a r t on s t r a t e g i c a,mc reductions n e g c t i a t i c n i . and t¿ia.t both c o i m t r i c s i r i l l not 
be diverted from the course they have chosen to f o l l o v t h i s year. Succcc:; i n tho 
current and future tall:? coulO, i n our v i c v , Ica.d the United States of America and 
the Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics ai,'a.y from t h e i r current r,tra.tcgie? f o r 
a n n i h i l a t i o n toi-ards nev f^trategios of pea.cc. Thir i e -"hat the vholc world expects 
of them. 

In e x actly four monthc. from today, tjic l i g h t s i n t h i o chajnber i - i l l have bc-n 
dimmed, tlie seats •'•±11 be empty and the scene v i l l have moved to ITov York. I t i s 
superfluous to cpcaJc on the i;-.iportaiice a.nd s i g n i f i c a n c e of the forthcoming 
second s p e c i a l session of the GencraJ Assembly devoted to disarmament. Ue a l l 
attach great importance to i t and hope f o r i t s success. I t i.e the f i r s t s p e c i a l sescior 
to be held i n the Second Disarsnamcnt Decade and i t v i l l bc vatched by m i l l i o n s 
vho hope that i t \ ; i l l turn out to be a. very s i g n i f i c a n t milestone on the tortuous 
path tov'ards general and complete disarmament. I t i e not an exaggera.tion to say t l i a t 
never before i n hvunian h i s t o r y has there been so much pressure f o r the succesc of a 
meeting on disarmajnent. Fever before liavo so many hopee and expectations been 
focused on an intemationa - 1 forum f o r securing a r e a l , genuine breaJcthrougii on the 
road to disarmament. 

In t h i s context, the current sescion of t h i s Committee i s invested ^dth a, 
tremendous r e s p o n s i b i l i t y , Everyone i n t h i s Committee i c av-are of tha.t r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 
and the t h r u s t and rhytlm c f the Connitteo's vorlc v i l l no doubt r e f l e c t t h i s 
av/aroness. 

Coming t c the agenda before us, nj-- delega.tion i ' " i n genera.l accord v i t l i 
'Jorking Paper По. /17 that ha.s been c i r c u l a t e d bjr the Secreta-ria.t. I vould l i k e 
to malee a fe\; observations on some of the agenda i t e n s a t t h i s ctage. 

In our view, items 1 and 2 arc s t i l l tho iiiglie.-:t p r i o r i t y i t e n e , despite our 
f a i l u r e to set up working groups on them at the l a s t session. There can bc no 
less e n i n g of the desire of the ovon/holni-ig majority of mcnbers of t h i s Committeo 
f o r such a course of a c t l c n . I t i c our vio'- that d i s c u s s i o n and debate on the tvo 
items have c l e a r l y denonctrated that thoy are mature and r i p e enough f o r 
consideration i n separa.te working group-:, T l i i c p o i n t of view ^'as r e i n f o r c e d a.t the 
t h i r t y - s i x t h session of the Gencra.l Ascciably and vc hope the opposition to the 
proposal v i l l not continue to repoa.t i t s e l f . 

There .̂'as a. proposal to j o i n i t e n s 1 and 2 together, but the Cliairman va.s k i n d 
enougii to inform the Committee yeôterda.y t l i a t there i-ai- no consensus f o r t h i c 
proposal and items 1 and 2 ->'ill therefore remain as they are. liy delegation f e e l s 
that i s the l i i s e s t d e c i s i o n that could liave been tadcen. 
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The centre-piece of tho cecond s p e c i a l session w i l l he the comprehensive 
programme of disarmament. VHiat i s t h i s Comnittec'c contribv.tion going to Ъс i n 
t h i s regard? The Committee has hcen served with "orl:ing papers b y the Group of 21, 
a group of V c s t c m countries and, l a s t week, b y Czechoslovakia on behalf of a group 
of s o c i a l i s t c o i u i t r i e o . The Ad Hoc \'orking Group, under the i n d e f a t i g a b l e 
chairmanship of Am.bassador Garcia "obles, who has --.rith t a c t , s k i l l and many years 
of expertise helped to guide the V o r k i n g Group, lias discussed a t great length the 
var y i n g perceptions, concepts, mcasuxef;, time-table and some of the p r a c t i c a l 
problems of implementing a CPD. '.lo f x i l l y support the working paper contained i n 
document CD/'2?3, which, although i t does not cover a l l aspects, i s a comprehensive 
presentation not of a Utopian prograiiino, but of a strategy that i s oriented towards 
a continuing, progressive and balanced process of general and complete disarmament, 
liy delegation agrees t h ^ t the adoption of a CPD by i t s e l f w i l l not open the 
flood-gates of suddcd and u n i v e r s a l disarmament. But i t i s a necessary instrument 
i f vre are to move d e c i s i v e l y and p r o g r e s s i v e l y tovrards general and complete 
disarmament. I t w i l l help to avoid ''stop-and-go' s i t u a t i o n s , which have 
char a c t e r i z e d previous disarmament e f f o r t s . Ue sec i n i t a solemn commitment to 
the systematic p t i r s u i t of disa^rmament n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

True enough, such an instrument cannot be negotiated witliout d i f f i c v i l t y . The 
d e l i b e r a t i o n s i n the \/orking Group liavc proved t h i s to be so. The d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
Ambassador of I n d i a has explained and c l a r i f i e d a number of issues that v^ere r a i s e d 
i n t h i s Committee. I am sure h i s explanations v r i l l now contribute tovraxds more 
progress i n the Vorking Group. 

The Group of 21 v r i l l present f u r t h e r vrorking papers on areas not covered i n 
docvment CD/223 and those, I am sure, w i l l help the \7orking Group a r r i v e a t e a r l y 
d e c i s i o n s . The CIT) i s a novel exorcise and tlierefore must bréale nevr ground. I t 
nec e s s a x i l y c a l l s f o r f l e x i b i l i t y i n our thinlcing and c r e a t i v e innova.tion i n our 
approach.. My delegation i s confident t l i a t those a t t r i b u t e s " i l l not be l a c k i n g i n 
the \iorking Group. 

Item 7 of the d r a f t agenda suggests that v;o discuss f u r t h e r measvires to prevent 
am arms race i n outer space. l i y delegation f u l l y supports a l l measures designed to 
safeguard outer space a.s the common herita.ge of manlcind. tha.t should not become the 
scene f o r an arms race the 1Дсе of vrhich vre arc unable to c o n t r o l here on e a r t l i , 
liy delegation can therefore l i v e v i t h t h i s item being on the agenda. But, v̂ e v/ould 
l i l c e to underline the need f o r t h i c Committee to give the highest p r i o r i t y to the 
items that have already been before us f o r so long. V l i i l s t r e c o g n i z i n g the emergence 
of nev/ dangers, v e must not overlook our f a i l u r e to t a c k l e serious dangers, that 
have been v/ith vis f o r so long. lîy delegation therefore hopes that vre can a r r i v e 
a.t a mutually a.greeable decis.'.on on item 7 VT thout protra.cted debate. 

And f i n a l l y , Ih:. Cliairman, may I touch on agenda item 0(a) — the 
s p e c i a l report of t h i s Committee to the second s p e c i a l session. Vsy delegation 
i s of the vievr that the Committee should a l l o c a t e reasonable and adequate time 
f o r a d i s c u s s i o n of t h i s item. This i s a s p e c i a l k i n d of re p o r t . I t i s the f i r s t 
of i t s k i n d . I t v / i l l llave to serve the cecond s p e c i a l session i n i t s d e l i b e r a t i o n s 
on disarmament and the ouestion of machinery'- f o r disarmament. I t can therefore not 
be j u s t a n a r r a t i v e or cataloguing of the success or f a i l u r e of tlie Committee's v-ork. 
I t ha.s to be evalviative at l e a s t to some extent. 
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The report should, i n our v i e v , give a c l e a r p r o f i l e of hov the Committee 
functioned i n r e l a t i o n to the mandates that v/ere given to i t , Tlie format and contents 
of the report should r e f l e c t adoouately aiid a c c u r a t e l y the f u n c t i o n i n g of the 
Committee, Ve are a l l i n t e r e s t e d i n improving the machinery of m u l t i l a t e r a l 
disarmanent n e g o t i a t i o n s . Our report can be supportive of tlio quest f o r the 
optimum machinery towards t l i a t end. 

In conclusion, even at the cost of genere.!izing, ms.y I say the f o l l o i ; i n g . 
When His Holiness Pope Jolm Paul I I was i n Hiroshima, he s a i d that: "In the pa.st, 
i t was p o s s i b l e to destroy a v i l l a g e , a tovm, a region, even a country, Nov/ i t 
i s the yhole planet that has come under t l i r e a t , Thic f a c t should i i n a . l l y compel 
everyone to face a basic moral consideration: frcr. nov on, i t i s only through, 
a conscious choice and through a d e l i b e r a t e p o l i c y that hглnanity can survive'', 
Ve are i n t h i s Committee because our Governments have made that choice and adopted 
the d e l i b e r a t e p o l i c y of support f o r disarmament. Our task i s to implement v/hat 
our Governments have opted f o r . \Aiether t h i s m.illcnnium ends i n war or i n peace 
v i l l depend to some extent on whether ve contribute to the disarmament process, 
I-]y delegation i s here to a s s i s t t h i s Committee i n i t s tasks because we i n S r i Lanka 
•irant peace f o r a l l . East, Vest, ITorth and South, This, we b e l i e v e , i s the commitment 
of a l l of us i n the Committee. 

The СШИШШТ; I tlicinlt the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of S r i Lanlca f o r h i s 
statement and f o r the k i n d i/ords he addressed to the Chair. 

Mr. KOMÍVES (llimgary): lb:. Cliairman, as I am talcing tho f l o o r f o r the f i r s t 
time э-t a plenary meeting, I wish to congratulrte you as Chairman of the Committee 
f o r the f i r s t month of the 1902 session ?nd o f f e r you the f u l l support and 
co-operation of the HiBigarian delegation. Our \7ords of a p p r e c i a t i o n are a.ddrecsed 
to Ambassa.dor Anvrar Sani of Indonesia vho held the c h a i r I ' i t h success from the 
beginning of August 1901 to the opening of the precent sección. \/lien I extend my 
sincere i.'elcome to our nev colleagues, I wish to assure them that my delegation 
stands ready to maintain the good r e l a t i o n s i t had \ ' i t h t h e i r predecessors, 

A s i g n i f i c a n t p a r t of the sta.tcments rna.de so f a r ha.ve been devoted to on 
assessment and evaluation of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n . The general tone of 
the evaluations, I must note \'i t h r e g r e t , i c dark and h e a v i l y loaded v i t h worry 
and disappointment. The alarming trend " h i c h had been c h a r a c t e r i s t i c of the l a s t 
years i s s t i l l prevalent today. The i n t e r n a t i o n a l c l i r i a t e continues to worsen and 
the danger of war i c gro "ing. T]ic attcmptc of extreme i m p e r i a l i s t c i r c l e s , aimed 
at u p s e t t i n g the balance of forces a,nd atta.ining milita.ry s u p e r i o r i t y , have caused 
another e s c a l a t i o n of the arme race, thus i n c r e a s i n g tensions i n the world, 
p a r t i c u l a r l y i n Europe. The rude and h o s t i l e propaganda campaigns of those c i r c l e s , 
t h e i r continued interference i n tho interna,! a f f a i r e of sovereign States, the 
mounting an t i - S o v i e t i s m and anticommunicm poison tho atmosphere, destroy confidence 
and thus hamper the s o l u t i o n of the most important p o l i t i c a l problems and c o n f l i c t s . 
This trend of events, as a d i r e c t conccouence, renders more d i f f i c u l t than ever the 
conduct of negotiations on arms limitât.'on and dicamament. 
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In the l a s t few days, t h i s Coninittee was subjected to a hsuTage c f l e c t u r e s 
whose sole piirpose was t c d i v e r t a t t e n t i o n from the r e a l i n t e n t i o n s of c e r t a i n c i r c l e s 
and to d i s t o r t f a c t s that have lorig been part of h i s t o r y cooks. For the salce c f 
those who may have forgotten the hard f a c t s of the h i s t o r y of the arms race and who 
want to create a scare ccncemir^g Soviet m i l i t a r y t h r e a t s , may I be allc./ed t c r e c a l l 
b r i e f l y which side v/as the f i r s t i n the post-war period to introduce various new 
weapons and systems of such weapons, which f.-ide launched new v/aves of the arms racc-
and which side was forced to respond: 

the atomic bomb was introduced i n Vjt-.i by the united States and only four years 
l a t e r by the Soviet Union; 
the hydrogen bomb v/as introduced i n 1953 by the United States and or̂ e year l a t e r 
by the Soviet Union; 
the s t r a t e g i c bomber: introduced i n 1953 by the United States, four years l a t e r 
by the Soviet Union; 
the intermediate-range b a l l i s t i c m i s s i l e (ШВИ): i n I953 by the United States, 
f o u r years l a t e r by the Soviet Union; 
the t a c t i c a l nuclear weapon: i n 1955 by the United States, one year l a t e r by 
the Soviet Union; 
the i n t e r c o n t i n e n t a l b a l l i s t i c m i s s i l e (iCBI-l); i n 1955 by the United States, 
two years l a t e r by the Soviet Union; 
the r u c l e a r submarine: i n 195^ by the United States, s i x years l a t e r by the 
Soviet Unicn; 
the submarine-launched b a l l i s t i c m i s s i l e (SLEM): i n 1959 by tho United S t a t e s , 
nine years l a t e r by the Soviet Union; 
the a n t i - b a l l i s t i o m i s s i l e (AH4) ; i n I96O by the United States, one year l a t e r 
by the Soviet Union; 
the 1Ш warhead; i n I964 by the ifràted States, s i x years l a t e r by tho Soviet Union; 
the MIBV v/arhead; i n I97O by the United S t a t s s , f i v e ¿«;ars l a t p r by the 
Soviet Union; 
the c r u i s e m i s s i l e : i n 1 9 7 b y tho U n i t e ! States; 
the neutron weapon: i n I9SI by the United Sta.tes. 

The l i s t of uncontestable f a c t s speaics f o r i t s e l f . 

The h i s t o r y of m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmanenx n e g o t i a t i o n s , on tho other hand, proves 
that r e l a t i o n s between the Soviet Union and the United States and the conduct of 
serious t a l k s between them on arms l i m i t a t i o n and disarmament questions have a d i r e c t 
i n f l u e n c e nn m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s . We must note therefore v/ith the deepest 
regret that the United States ha-s h a l t e d or frecen a l l such previous t a l k s and p e r s i s t s 
i n b l o c k i n g t h e i r renewal. Since such t a l k s d i r o c t l y offeet the s e c u r i t y of a l l 
S t a t e s , the Hungarian (k;vernnent urgos tho e a r l i e s t p o ssible renewal o f 
Soviet-American n e g o t i a t i o n s , e s p e c i a l l y thcee on the l i m i t a t i o n c f s t r a t e g i c arms. 
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We r e c e n t l y noted with t j c t i c f a c t i o n the reopening here i n Geneva of the 
Soviet-American negotiations on the ргоЪ1-^ш of medium-range nuclear veapons i n 
Europe and s i n c e r e l y hope tha.t they v r i l l ;.ead to the •axpefted r e s u l t s i n the near 
futvire, 

As I represent here tho Govemrent of a European State, may I he allowed to make 
a b r i e f remark i n ccnnection v i t h the reopening of the Madrid meeting. Despite the 
attempts c f the KATO countrioc to poison the atmosphere r i g h t from the s t a r t , ve 
s t i l l have some hopes that the p a r t i c i p a t i n g States v i l l be able to overcome the 
d i f f i c u l t i e s they face. The Hungarian Government attaches outstanding s i g n i f i c a n c e 
to the d e c i s i o n expected from the l l a d r i d meeting, vhich vould c a l l f o r the e a r l i e s t 
possible convocation of a conferenco on m i l i t a r y détente and disarmament i n bhirope. 

The sense of urgency relayod by tho ma¡.-!sive demonstrations and p u b l i c actions 
i n favour of peace and disarmament also was manifest at the l a s t session of the 
United Nations General Assembly. The overvhelming majority c f the Member States 
c l e a r l y expressed t h e i r i e t e r m i n a t i o n to preserve the r e s u l t s achieved sn f a r and 
to proceed with nev i n i t i a t i v e s f o r meaningful ne g o t i a t i o n s . 

The representatives of the Hiuigarian People's Republic at the t h i r t y - s i x t h 
session explained i n d e t a i l tho p o s i t i o n of m,7 Crovemment on ?.ll the major items 
and contributed a c t i v e l y to the adoption of sever?.! important r e s o l u t i o n s . I can 
therefore l i m i t e myself today to iVn; questions -./hich ve consider, at t h i s juncture, 
to be of outstanding importance. At l a t e r stages of our debates, ve s h a l l retxim 
to them and to other iti^mt; on our a^je-nda v;ith more d e t a i l s and, vhenever p o s s i b l e , 
v i t h p r a c t i ^ i a l suggestions. 

The question r f the hig:he.-;t p r i o r i t y f o r the Committee oontinues to be that of 
h a l t i n g the nuclear arma ra.'-.e, olimi.ns.ting the threat of nuclear v/ar and providing 
f o r a decisive turn to ra-ia.'^urcs of micleai' disarmament. The r e s o l u t i o n s adopted by 
the General AsscmMy bear ••'itnoss to t'nat uTt^ency. 

Among the r e s o l u t i o n s adopteà at tJie t h i r t y - s i x t h session of the 
General Assembly, one of thfe most s i g n i f i c a n t xii the Declaration on the Prevention 
of Nuclear Catastrophe. Or. the i n i t i a t i v e of the Soviet Union, the General Assembly 
proclaimed the f i r s t use of nuclear v/eapons the "gi'avest orime against humanity", 
f o r wnich there cannot be and " v i l l never be any j u s t i f i - ' a t i o n or pardon". In the 
view of the Hungarian Government, tho nuclear-weapon States must f u l f i l the "supreme 
duty and dirof't o b l i ^ j a t i o n " expressbd i r the r e s o l u t i o n to conduct negotiations 
" i n good f a i t h and cn tho ca:;ii; c;f r.-iualit^;" leading u l t i m a t e l y to the "complete 
e l i m i n a t i o n of nuclear «eapouLî''. 

Numerous proposalfj ha.vy р(чоп made to that e f f e c t , ouch as the one presented 
i n 1979 by the group of s o f ^ i a l i s t delOi:-;aticns i n t h i s Committee. According to the 
programme contained i n document (U")/4, b u s i n c s s - l i k f ) negotia.tions should be s t a r t e d 
v i t h o u t .delay on ending tVie proauf'tLon of .?.ll types of nucleai' v/eapons and gradually 
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reducing t h e i r s t o c k p i l e s u n t i l t h e i r complete d e s t r u c t i o n . Subsequently, i t v?.r. 
clso proposed that an ad hoc working group should be est a b l i s h e d to provide the 
appropriate framevrork f o r the nego t i a t i o n s . In my delegation's vievi, those 
proposals are s t i l l v a l i d , xopioal and t i r ^ l y , as confirmed by General Assembly 
r e s o l u t i o n 36/92 E. 

One c f the nrast urgent a,spects of nuclear iisarmaaent i s the general and 
complete p r o h i b i t i o n of a l l nuclear-v/eapon t e s t s . "Ду delegation, l i k e the vast 
majority around t h i s t a b l e , has long been advocating the establishment of an 
ad hoc working group entrusted vxtli the elabor a t i o n of a t r e a t y on the subject -
That has become even more pressing since the t r i l a t e r a l n egotiations aj?e r e t l i k e l y 
to be resumed i n the faresee?'b"'.e fut-r>--, due to t r e -^bstinate p o s i t i o n of the 
•Jrited States and the United lungdon. 

In the f i e l d of nuclear disarmament, the question of the p r o h i b i t i o n of 
nuclear neutron weapons c a l l s f o r urgent a t t e n t i o n . Delegations of the s o c i a l i s t 
group therefore made a proposal l a s t year to set up a subsidiary body with the- taslf 
of working out an i n t e r n a t i o n a l instrument f o r ths-t purpose. The General Assembly 
i n r e s o l u t i o n 36/92 К c a l l e d on t h i s Committee "tc s t a r t v.dthout dela^y- negotiation,--, 
i n an appropriate o r g a n i z a t i o n a l framo\/ork". An g.d hoc vrorking group would, ir ; 
otir view, c o n s t i t u t e that framework and a s o l i d b a s i s f c r i t s a c t i v i t y i s provided 
i n the d r a f t convention .submitted by the s o c i a l i s t delegations i n IS'/S. 

S t i l l i n the domain of nviclear disarmament. thf» Hungarian delegation siog.'rt-'st^ 
t lat the Committee should pay appropriate a t t e n t i o n tc suc-h aspects as the 
non-stationing of nuclear vieapons i n the t e r r i t o r i e s of States where there are 
no such weapons at present and to the strengthening of the senvirity of 
non-nucleai^vieapon States against the usje or threat of use of nuclear weapons. 

In t h i s connection, l e t me r e f e r to the proceedings c f the Commi.ttee of 
I-ILnisters f o r Foreign A f f a i r s of the States p a r t i e s to the Warsav; Treaty, -./hoz .• 
s p e c i a l emphasis "..'as placed "or the cr e a t i o n of nucleaj>-werpon-free zonea i n 
various parts of the Eurcpeai'. v.outJ.nent, i n c l u d i n g I.'orthern Europe and the 
Balkans". In the context of tho negotiations on the problem of medium-range 
nuclear weapons i n E-urope, p a r t i c i p a n t s i n that meeting favoured " u l t i m a t e l y 
making Europe t o t a l l y free of nuclear v/eapons.•' 

The problem of negotiations on the p r o h i b i t i o n of other v/eapons of mass 
de s t r u c t i o n i s c f equally great importance because the ongoing nev/ round of th<j 
aims race would have very dangerous consequences. Report.4 cn plans to s t a r t the 
p-roduction of a new generatio-n of chenanal v/eapons, knovnv as bi n a r y chemical 
viarfare agents, and to deploy them i n Europe have caused great alarm on ovir 
continent and elsewhere. Such steps ma»j" destroy the r e s u l t s acMeved so f a r . 
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У!у delegation considers that the work on a t r e a t y to p r o h i b i t the production 
and s t o c k p i l i n g of chemical weapons should be g r e a t l y i n t e n s i f i e d t h i s year.- We 
have a s o l i d basir, f o r a s u b s t a n t i a l advarice, provided by the Ad Hoc Working Group 
entrusted with that task l a s t year. The V/orking Group should therefore be 
r e - e s t a b l i s h e d at the e a r l i e s t possible date with an appropriately r e v i s e d mandate 
which should envisage r a i s i n g our a c t i v i t i e s to a q u a l i t a t i v e l y new l e v e l to 
s t a r t the elaboration of at l e a s t some of the p r o v i s i o n s of the futvire t r e a t y . 

Resolution 36/96 В adopted by the united Na.ticns General Assembly i n the 
context of the p r o h i b i t i o n c f the production and s t o c k p i l i n g of chemical v/capons 
contains at l e a s t two new elements which should be kept i n mind by the 
Working Group. The r e s o l u t i o n " c a l l s upon a l l States to r e f r a i n from any a c t i o n 
which could impede negotiations on the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons and 
s p e c i f i c a l l y to r e f r a i n from production and deployment of binary and other new 
types of chemical weapons, as w e l l as from s t a t i o n i n g chemical weapons i n those 
States where there are no such vreapons at present". 

The Committee on Disarmament has to pay proper a t t e n t i o n to the question of 
new types of weapons of mass dest r u c t i o n and new systems of such weapons. The 
General Assembly, i n r e s o l u t i o n 36/89, requested the Committee "to i n t e n s i f y 
n e g o t i a t i o n s , with the assistance of q u a l i f i e d governmental experts, v;ith a view 
to preparing a d r a f t comprehensive agreement ... and to d r a f t possible agreements 
on p a r t i c u l a r types of such v;eapons". Taking i n t o account the p o s i t i v e r e s u l t s 
of our proceedings conducted i n the framework of informal meetings vdth experts, 
my delegation proposes that the Committee should consider the h o l d i n g of s i m i l a r 
meetings also t h i s yea.r. In tVie course of such meetings, thought might be 
given to the possible mandate of a group of governmental experts to be set up, 
we hope-, i n the near f u t u r e . 

Tlie h olding of such meetings v/ould be b e n e f i c i a l also from the point of 
view Of the implementation of paragraph 3 of r e s o l u t i o n 36/89 c a l l i n g upon 
"the States permanent members of the S e c u r i t y C o u n c i l , as w e l l as upon other 
m i l i t a r i l y s i g n i f i c a n t States, to make d e c l a r a t i o n s , i d e n t i c a l i n substance, 
concerning the r e f u s a l to create new types of weapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n and 
new systems of such weapons, as a f i r s t step tov/ards the conclusion of a 
comprehensive agreement on t h i s subject-, beao'ing i n mind that such declarations 
would be approved t h e r e a f t e r by a d e c i s i o n of the S e c u r i t y C o u n c i l " . The 
Committee could consider concrete formulations f o r such a d e c l a r a t i o n , taking 
i n t o account a l l e x i s t i n g proposals and future i n i t i a t i v e s . The Hungarian 
delegation i s prepared to present at a l a t e r stage f u r t h e r d e t a i l s i n that 
respect. 
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Beyond the substantive importance of the problem, I , as a former '1!hairnr?r; c." 
the Ad Hoc.Working Group on R a d i o l o g i c a l Weapons, f e o l strong personal attachment 
to the subject, Hov/ever, I do not vdsh ':o go i n t o d e t a i l s , but to r e i t e r a t e l y 
c o n v i c t i o n that the Committee i s i n a p o s i t i o n to reach agreement on tho subject 
i n a few months, given greater f l e x i b i l i t y by c e r t a i n delegations. In our vie-',,-, 
the problem of the p r o t e c t i o n of c i v i l i a n nuclear f a c i l i t i e s , v/aich i s undoubtedly 
an important and t i m e l y one, should be handled and solved separately. That i s 
the way to achieve r e s u l t s i n both respects. That i r . the way to f u l f i l the 
duty described i n General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n 56/97 C, 

The p r o v i s i o n a l agenda of the Committee has been enlarged t h i s year to 
incl u d e a new item i n accordance v/ith the recommendation contained i n 
General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n 3c/99» The Hungaj?ian delegation f u l l y supports 
the i n c l u s i o n of the item and suggests that the Committee should decide v.dthout 
delay to set up a s u b s i d i a r y organ to be charged v/ith the c o n s i d e r a t i o n and 
e l a b o r a t i o n of a t r e a t y on the p r o h i b i t i o n of the s t a t i o n i n g of vreapons of any 
k i n d i n outer space. 

Before •burning to the l a s t subject of my i n t e r v e n t i o n , I v/ish to malee a fev/ 
short comments on some o r g a n i z a t i o n a l matters, .Contrary to what we succeeded 
i n a chieving at a very e a r l y stage of our s p r i n g session l a s t year, v/e have been 
so f a r unable to reach consensus, or eyçn to i d e n t i f y the bases of such a 
consensus, on our agenda and programme of v/ork. .Unfortunately, no signs of 
speedy r e s u l t s are v i s i b l e on the h o r i z o n i n respect of the establishment of 
vrorking groups. 

This i s r e a l l y a serious phenomenon because we must, t h i s year more than 
before, considerably i n t e n s i f y our e f f o r t s at n e g o t i a t i o n s . We must speed up 
the informal discussions on o r g a n i z a t i o n a l and procedviral matters and make f u l l 
use of the precious time л̂ге have at our d i s p o s a l so that the report vre are to 
submit to the second s p e c i a l session v / i l l not be an admission of t o t a l impotency. 

As we.have stated on various occasions, the Hungarian Government attaches 
great importance to the second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted 
to disarmament. In our view, that session w i l l have to be a source of new' 
moment-um f o r disarmament e f f o r t s by a l l States. I t should encoura.ge the 
preparation of r e a l i s t i c proposals, promote negotiations on such proposals and 
create the c o n s t r u c t i v e atmosphere which i s so necessary to the s o l u t i o n of 
numerous problems. 

We are l o o k i n g forward to an auction-oriented session and want to contribute 
to i t s success. We want to assvire that the r e s u l t s achieved at the f i r s t 
s p e c i a l session axe preserved and f u r t h e r developed. We want to promote the 
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maintenance of the p r i n c i p l e s enshrined i n the P i n a l Document and, on -that-^basis 
and i n accordance vàth the programme of a c t i o n contained t h e r e i n , v:e want to be 
instrumental i n the preparation and adoption of a comprehensive programme on 
disarmament — a programme which i s r e a l i s t i c , properly balanced and also 
capable of m o b i l i z i n g massive p u b l i c support. Our p o s i t i o n on the d e t a i l s 
o f such a programme was presented at the opening meeting by the representative 
of Czechoslovakia; therefore, I need not repeat them now. 

Before concluding my statement, I v;ish to make a few remarks on a very 
dangerous trend which s t a r t e d at the very beginning of t h i s session. On the 
pretext of e v a l u a t i n g the i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n , the representatives of 
c e r t a i n Governments allov/ed themselves the l i b e r t y c f using t h i s Committee as 
a platform f o r p o l i t i c a l i n v e c t i v e s . The Hungarian delegation r e j e c t s most 
c a t e g o r i c a l l y every attempt at i n t e r f e r e n c e i n the i n t e r n a l a f f a i i ' s c f a 
sovereign State, as w e l l as a l l e g a t i o n s concerning "outside pressure and 
campaign". 

I am convinced that I express the f e e l i n g s also of the other s o c i a l i s t 
delegations when I consider i t even nore r e g r e t t a b l e that some representatives 
d i d not content themselves with a simple exercise of throwing slander aind 
a**cusations at other States. They went f u r t h e r and t r i e d to pass judgement 
on the nature of a s o c i a l system which others, i n c l u d i n g the members of a 
number of delegations aroimd t h i s t a b l e , consider as t h e i r о̂ лгп. 

The statement d e l i v e r e d by Mr. bestow of the United States was a most 
outrageous one, imprecedented i n the h i s t o r y of t h i s Committee. Instead of 
g i v i n g us a d e t a i l e d d e s c r i p t i o n of the disarmament p o l i c y of the new 
United States a d m i n i s t r a t i o n , which the Committee has long been w a i t i n g f o r , 
he devoted about two-thirds of h i s time to attacks on the Soviet Union and 
other s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s , i n c l u d i n g щу own. Ify delegation r e j e c t s that 
attempt, which can orJLy poison the atmosphere i n the Committee and only serves 
to hinder our work i n a s i t u a t i o n v/here the vast majority around t h i s 
n e g o t i a t i n g table i s ready to do i t s best to achieve tangible r e s u l t s . 

The СНА.ШШ1; I thank the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of Hungary f o r h i s 
statement and f o r the k i n d vrords he addressed te the Chair. 

We have exhausted the time a v a i l a b l e to us t h i s morning. Ve w i l l therefore 
continue with the l i s t of speakers tomorrow iTiorning. 

The representative of the United States wishes to speal: i n exercise of h i s 
r i g h t of r e p l y . I therefore give him the f l o o r . 

The representative of the USSR has asked f o r the f l o o r cn a point of order. 



ŒD/PV.153 
36 

Mr. ISSRAELY&N (union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t R e p u t l i c s ) ( t r a n s l a t e d froie R u s s i s x ) ; 
Ve have not yet heard a l l tho represente.tives whose names c x e dovm to spe¿': at t h i s 
meeting and I therefore see nc ground f o r g i v i n g the f l o o r f o r a r e p l y . Cn 'Juesday 
of l a s t week you refused that r i g h t to a delegation vihJ.ch had asked to speak i n 
the morning. The d e c i s i o n which the .Committee took yesterday signifiîrd tho 
f o l l o w i n g : i f a l l those whose names are on the l i s t of speakers do not Tanage to 
speak'today — the l i s t i n cludes the delegations of t.he United Kingdom, A u s t r a l i a , 
Mongolia, S r i Lanka, Hungary. Pakistan, Canada, Peru, Cuca and Kenya — then "o v i l l 
continue to hear the speakers according to t h i s l i s t tomorrow morning because, -.hie 
afternoon, i t i,s intended to hold a meeting of the Vorking C-roup cn a Comprehcnirivo 
Prograjmne of Disarmament. • As f a r as I r e c a l l , Pakistan i s s i x t h on tho HF.Z. Thc-
representative of Pakistan was unable to speaic t h i s morning. Consequently, when 
we have heard a l l the speakers on the l i s t , beginning with the representative cf 
P a k i s t a n , then we can go on to statements i n exercice of the r i g h t of r e p l y . 

The CHAIRM&IT: I would l i k e to ask the representative of the United States 
whether he i s prepared to wait u n t i l the end of the l i s t of spealcers — i n other 
words, u n t i l tomorrow morning? 

Mr. FIELDS (United States of America): I'h?. Chairman, I do not vjish i n any '.«y 
to d i s r u p t the procedures of t h i s body, as we mean to d e l i b e r a t e . My porposo, 
of course, would be tc respond to a rather v i c i o u s attack, u n p a r a l l e l e d , I thinic, 
i n щу short memory i n t h i s body, but щу longer memory i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l bodies dates 
back some 20 years. 1 would p r e f e r to r e p l y to the charges made by another 
delegation i n such a v i c i o u s manner while they are s t i l l f r e s h i n people's minds 
and they understand what I am r e p l y i n g t o . However, I would be happy to abide by 
the r u l i n g of the Chair. 

The СНАШ1ЙЛ; Thanic you. Since the h o u r i s l a t e , we mâ ' adjourn the r.:.vting 
now. The repr :jentative c f Japan has '.he f l o o r . 

Mr. OKAVA (Japan): Not i n exercise of the r i g h t of r e p l y , but to r e c t i f y e 
small error that s l i p p e d — most i n a d v e r t e n t l y , I am sure — i n t o tha statement ju.:t 
made by щу dear f r i e n d and most d i s t i n g u i s h e d colleague, Ambassador Komives. 

The f i r s t atomic bomb used against human beings v:as dropped on б August 19¿^. 

The CHAIRMAN: The next plenary meeting of the Committee v / i l l bo >ield tcmcrrc;, 
F r i d a y , 12 February, at 10.30 a.m. Iirnnediately after\-/ards, v/o v / i l l hold an i n f c r r . a l 
meeting on the o r g a n i z a t i o n a l matters under consideration by the Comnittoo. 

The meeting stands adjourned. 

Tho meeting rcse at LP*; p.m. 
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The CHAIRMAN; In The Name of God The Most Compassionate, The Most M e r c i f u l , 
I declare open the one hundred and f i f t y - f o u r t h plenary meeting of tne Committee on 
Disarmament. I have on my l i s t of speakers f o r today the representatives of 
Pakistan, Cuba and Kenya. The representative of ̂ .he United States of America w i l l 
speak at the end of the meeting i n exercise of h i s r i g n t of r e p l y . 

In that connection, I would l i k e to c l a r i f y f o r the record one aspect of the 
procedural question raised yesterday. At i t s one hundred and f i f t y - s e c o n d plenary 
meeting on Tuesday, 9 February, the Committee decided that, i n view of the meeting 
of the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament and the 
long l i s t of speakers f o r the plenary meeting on Thursday, 11 February, two d i f f e r e n t 
plenary meetings would be held, one on Thursday, 11 February, and the other on 
Friday, 12 February. At the beginning o f yesterday's plenary, I r e c a l l e d that 
d e c i s i o n . I was therefore correct i n g i v i n g the f l o o r at the end of that f i r s t 
meeting f o r r i g h t s of r e p l y . 

The s i t u a t i o n was d i f f e r e n t from that of the previous week, when the plenary 
meeting that s t a r t e d i n the morning continued i n the afternoon of the same day. 
The morning meeting was suspended and the afternoon meeting was a resumption of the 
e a r l i e r meeting. That i s why I gave the f l o o r at the end of that meeting f o r r i g h t s 
of r e p l y . 

Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Russian); 
Mr. Chairman, with regard to your c l a r i f i c a t i o n , the Soviet delegation would 
request that i n future l i s t s of speakers should not cover two meetings at once-.- •-
The l i s t of 10 speakers given yesterday wag intended to cover two meetings, something 
never before done i n the p r a c t i c e of the Committee. L i s t s o f speakers cover one 
meeting and not two. The f a c t that t h i s l i s t of 10 speakers was meant f o r two 
meetings a l s o led to the misunderstanding which you have now cleared up. I would 
request that the s e c r e t a r i a t ' s a t t e n t i o n should be drawn to t h i s . 

Mr. AHMAD (Pakistan): Mr. Chairman, may I begin by saying that the delegation 
of Pakistan was grieved to learn of the passing away of our colleague. 
Ambassador Montezemolo. I would request the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of I t a l y 
to accept our h e a r t f e l t condolences and to convey them to the bereaved f a m i l y . 

May I take t h i s opportunity to place on record our t r i b u t e to one of our most 
di s t i n g u i s h e d colleagues. Ambassador Fein of the Netherlands, and to wish him the 
best i n h i s new and important r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s at the Hague. I would a l s o l i k e to 
extend a warm welcome to representatives who have joined us f o r the f i r s t time i n 
the Committee t h i s year. My delegation looks forward to co-operating c l o s e l y with 
a l l of them. 

We s i n c e r e l y appreciate the very important and e f f e c t i v e r o l e played by 
Ambassador Anwar Sani of Indonesia when he guided the work of the Committee on 
Disarmament during tha c l o s i n g month of i t s l a s t session and the opening phase of 
the current s e s s i o n . I t was a d i f f i c u l t task which Ambassador Sani c a r r i e d out with 
great s k i l l . 
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As we open the fourth annual session of t h i s Committee, i t i s most g r a t i f y i n g 
for the Pakistan delegation to see in tho chair a distinguished representative of 
the Islamic Republic of Iran. The oooplos of ow^ two countries share a common 
f a i t h , culture and history. Tney snare the aspiration to order thoir national l i f e 
in accordance with the precepts of Islam. I am confident tnat our two countries 
w i l l continue to co-operate in ^st::blishing a oli-.iaco of durable peace and ôocurity 
in the larger region of South Viest Asia on tho basis of s t r i c t respect for tho 
principles of tho Unito^ N a t i o n s Charter, j s D O C i a l l y t h o s e concerning the sovereignty 
and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e - r r i t y of States. 

It i s self-evident that th„ international conmunity h a s a v i t a l s t a k e in 
achieving a p o l i t i c a l solution t o t h o tra¿iio c j n f l i e t .LÙ A f . j n j n i s t a . i o.-. th-j basis 
of the immediate withdrawal of forei:^n forces fron that count'.-y. This would enable 
tho Afghan p o o o l e to d e t o r n i i n . ; t h o i r own destiny and f o r . i o f Govoi-nuionc and t h u s 
create tho conditions necessary f o r t h o noro than j n i l l l o n Af.jhan rofujuoos i n 
Pakistan and Iran to return to thoir homeland i n safety and honour. Pakistan 
remains coniaittod to tho evolution of such a p o l i t i c a l solution for which e f f o r t s 
are being made currently unüor tho a^'-is of t n o Sccrotary-Gonoral of t h o 
United Nations. 

Гпо peoole and C-ov_rnmont of Pakistan sincerely d o s i r j to l i v e in l a s t i n g peace 
and friendship with a l l neighbouring countries, Tho importance of the current 
consideration of an agreonent between Pakistan and I n d i i f or an exchange of nutual 
guarantees of non-aggression and non-use of forc^; i s solf-ovident. 

Pakistan i s deeply concerned about tho clinato of confrontation and acrimony 
v/fiich characterizes relations between tho two superpowers at t h o present t i n e . It 
i s axiomatic that international tensions can be romovod only i f States scrupulously 
follow the p r i n c i p l e s of t h e United Nations Charter. An endeavour to achieve rapid 
and appreciable progress in haltin;-; and rovorsing t h o arms r a c e , especially tho 
nuclear arns race, nust also bo mad'; s i n c e t h o аг.лз r a c e i t s e l f contributes to 
building up international tension. 

Pakistan therefore wolco.ios the i n i t i a t i o n of t h o Genova talks on mediun-range 
nuclear weapons and hop^s t h a t both nugotiatia^ parties w i l l .лаке every e f f o r t to 
ensure that an early agree.neiit i s r o a c n o d , representing a r e a l and s i g n i f i c a n t stop 
towards nucloar disamanent. S i u i l a r l y , Pakistan n o p o s t h a t t h e United States and 
tho Soviet Union w i l l soon a g r e e to t h o conrnoncenont of ne;;otiations on strategic 
nucloar weapons with t h o objective of achievin'S rv,al and noaningful reductions in 
t h e i r strategic arsenals. 

Tho importance of these two s o t s of inter-linkod negotiations for the success 
of tho entire process of disamanent i s s ^ f - o v i d o n t ; e q u a l l y c l e a r i s t h o primary 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of the tv/o parties for the i n i t i a t i o n of t h e process of genuine 
disarmament. At tho same tine, we would do well not to undorostimate tho p o l i t i c a l 
opportunity presented by t h o forthcot.iing second s i - e c i a l S e s s i o n o f t h o United Nations 
General Assembly devoted t o disarmament.. D^.tTpito t h j current inhospitable p o l i t i c a l 
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climate, t h i s session can give an im.petus to setting i n motion the disarmament 
process. Nor should we underestimate the important part v;hich the Committee on 
Disarmament can play i n ensuring that the opportunity of the second s p e c i a l session 
i s not missed. My delegation therefore agrees with those soeakers who have 
suggested that our work during the next 12 weeks must be aimed p r i n c i p a l l y at 
ensuring that the Committee makes an optimum contribution to the success of the 
special session. 

The conclusion of a nuclear test ban treaty would undoubtedly contribute 
immensely to the success of the second special session. But hopes of t h i s 
happening have dimmed. It should be possible at the very least f o r the Coinmittae to 
establish a working group on the CT3 at the current sassion and to make some progress 
towards the treaty which can be reportad to the special session. There i s , of 
course, a d i r e c t l i n k batv/een nuclear disarmament and a test ban treaty. But i t was 
our impression that the test ban w a s an immediate rather than long-range objective 
of a l l Governments of nuclear and non-nuclear States. We would do well to ponder, 
at t h i s stage, the r i s k s which any further delay i n concluding a test ban treaty 
vrould e n t a i l . It would also be relevant to r e c a l l once again the l i n k between 
measures to halt the v e r t i c a l as well as tho horizontal p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear 
vreapons. 

Another issue on vrhich t n i s Committee has been asked to conclude an agreement 
for submission to the second special session i s negative security assurances. My 
delegation was most g r a t i f i e d at the oven-rhclming support for Pakistan's resolution 
on t h i s subject at the t h i r t y - s i x t h session of the General Assembly. In accordance 
with tho recommandation made i n that General Assembly resolution, my delegation 
i s prepared to undertake further intensive e f f o r t s to search for a common approach 
or a common formula "including in particular those considered during tha session 
of the Committee on Disarmamant held in 1 9 8 I " . May Í r e c a l l that these include 
p r i n c i p a l l y the one proposed by the Necherlands and the three formulations 
informally suggested by my delegation. The discussions l a s t year, however, have 
made i t amply clear that an agreement vrould become possible only i f the nuclear-
weapon States reconsider t h e i r divergent positions and respond i n a more for t h r i g h t 
and credible way to tho security concerns of the non-nuclear-weapon States. The 
General Assembly has appealed, "especially to the nuclear-weapon States, to 
demonstrate the p o l i t i c a l w i l l necessary to reach agreement on a common approach and, 
i n p a r t i c u l a r , on a common formula which could be included i n an international 
instrument of a l e g a l l y binding character''. I can do no better than to r e i t e r a t e 
t h i s appeal. As Ambassador Fein put i t , "the b a l l i s i n the court of the nuclear-
weapon States". Uc look forward to a serious and considered response from them, 
not merely a r e i t e r a t i o n of positions which are conceived only i n the context of 
t h e i r narrow s e l f - i n t e r e s t and nuclear doctrines. 

My delegation would \ielcor.ie the re-establishment of tho Ad Hoc Vforking Group 
on Chemical Ueapons. We hope that i t w i l l be given a new oiandate which w i l l enable 
i t to commence the concrete task of negotiating the text of a chemical weapons 
convention. This goal has become a l l the more urgent in the l i g h t of persistent 
reports about the use of chemical v;eapons i n some parts of the world and other 
reports regarding decisions taken to au^jment and modernize chemical weapons stockpiles. 
Further delay or ambiguity regarding the conclusion of a chemical weapons convention 
could well erode tha ex i s t i n g international consensus on the subject and add the 
spectra of general chemical warfare to the nuclear shadov; which already hangs over 
mankind. 
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My delegation i s prepared to work d i l i g e n t l y to concludv, a convention 
prohibiting r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons i n tiiiie f o r the second special session. Kowevwr, 
we remain f u l l y convinced by tho Swedish argument that the ^nly feasible moans of 
using r a d i o a c t i v i t y for hoo'.-ilc ;/;r.->03es, i t projont, i s through the destruction 
of or damage to nuclear f a c i l i t i e s . This issue must be addressod squarely in the 
r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons convention. Tho Committeo should not spend i t s limited 
time ,and resources on preparing a treaty which nas no significance for the present 
or the foresoeablo future. 

It has been said that the comprehensive pro.'tranno of disai^maniont would 
constitute tho ''contre-piec^" of tnv, second spocir.l session. Th^ working Group on 
t h i s itoiù has conducted considerable and important work under the able and ^xoorionc 
stov-iardship of Ambassador Garcia rîonlos. AS yot, hoiiover, we do not seo the l i g h t 
at thé end of the tunnel. 

The ».iain positions involved in tho nor^otiations зо far arc basically defined 
in document CD/225 ¡ submitted by tho Group of ¿I, Носшюп'с CD/2p5, pro.-.ontod by some 
i/est European countries, and tho agreed position of the s o c i a l i s t States oxprossod 
on t h e i r behalf by tho representative of Czochosloval-iia on 2 r'obruary. '-/hile in 
tho process of evaluating tho s o c i a l i s t presentation, ray delegation notes with 
s a t i s f a c t i o n thoir ov;n ascos jmont ehat "th,_ pro^iosals submit tod by th^ Group of 21 
largely coincide with tho a/îrood position of the s o c i a l i s t countries 
Unfortunately, there i s rather a considerable divergence in concept and substance 
botvjeon tho position of tho Group of 21 and that of tho West European delegations. 

I V i o u l d l i k e to take t h i s opportunity to elaborate somewhat on tho rationale 
underlying the position of the Group of 21 and to answer some of the c r i t i c i s m 
w h i c h we h a v e heard directed to docuuivsnt CD/223. 

The "measures'" to bo included i n tho comprehensive programme of disanuamc.it 
constitute the most substantive part of tho programme. Paragraph 10̂ ; of t h e Final 
Document states that "tho Committee o n Disarmament w i l l undertake the elaboration 
of a comprohensive programuo of disari.iame.it encompassing a l i measures thought to be 
advisable in order to ensure tnat tne goal of general and complote disarmament 
u n d e r e f f e c t i v e international control becomes a r e a l i t y The measures 
proposed i n document CD/223 r e f l e c t this agrooment. Thoy encompass measures 
f i r s t l y , to halt the arms race, secondly, to reduce tho l e v e l of armaments and, 
ultimately, to achieve tho f i n a l goal of general and coaplete disariiiamont. In 
contrast, document CD/205 provides only for measures in tho f i r s t stage which, 
according to i t s sponsors, would bo r e s t r i c t e d to ongoing negotiations. As for 
the rest, i t provides г l i s t of issues on whicn subsequent noi^otiations would be 
undertaken, but without any i n d i o r t i o n of t h _ i r j j ; c t a n l l v - content or sequence. In 
o u r view, a programme would bo loss than comprehensivo i f i t did not encompass a l l 
tho measures necessary to achieve general and complete disaruanent. 

It has b e e n said in c r i t i c i s m of document Cû/223 that tho measures provided 
therein a r e too detailed and s p e c i f i c . I would l i k e to dra-.v attention to paragraph 
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of the f i n a l Document, which s t a t e s that " f o r disarmament ... to become a r e a l i t y , 
i t was e s s e n t i a l to agree on a s e r i e s of s p e c i f i c disarmament measures". In many 
part s , document CD/225 repeats and only s l i g h t l y elaborates upon the p r o v i s i o n s 
already agreed upon i n tho F i n a l Docuracnt. This i s p a r t i c u l a r l y so with regard 
to the measures i n stage 1. Perhaps the only substantive a d d i t i o n contained i n 
t h i s s e c t i o n of document CD/223 i s the e l a b o r a t i o n of paragraph 50 of the F i n a l 
Document r e l a t i n g to the process of nuclear disarmament by d e f i n i n g tho o b j e c t i v e s 
of various n e g o t i a t i o n s . I t i s our understanding that disarmament negotiations 
are always held with a view to a predetermined and more or l e s s d e f i n i t e o b j e c t i v e . 
As the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of India stated l a s t Tuesday, i f we are to leave 
everything to be determined by tho n e g o t i a t i n g p a r t i e s themselves, there i s perhaps 
no need f o r a CPD. Those v/ho favour the i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of measures i n more c r y p t i c 
form base themselves, i n t e r a l i a , on the p r o p o s i t i o n that the CPD i s to c o n s t i t u t e 
a "framework" f o r n e g o t i a t i o n s . However, a framework f o r negotiations should not 
be confused with an o u t l i n e of n e g o t i a t i o n s , which i s what i s suggested i n 
document CD/205. V/e are prepared to "take the cue" from the elements of the CPD 
proposed by the Disarmament Osmmission, as recommended by the representative of 
the Federal Republic of Germany, but we cannot r e s t r i c t ourselves to these "elements" 
si n c e the Committee has been asked p r e c i s e l y to "elaborate" the.programme. In any 
case, most of the "elements" are a summary of provi s i o n s more e l a b o r a t e l y r e f l e c t e d 
i n the F i n a l Document. 

As regards the question of stages or phases of the CPD, paragraph 9 of the 
F i n a l Document st a t e s that the "programme, passing through a l l the necessary stages, 
should lead to general and complete disarmament", lie f e l t t h i s was qu i t e evident. 
There i s a l s o no d i f f i c u l t y i n i d e n t i f y i n g the measures with which tho programme 
should begin and those with v/hich i t should end. VJhat i t i s necessary to determine 
i s a l o g i c a l sequence f o r the intermediate stage or stages. 

I nust confess that we wore rather s u r p r i s e d to sec that the sponsors of 
document CD/205 d i d not deem i t p o s s i b l e t o provide f o r anything i n t h e i r programme 
except measures i n tho f i r s t stage. The paper i n f a c t does not even contemplate 
any measures i n tho f i n a l stage vihich are implied by tho very o b j e c t i v e of the 
CPD, i . e . to achieve general and complete disarmament, and i t enumerates the 
intermediate measures only i n o u t l i n e with no i n d i c a t i o n of sequence. On the other 
hand, the s p e c i f i c measures, contained i n document CD/225 i n four stages, r e f l e c t 
agreed disarmament p r i o r i t i e s and a r a t i o n a l sequence from beginning t o end- We do 
not c l a i m , however, that t h i s i s not s u s c e p t i b l e to improvement or to a c a t e g o r i z a t i o n 
which may be somewhat d i f f e r e n t . 

Much has been made of the i m p r a c t i c a b i l i t y of int r o d u c i n g "time-fraues" f o r the 
implementation of the CPD and i t s various stages. By d e f i n i t i o n , a programme 
im p l i e s a planned sequence of actions to bo undertaken over a period o f time. For 
example, the Programme of Action contained i n the F i n a l Document of the f i r s t 
s p e c i a l session does contain a time-frame. Paragraph 44 says that that Programme 
"enumerates the s p e c i f i c measures of disarmament vJhich should be implemented over 
the next few years Of course, those "next few years" have passed and not much 
has been done to implement these measures; but t h i s does not mean that "time-frame" 
i n d i c a t e d i n paragraph 44 was " i m p r a c t i c a l " or " u n r e a l i s t i c " . Rather, i t s i g n i f i e s 
the f a i l u r e of c e r t a i n States to l i v e up to t h e i r solemn commitments under the 
F i n a l Document. 
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Since the measures in the f i r s t stage of the CPD i v i l l , by and large, include 
ths uniaplementcd measures of the Prograrime of Action contained in the F i n a l 
Document, there i s already an indicatioii of the time-frame in which these are to 
be implemented, i . e . the ne;:t few years. iJe can ari;ue vihether t h i s means three, 
f i v e or seven years. Moreover, v/ith regard even to some of the measures i n the 
second stage, a "time-frame" has also been indicated. The Declaration of the 1930s 
as the Second Disarmajnent Decade enumerates those measures v/hich should be achieved 
by the end of tho d^^cade. Extrapolating from thes>- already accepted "time-frames" 
and bearing i n mind the more ambitious periods envisa,3ed in the 19б2 draft t r e a t i e s 
of the united States and the Soviet Union on general and complete disarmament, the 
Group of 21 has suggested the accomplishment of the CFD in four stages over the 
course of two decades. 

The Group of 21 i s , of course, not so u n r e a l i s t i c as to believe in the "magic 
and automatism of the calendar" in the disarmament f i e l d , just as we are not 
convinced about the "magic of the marketplace" i n the economic sphere. Criticism 
of tho Group for proposing " r i g i d " or ' i n f l e x i b l e " time-frames i s , I hope, the 
result of a misunderstanding rather than a deliberate misinterpretation of our 
position. The time-frames we have suggested for the CPD and each of i t s stages are, 
as we have stated repeatedly, "indicative", i . e . they connote \;hat ue regard as the 
desirable period for the implementation of certain measures. It may turn out that 
these measures are not achieved during the indicative period due to various reasons, 
for example, the absence of mutual trust and confidence among the States concerned. 
But t h i s does not mean that the indicative time-fram^,- for t h e i r achievement was 
" u n r e a l i s t i c " or undesirable. On tho contrary, the existence of a time-frame v;ould 
act as an impetus for negotiations, representing as i t would the agreed expectation 
of the international community. 

Moreover, there i s nothing to prevent the r e a l i s t i c readjustment of the time­
frame for any subsequent stage i n the programme in l i g h t of the progress made in 
i t s implementation. This could well constitute an important task of the mechanism 
vfhich i s to be established to review the implementation of the programme, 
delegation i s therefore happy to noto that the distinguished representative of the 
Federal Republic of Germany has accepted tho need for a "dynamic tine function 
[to be] b u i l t into-the CPD" and envisages a role for the review mechanism in t h i s 
process. Perhaps there i s room for compromise on t h i s point. 

Another contentious issue i s the nature of the CPD or, more s p e c i f i c a l l y , 
the kind of obligations or commitments i t would create for States. The Pakistan 
delegation has repeatedly expressed the vie\j that the CPD should create l e g a l l y 
binding obligations. V.'e base our proposition on the conception which has been 
attached to the CPD ever since i t \ic.s proposed i n the v/ake of the stalemate over the 
draft t r e a t i e s for general and complete disarmaj'.ient proposed by the Soviet Union 
and the United States. This understanding of the CPD, as something that vjould create 
obligations for States, has been repeatedly confirmed by the resolutions of the 
General Assembly and, in particular, i n the Final Document of the f i r s t special 
session. For example, paragraph 109 of the Final Document states: "Negotiations 
(and I stress the word 'negotiations') on general and complete disarmar,ient s h a l l 
be conducted concurrently v/ith negotiations on p a r t i a l measures. \Iith t h i s purpose 
in mind, tho Committee on Disarmament u i l l undertake the elaboration of a 
comprehensive programme of disarmament Negotiations, especially negotiations 
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i n t h i s Conimittos, aro, without exception, d i r e c t e d towards achieving agreements 
which would l e g a l l y commit States. The d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of the 
Federal Republic of Germany has said thac "ovon tho advocates of a l e g a l l y 
binding CPD have, so f a r been unable to show how t h i s binding e f f e c t could be 
t e c h n i c a l l y achieved". Tho normal procedure would bo f o r the Committee on 
Disarmament to negotiate and adopt the CPD, j u s t as the CCD negotiated such 
instruments as the n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n t r e a t y , a f t e r which i t would be approved by 
the General Assembly, c i t h e r by consensus or a majority vote, and commended to 
States f o r signature and r a t i f i c a t i o n i n accordance with t h o i r n a t i o n a l procedures. 

r-ly delegation i s prepared to give f u l l c onsideration to other views on t h i s 
p o i nt. However, wo would s e r i o u s l y question the value and necessity of a document 
which does not create concrete and binding o b l i g a t i o n s f o r States to implement the 
comprohensive programme. More "solemnity" i n tho adoption of the CPD cannot create 
confidence among States that i n t e r l i n k e d r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s w i l l bc discharged by 
other States. And without such a c l e a r commitment, the CPD i s l i k e l y to meet a 
fate s i m i l a r to previous solemn de c l a r a t i o n s and programmes adopted i n the 
United Nations. To pretend otherwise i s to deceive each other and perhaps to 
deceive ourselves and our peoples. 

I t i s , of course, quite evident that tho CPD w i l l be implemented "only i f the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l community can t r u l y r a l l y behind i t " and i f i t r e f l e c t s "the s e c u r i t y 
i n t e r e s t s of a l l concerned". However, i t must bo r e a l i z e d that the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
community i s composed today mainly of the non-nlignod and developing c o u n t r i e s , 
which represent two-thirds of humanity. Their s e c u r i t y i n t e r e s t s have been 
ignored, not f o r decades, but f o r c e n t u r i e s . I f the process of disarmament conceived 
i n a CPD i s to be " r e a l i s t i c " , i t nust respond to t h e i r s e c u r i t y i n t e r e s t s , now and 
i n the f u t u r e . I t must provide tho assurance of balance and s e c u r i t y not only t o 
those who are maintaining t h i s through the deployment of s i g n i f i c a n t l e v e l s of 
armaments: but also to that large majority of States which i s r e l a t i v e l y unarmed 
and m i l i t a r i l y vulnerable. Sooner or l a t e r , a new and more equitable balance of 
power V i l l i evolve, not so much between E."3t and Uest, but t.^twcen North and South 
Disarmament, obviously, should bo the preferred path to the achievement of such a 
balance. But i f i t becomes evident that m i l i t a r i l y powerful States are not 
prepared to give up t h e i r m i l i t a r y advantage, vihother to preserve balance with each 
other or to exercise domination over weaker States, i t i s l i k e l y that the arms 
race w i l l bocomo t r u l y g l o b a l i n character and immensely more dangerous i n i t s 
threat to the s u r v i v a l of mankind. Unfortunately, h i s t o r y seems set upon t h i s course; 
the challenge before us i s to reverse i t . This i s the " r e a l i t y " wc must confront. 

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of Pakistan f o r h i s 
statement and f o r tho kind reference he made to ny country. I , too, am confident 
that the peoples of our two countries w i l l continue t h e i r close co-operation i n 
accordance with the precepts of Islam. 
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l 'b. SOLA VILA (Cuba) (-branslated fron fJpanish) : Ilr. Chairman, as th i s i s the 
f i r s t timo my delegation i s speahing at a plenary meeting of the Committee, allov: 
me to extend to you ovrr most sincere congratulations on seeing you. 
Ambassador I l aha l la t i , the representative of revolut ionary, non-aligned Iran, preside 
over the v/ork of the Committee on Disarmanent dviring the month of February. \Ie are 
svore that, under your guidance, the work of the Connittee v/i l l follov/ a sound couxse 
and, needless to say, you nay r e l y at a l l times on the co-operation of the Cuban 
delegation. 

Allov/ ne l ikewise to congratulate j'-our predecessor as Chairman, Ambassador Sani 
of Indonesia, on the very \/iso manner i n v/hich he guided the Connittee when concluding 
i t s work for 1981. 

I should also l i k e to add my voice to the v/ords of condolence extended to the 
delegation of I t a ly on the death of Ambassador liontezcnolo. 

F i n a l l y , allov/ me to v/elcone on behalf of my delegation the n e v representatives 
of Aus t r a l i a , Bulgar ia , Burma, Czechoslovakia, the Federal Ilepublic of Germany, 
I t a l y , Niger ia and the United States of America, fron v/hon \/o hope the Connittee 's 
v/ork w i l l benef i t . 

The Cuban delegation i s opposed to the r a i s i n g i n this muJt i l a te ra l negot iat ing 
forum i n the f i e l d of disarmanent, vinique of i t s k ind , of p o l i t i c a l natters v/hich are 
unrelated to the substance of i t s \/ork and, far from being he lp fu l , slov/ dov/n the 
process of negotiat ion and tend to d ivert the Committee fron i t s true functions. 

I t should be stressed, i n part icvi lar , that sone of the speakers v/hom v/e have 
recent ly heard, supposedly analysing the in te rnat iona l s i tua t i on and i t s possible 
effects on tho Commit tee's v/or]:, are the ver;/ ones v/ho renain shamefully s i l e n t i n 
the face of the nassacre of tens of thousands of people i n Central America. 

In Ш Salvador, i n pa r t i cu l a r , the gcnocidal Junta v/hich has usvurped pov/er from 
the legit imate interests of that heroic people has miurdered nore than 32,000 people 
since January 1980 v/ith unquali f ied support from ''ashington. It i s no accident that, 
according to press reports , for every nine Galvadorian so ld ie r s , there i s one 
United States o f f i ce r i n LI Salvador. 

Some of the speakers v/ho have claimed to evaluate the internat iona l s i tua t i on 
are those v/ho remain s i l e n t before the provocative an'i aggressive at t i tude of the 
United States i n the Caribbean î ea and v/ho sup-port the staging of tlareatoning and 
int imidatory m i l i t a r y manoeuvroo i n tliot area, as -i/ell as the continuing and i l l e g a l 
acts of m i l i t a r y , p o l i t i c a l and '-".ononic h o s t i l i t y and a^gression carr ied out by the 
United States Government oc:ainGt the States of the reg ion. 

Those same spea]:ers are the ones v/ho, i n one v/ay or another, support the 
occupation of llamibia and the outraces connittod by South A f r ica m southern /J'r ica 
and v/ho once a^Qin remain s i l e n t i n the face of tlie annexation of t e r r i t o r i e s in ' the 
Iliddle ijost and the acg^^ssion against the Pa les t in ian people by the s i on i s t regime. 

It must be aclmowledged that the nootings of the Connittee on JJisarmamont v/hich 
v/e are nov/ hol'^in;; are taking place i n a s tead i ly worsenin:; internat iona l atmosphere 
v/hose roots nust be cou.Tht i n the continuin.;; arns race and the steady /jcowth of 
m i l i t a r y budgets. 
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The i n t e r n a t i o n a l ccranunity hoc seen ho\/ some Gtrtes are s t r i v i n g to continue 
the airmaments s p i r a l ; hou they introduce new types anc systems of weapons of a l l 
kinds i n t h e i r arsenals, despite the crowing ropuc'iation of p u b l i c opinion; how 
they develop anc expand nei; militar;"- concepts oncl d o c t r i n e s , such as those of 
" l i m i t e d nuclear \rciv', v/hich, i n the long run, serve only to increase the danger of 
a nuclear holocaust; end how the;'- puxsue p o l i c i e s aimed at avoiding co-operation 
among otates and at fomenting confrontation and i n t r i g u e . 

In these circumstances, the disarmanent -negotiations are of enormous inportance 
and t h i s i s v h y \!c raust spare no e f f o r t to avert the danger of nuclear -irar and ensvire 
sta b l e and la'sting peace and i n t e r n a t i o n a l ceci.u.'i-ty. 

In t h i s context, my delegation attaches great importa:ace to the negotiations 
aimed at b r i n g i n g about nuclear disarmanent. The - p r i o r i t y of t h i s item \;as not only 
recocnizod i n paragraph 45 c f the P i n a l Docunent of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session of the 
United Nations General iissenbly c^ovotoo to uisamavient, but the nocessi-ty and urgency 
of a v e r t i n g the danger of nuclear v a r and achieving nuclear disamament appear as 
constant throvighout the F i n a l Document. 

Because of t h e i r midoniable impact on the progress of the ams race and the 
dangers of nuclear weapons f o r the s u r v i v a l of nanldnd, the p r i o r i t y items i n the 
Committee's programme of voxl: i t s e l f continue to be the nuclear weapon t e s t ban and 
the cessation of the nuclear ams race and nuclear disarmanent. 

In t h i s connection, at the l a s t plenary n e e t i n g of the Committee, on 9 Pebruary, 
wo heard г d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative s a y that there i s no ams race, t l i a t i t i s 
the product of sone kind of propaganda. 

Is i t p o s s i b l e that there arc people who b e l i e v e that progress can be made on 
the roac' to peace w i t h an attitu'.'e of that kinc'? How can "there be such a step 
baclaiarOs i n r e l a t i o n to the F i n a l Docunent of the 197S s p e c i a l session of the 
General Jissembly on disamament? Hov; can there be such shameless disregard f o r 
everything t l i a t i s stated i n the F i n a l Docunent concerning the need to h a l t aaC 
reverse the ams race, p a r t i c u l a r l y the nuclear ams race? 

On a number of occasions, reference has been made i n t h i s Connittee to the need 
f o r p o l i t i c a l w i l l on the part of a l l Gtates p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n the Committee: 
p o l i t i c a l v i l l i s , however, something that v e cannot create here i n t h i s forum; i t 
i s something that we nust b r i n g w i t h us f r o n our o\m c o u n t r i e s . 

The p r i o r i " t y V7hich has always been given to the items of nxiclear disarmament 
and the nuclear t e s t ban must be made c l e a r by the Connittee at the very s t a r t of 
i t s work. 

\Ihen considering the establishnent cf the Committee's s u b s i d i a r y bodies f o r i t s 
s p r i n g s ession t h i s з'-еаг, these p r i o r i t i e s must imdeniably be taken i n t o account and 
we therefore f i r m l y su.pport the establishment viithout delay of t\;o -jrarking groups to 
deal w i t h matters r e l a t i n g to tho nuclear weapon t e s t ban and w i t h nuclear 
disamament, r e s p e c t i v e l y . Heedless to say, a l l 3tajtes which possess nuclear 
weapons must p a r t i c i p a t e i n those v;orl:ing groups, i n v i c \ i of the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y they 
bear; and wo hope that they w i l l adopt the a t t i t u d e which t h e i r status as 
nuclear-weapon States reqxiires. 

file:///rciv'
file:///Ihen
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Perhaps i t i s necessary to point out once again that the establishnent.of 
vorlcing groups as s u b s i d i a r y bodies of the Connittee has been recognir.ed as one of 
the most e f f e c t i v e neans of carrj'ing on work u i t h i r . t h i s forum. 

In t h i s connection, my delegation supports the immediate establishment of the 
vorlcing groups which i / i l l continue advancing on the road already opened up i n 
previous years to agreement on the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons, the p r o h i b i t i o n 
of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons and the granting of s e c u r i t y guarantees f o r • 
non-nuclear-weapon Gtates. 

liy delegation welcomes the f a c t t l i a t the Committee lias alreai^y decided, at the 
very s t a r t of i t s 19G2 session, that the Ad Hoc \forl:ing Groiip on a Comprehensive 
Programme of Disarmament л/ill continue to vrorl: under the guidance of 
Ambassador Garcia Ilobles. This provides an immediate guarantee that t h i s n e g o t i a t i n g 
body v i l l succeed i n presenting a d r a f t programme f o r adoption at the second s p e c i a l 
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. 

l i y delegation i s a l s o of tho opinion t l i a t the Committee on .Disarmament i s imder 
an o b l i g a t i o n to seek vrays of complying vfith the requests by the United ITations 
General Assembly that i t should begin negotiations v/ith a vievi to concluding a 
convention on the p r o h i b i t i o n of the production, s t o c l c p i l i n g , deplojonont and use of 
nuclear neutron v/eapons and v/ith a viev/ to drav/ing up a t r e a t y p r o h i b i t i n g the 
s t a t i o n i n g of v/eapons of any kind i n outer space. 

Although at f u t u r e neetings v/e s h a l l speak i n d e t a i l on the i t e n s before the 
Committee, I should'lilce to make a fev/ b r i e f comments on tho procedure to be follov/ed 
f o r t h e i r consideration. 

The need to тзгораге a convention p r o h i b i t i n g the developnent, production and 
stoclфiling of chemical v/eapons and providing f o r the d e s t r u c t i o n of e x i s t i n g stocks 
of such veapons i s beconing i n c r e a s i n g l y p r e s s i n g i n viev/ of the e s c a l a t i o n of the 
chemical arms race, as i s made c l e a r by the recent decisions of the United Gtates 
Government to authorize the continuation of the manufacture of such weapons. 

Last year, the relevant \/orking Group made considerable progress, v/hich should 
be continued t h i s year so that such a convention maj' be adopted with the necessary 
urgency. 

The adoption of vu:gent measures to prevent the development of chemical v/eapons, 
i n c l u d i n g binary v/eapons, c a l l s f o r the establishment of a v/orlcing group v/ith an 
appropriate mandate that v / i l l enable i t to enter i n t o the substance of the 
preparation of the convention i n question. 

liy delegation hopes t h a t , t h i s year, a d e c i s i o n to t h i s e f f e c t can be taken at 
an e a r l y date. 

\/ i t h regard to the preparation of a t r e a t y p r o h i b i t i n g r a d i o l o g i c a l Vi/eapons, 
there can be no j u s t i f i c a t i o n whatsoever f o r any fvtrther delay. 

In the relevant r e s o l u t i o n of the General Assembly, the Committee on 
Disarmament i s c a l l e d upon to continue negotiations so that the text of the 
agreement may be submitted to the General Assembly at i t s second s p e c i a l session 
devoted to disarmament. 
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The e l a b o r a t i o n of a t r e a t y p r o h i b i t i n g the development, production, 
s t o c k p i l i n g and use of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons, p a r t i c u l a r l y at the s p r i n g session of 
the Committee on Disarmament f o r t h i s year, would not only comply w i t h the 
General Assembly's request, but would a l s o c o n s t i t u t e a very p o s i t i v e element i n 
r e l a t i o n to t h i s Committee's work. 

With regard to the g r a n t i n g of s e c u r i t y guarantees f o r non-nuclear weapon 
States, my delegation considers that the Committee on Disarmament should not delay 
i t s work by considering compromise proposals, which \ : i l l not enable i t s u c c e s s f u l l y 
to adopt an i n t e r n a t i o n a l instrument on t h i s major question. 

D e c l a r a t i o n s , i d e n t i c a l i n substance, by a l l nuclear-weapon States should not 
be viewed as a goal that v/e must set ourselves, but, r a t h e r , as one p o s s i b l e i n t e r i m 
measure -üiat may be taken pending the adoption of the above-mentioned instrument, 

I now f e e l obliged to make a few b r i e f remarks on the preparation of the 
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament. 

F i r s t l y , i t has been amply aclniowledged i n t h i s Committee t h a t , i n vievi of the 
forthcoming second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, 
t h i s i s one of the s p e c i a l t a s l a that we have to c a r r y out. 

The adoption of the CPD at the s p e c i a l session viould impart great momentum to 
the disarmament negotiations and make i t p o s s i b l e to channel them more secvn:ely 
towards the goal of general and complete disarmament. 

In my delegation's opinion, the comprehensive programme of disarmament c o n s i s t s 
of a set of i n t e r r e l a t e d disarmament measures v/hich must be implemented i n a s e r i e s 
of phases over a s p e c i f i c period of time. 

The implementation of the comprehensive programme of disarmament should not 
only ensvire the success of disarmament negotiations i n a l l forums, but a l s o make a 
s u b s t a n t i a l c o n t r i b u t i o n to the maintenance of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l climate of 
understanding and co-operation among States, i n wliich the strengthening of 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l -dótente v / i l l be permanent and peace and secvjrity v i i l l be enjoyed by 
a l l on an equal f o o t i n g . In t h i s respect, v/e place s p e c i a l emphasis on the 
implementation of the ITev/ I n t e r n a t i o n a l Economic Order. 

I n i t s r e s o l u t i o n 36/92 Г, e n t i t l e d "Report of the Committee on_Disarmament", 
which my delegation sponsored together v/ith a l a r g e group of manber covmtries of 
the Committee, the United Nations General Assembly not only requested the Committee 
on Disarmament to i n t e n s i f y i t s negotiations on p r i o r i t y questions, but a l s o i n v i t e d 
members of the Committee involved i n separate negotiations on p r i o r i t y questions of 
disarmament to i n t e n s i f y t h e i r e f f o r t s to achieve a p o s i t i v e conclusion of those 
n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

I t i s i n t h i s context that my delegation welcomes the s t a r t of the negotiations 
betvreen the Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics and the United States of America on 
the l i m i t a t i o n of nuclear vreapons i n Jurope v/hich began on 50 November l a s t year. 
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In keeping with tho importance which my delegation attaches to the negotiations 
taking place outside this frameviork and i n view o f the positivtí impact they w i l l 
have on the Committee's negotiations, wc consider i t both necessary and urgent to 
resume the b i l a t e r a l and l v - - i T : i crlks whien w e r e .taking place on the control and 
l i m i t a t i o n of arms and h i v e now been u n j u s t i f i a b l y suspended. 

The resumption of those negotiations v.'ould not only allow the international 
community to see .я glimmer of hope for a l l the dis.armament negotiations, but weuld 
also, we are convinced, h e l p a great deal to smooth the way for the Committee's 
work and the achievement of the results expected of i t . 

In conclusion, I would merely l i k e to say thnt my-delegation has placed .all i t s 
hopes on the success of t h e special session of the United Nations General Assembly 
v/hich i s to be held i n J u n e and July t h i s year in New York and w i l l be the 
second session that important forum has devoted to disarmament questions during 
i t s 36 years of existence. 

This special session should represent a step forward i n r e l a t i o n to the session 
held i n 1978 and i t s results should serve to foster the implementation of the 
Final Document adopted at that session. Needless to say, our Committee bears no 
small r e s p o n s i b i l i t y in the achievomenL of that objective and tnat i s why our e f f o r t s 
raust commence forthwith. 

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the distinguished representative of Cuba for his 
statement and f o r the kind reference he m.ade to my country. 

Mr. MAINA (Kenya): Mr. Chairman, since I am taking the f l o o r in the plenary 
of the Committee for the f i r s t time during this session, I would l i k e to o f f e r ray 
congratulations to you for assuming the chairmanship of the Committee for this 
month. VJe commend the way you h a v e been guiding our deliberations and my delegation 
w i l l extend to you f u l l support and co-operation. 

May I also pay tribute to ray distinguished friend. Ambassador Anwar Sani of 
Indonesia, for the role he played as leader of the Committee since August I98I. 
My delegation missed the summer session of the Committee for reasons beyond our 
control, but the reports of the work done show that we missed an exciting session. 

May I also o f f e r sincere condolences to the delegation of I t a l y and, through 
i t , to the family of the l a t e .embassador V i t t o r i o Cordero di Montezemolo. He was 
a valuable colleague in the Committee on Disarmament and those who had the 
opportunity to work witn nim w i l l miss h i s friendship and the contribution he made 
to the work of t h i s Committee. 

Ue are meeting at a time when t h e international p o l i t i c a l and security situation 
i s precarious and f u l l of tension. There i s every indication that the events 
shaping up in the world today could lead to serious consequences unless these 
developments arc arrested and defused. Ve cannot s i t ' i n this Committee and,say 
nothing about those developments,.since they are d i r e c t l y related to our work. We 
cannot see any j u s t i f i c a t i o n for silence. VJe cannot believe that our work here can 
produce any results when t h o p r i n c i p a l parties delcare everywhere, even i n t h i s 
Committee, that they are promoting armaments, the very thing t h i s Committee i s 
dedicated to eliminating. 

It v/ould have been very impressive and exciting to observe the way i n which the 
two superpowers manipulate and s e e k t o s h i f t the Dlarae between them for current 
developments, i f i t were n o t s o t e r r i b l y t r a g i c . My delegation accepts the 
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pro p o s i t i o n that t h i s i s not the proper forum f o r r a i s i n g a l l the problems that have 
contributed to the present tensions i n the world. Wc a l s o know t h a t , i f i t were 
necessary to do so now, each one of us i n t h i s Committee could a l l o c a t e the blame to 
d i f f e r e n t p a r t i e s , as we see f i t . But a l l o c a t i n g blame i s not the r o l e or f u n c t i o n 
of t h i s Committee. 

(Jonstraincd by these considerations, my delegation was wondering what to make 
of the very important statement by the d i s t i n g u i s h e d delegation of the 
United States of America and the equally impressive response of the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
representative of the Soviet Union e a r l i e r t h i s week. Leaving out the unhappy f a c t 
that n e i t h e r of them can claim a good, clean record i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s over 
the l a s t 30 years, wc f e l t that another message, more important i n the work of t h i s 
Committee, was perhaps coming through both i n t e r v e n t i o n s . I r e f e r to the dispute 
over the balance of forces between the two camps. There was f i r s t a c l a i n that a 
balance of forces was a r r i v e d a t , but that i t has now been upset; hence the need to 
r e c t i f y the s i t u a t i o n by producing more armaments. Then came a d e n i a l that there had 
been an upset. Figures v/ere produced to support the contention that the balance of 
forces continues to e x i s t . Neither the alleged balance nor the data used to assess 
the balance i s under i n t e r n a t i o n a l c o n t r o l or v e r i f i c a t i o n . These two elements are 
at at the heart of the work of t h i s Committee and i t i s pertinent to ask whether 
the climate and time are opportune f o r t h i s Committee to formulate an i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
mechanism f o r v e r i f i c a t i o n , even i f c o n t r o l comes l a t e r . This would be a c o n s t r u c t i v e 
approach to the current dispute and tense c a l l s everywhere to increase armaments and 
prepare f o r war. I f embarked upon, i t could defuse the current s i t u a t i o n and p o s s i b l y 
produce the f i r s t t a n g i b l e confidence-building measure so basic to the work of 
t h i s Committee. 

In s i n g l i n g out t h i s one theme i n the important statements by the two 
delegations, we have not underrated the other elements i n those c o n t r i b u t i o n s to our 
debate. We cannot, i n any way, d i v e r t a t t e n t i o n from the basic o b l i g a t i o n s of a l l 
States under the Charter of the United Nations, to mention but one. 

In t h i s f i r s t statement, I would merely wish to add a few remarks to what many 
delegations have already said regarding our work. This Connittee has already been i n 
existence f o r three years now. I t i s a matter of disappointment that i t w i l l have 
nothing to show i n June i n the way of a completed i n t e r n a t i o n a l t r e a t y covering any 
aspect of our work. Nothing we can say ro.sarding the d i f f i c u l t i e s of our work or 
comparisons with the predecessors of the Committee on Disarmament w i l l assuage the 
disappointed hopes of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community when the Committee on Disarmament 
was created nearly four years ago. This does not i n any way gainsay a l l the 
dedicated work that the- Committee has done so f a r but i t docs underline the need to 
give top p r i o r i t y to the preparation of our report to the second s p e c i a l session of 
the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. There i s no need, at t h i s l a t e hour, 
to expand the agenda or to spend too much time d i s c u s s i n g procedures, not even the 
l i v e l y issue of the c r e a t i o n of new working groups, before progress i s made i n the 
work of the e x i s t i n g groups. Our human resources, as a delegation, are quite 
l i m i t e d and I believe other delegations are i n a s i m i l a r s i t u a t i o n . My delegation 
therefore urges the Committee to consider t h i s f a c t i n determining p r i o r i t i e s of 
work and the timing of each programme of a c t i v i t y . 

t^y I conclude my remarks by s t a t i n g that my delegation i s f u l l of optimism 
and hope i n the work of t h i s Committee. We are not discouraged i n any way by what 
appears to us to be but passing dark clouds on the i n t e r n a t i o n a l scene. We believe 
sooner or l a t e r that we s h a l l have a breakthrough i n our search f o r the road to 
disarmament. V/e think wc have no a l t e r n a t i v e but to keep going with a determination 
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that never sags i n our e f f o r t s . The ele lents necessary f o r success appear to us to 
be a l l there. VJhat appears to elude our grasp, f o r now, i s the . s k i l l t o put them 
a l l together. 

The CHAIRMAN; I thank the di s t i n g u i s h e d representative of Kenya f o r h i s 
statement and f o r the kind words he addressed to the Chair. I now c a l l on the 
representative of the United States of America to speak i n exercise of h i s r i g h t 
of r e p l y . 

Mr. FIELDS (United States of America): I wish to take note, at the outset of my 
remarks-Mr. Chairman, of your comment t h i s morning concerning the continuation of 
yesterday's meeting and of the explanation you gave concerning the r u l i n g you made 
yesterday. 

I t i s not the p r a c t i c e of my delegation to delay the important work of t h i s 
Committee by f r i v o l o u s l y e x e r c i s i n g i t s r i g h t of r e p l y . In f a c t , we have heretofore 
d e l i b e r a t e l y avoided t a k i n g the f l o o r i n the i n t e r e s t of economizing the Committee's 
valuable time. Thus,I w i l l not waste any more of our time today oy d i g n i f y i n g the 
baseless and l u d i c r o u s charges against my country j u s t made by the Cuban representative 
However, I am constrained to re p l y b r i e f l y to the v i c i o u s and unsubstantiated 
accwsation made yesterday by the representative of Mongolia. 

The d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of Mongolia c a l l e d Mr. Rostow's speech "crude, 
gross and slanderous". This was an attack of a personal nature on an o f f i c i a l of a 
Member State who came as a guest to t h i s Committee t o present the views of the 
United States of America. This attack v i o l a t e s every code of decorum i n the 
collégial bodies, such as our Committee, vjith which I am f a m i l i a r . I t i s demeaning, 
not only to a guest of t h i s Committee, but to the Committee i t s e l f . I noted, however, 
that the representative of Mongolia d i d not and, indeed, could not refute any of the 
substantive points made.in Mr. Rostow's statement. 

The representative of Mongolia expressed s u r p r i s e that the delegation of the 
United States, l i k e many others i n recent days, should mention the aggression i n 
Afghanistan and the l o s s of human r i g h t s i n Poland i n the context of the work of 
t h i s Committee. I f r a n k l y marvel at t h i s statement, which implies that tho 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l community should ignore these threats to world peace. VJe c e r t a i n l y do 
not ignore these shameful a c t s . 

I would l i k e b r i e f l y a l s o to set the record s t r a i g h t on three other subjects. 
F i r s t , I would remind the representative of Mongolia — and indeed the representative 
of Cuba — that the United States has repeatedly and r e s o l u t e l y opposed the abhorrent 
doctrine of apartheid and that i t condemns racism i n any form. The United States has 
never been, and never w i l l bo, i n sympathy with any form of racism. In f a c t , i^e 
fought our bloodiest war — our C i v i l War — to r i d our nation of the scourge of 
slavery and t h e r e a f t e r embodied i n our C o n s t i t u t i o n a p r o h i b i t i o n against t h i s base 
form of racism and took steps i n that C o n s t i t u t i o n to assure the equal r i g h t s of 
every c i t i z e n . Secondly, I would point out t h a t , even as we are t a l k i n g i n t h i s room 
today, the United States i s a c t i v e l y engaged i n consultations to bring peace to the 
region of southern A f r i c a and independence to Namibia. 

F i n a l l y , I would recall"" f o r the b e n e f i t of the representative of Mongolia that 
the United States has condemned I s r a e l i a ctions i n the Golan Heights i n a l l 
appropriate f o r a . 

I hope we w i l l not bo diverted again from our important work i n t h i s Committee by 
unfounded charges and i n s u l t s to o f f i c i a l s who come before t h i s Committee to present 
t h e i r (îovernment's views. 
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Mr. EEDEIIBILEG (Moncolia) : I l r . Chairman, I do not wish to burden membera of 
the Committee with another l o n g statement, but my delegation f e e l s o b l i g e d to 
state i t s p o s i t i o n again, as regards the statenent we have j u s t heard from the 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of the United States of America. 

We l i s t e n e d to the United States representative's statement, i n which he once 
again made a number of attacks on my country, with unfounded accusations. However, 
i f the substance of that statement i s examined, i'c can be seen that the 
United States representative was able to refute hardly anj' of the p o i n t s put forvjard 
i n our statement yesterday. I n f a c t , who w i l l deny that the aggressive p o l i c y of 
I s r a e l , supported and encouraged by the United States of America, has f o r decades 
now been one of the main soiorcec of tension not only i n the I-Uddle East but 
throughout the world. At i t s emergency s p e c i a l session h e l d only a few days ago, 
the United Nations General Assembly i n adopting a d e c i s i o n condemning the aggxesBor, 
i . e . I s r a e l and i t s United States p r o t e c t o r s , once again c l e a r l y demonstrated that 
because of the continuing acts of i n t e r n a t i o n a l p i r a c y committed by I s r a e l , the 
l i i d d l e East i s one of the hottest'spots on our planet. 

Who w i l l dispute that outrages have been committed f o r a number of years by the 
South A f r i c a n r a c i s t s who receive u n l i m i t e d moral — and not only moral — support 
from many western States, and e s p e c i a l l y the United States of America? I t seems 
to us that a great deal could be s a i d about t h i c by our colleagues from the A f r i c a n 
covmtries. 

The Mongolian delegation i n i t s statement yesterday confined i t s e l f to 
mentioning these two areas i n which the s i t i i a t i o n has t r u l y given cause f o r serious 
concern. But i t i s not only i n those two areas that the United States pursues i t s 
a c t i v i t i e s aimed at crushing n a t i o n a l l i b e r a t i o n movements, d i s r u p t i n g i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
co-operation and supporting reactionary d i c t a t o r i a l régimes. The d e l i v e r y of 
United States weapons to the Kuomintang c l i q u e i n Taiwan, i n keeping w i t h the 
"two Chinas" theory, i s nothing more than an attempt to create y e t another hotbed 
of tension i n the world. The Mongolian People's Republic, one of the peace-loving 
States of A s i a , i s a neighbour of the People's Republic of China, We have considered 
and we continue to consider that there i s only one China — the People's Republic 
of China, Recently the s i t u a t i o n i n the Far East region has been aggravated by the 
f a c t that the United States of America, through "d e l i v e r i n g weapons to Taivran, i s 
i n c r e a s i n g tension i n the area. I n h i s statement today my colleague from Cuba, 
Ambassador Sola V i l a , has already revealed the r o l e of the United States i n 
supporting t e r r o r i s t a n t i - n a t i o n a l régimes i n L a t i n America, i n p a r t i c u l a r that of 
the SalvadorLan j\anta, which i s slaughtering the Salvadorian people i n l a r g e numbers, 
using American weapons and with the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of s o - c a l l e d American a d v i s e r s . 
Thousands and thousands of Salvadorians have perished at the hands of the jvmta, 
which i s holding on to power only through the f i n a n c i a l , m i l i t a r y and p o l i t i c a l 
a ssistance of the United States. I n recent days angry and vigorous p r o t e s t s have 
been heard throughout the world against the inhumcui acts of t e r r o r being committed 
i n E l Salvador by the Salvadorian j\mta with the support of the United States of 
America. L a s t l y , i t i s not p o s s i b l e to ignore the continuing i n t e r f e r e n c e of the 
United States i n the i n t e r n a l a f f a i r s of A s i a n c o u n t r i e s , i n c l u d i n g I r a n , and the 
attempts to change the course of events i n that country to the advantage of the 
' n i t e d S t a t es, I n my opinion, a l l t l i i s i s c l e a r l y r e l a t e d to the questions of the 
non-use of f o r c e , the i n a d m i s s i b i l i t y of expansion, non-interference i n the i n t e r n a l 
a f f a i r s of countries and i n t e r n a t i o n a l t e r r o r i s m . 
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(l'Ir. Erdembile,":. Mongolia 

Ve d i d not wish to deal with other qiiections which would d i v e r t the a t t e n t i o n of 
the Committee from i t s tasks, but we were obliged to do so, I repeat, because the 
dis t i n g u i s h e d representative of the United States and several representatives of 
other countries, ï-referred to involve the Committee i n a discussion of the causes of 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l tension, i n an attempt to create confusion. I wish to s t r e s s , i n t h i s 
connection, that the Mongolian delegation, l i k e other delegations which are seeking 
to make progress i n the sphere of disarmanent, f i r m l y opposes the l i n k i n g of these 
questions with the disarmament negotiations and with the achievement of genuine 
r e s u l t s i n them. Ve appeal to the delegations of the United States of America and 
of other countries to allow the Committee to deal with the issues f o r the s o l u t i o n 
of which i t was i n f a c t e s t a b l i s h e d . 

Mr. SOLA VILA (Ctiba) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Snanish) ; lir. Chairman, José Martí s a i d 
that words were made to t e l l the t r u t h , not to cover i t up. The f a c t s contradict 
the words used i n the r e p l y . VlrLch member of the Security Council vetoed the 
•just sanctions c a l l e d f o r against I s r a e l and South A f r i c a f o r t h e i r continuing 
v i o l a t i o n s of the United Nations Charter? I again state that t h i s Committee i s not 
a forum f o r polemics. Ve ne i t h e r f e a r nor shrini: from polemics, but, i n our view, 
there are other places i n which to engage i n them. Our Committee was set up to 
negotiate. Out of respect f o r a l l i t s members, i n c l u d i n g the United States delegation, 
that i s a l l I have to say f o r now. 

Mr. ISSBAETiYm (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Russian); 
Mir. Chairman, the Soviet delegation would l i k e to r e f e r to a matter which we consider 
important, namely, the inc i d e n t which occurred yesterday and which s e r i o u s l y upset 
and dist-urbed us. I am r e f e r r i n g t c the threatening shouts of a v i s i t o r a.t the 
meeting. I could not understand what ho was shouting nor i n f a c t could I make out 
exactly i n what language he was shouting, but he obviotisly perturbed the Committee's 
work. I n view of the conditions of t e r r o r i s t violence i n t h i s part of the world, we 
f e e l that consideration should be given to s e c u r i t y measures and measures to ensure 
nomal conditions f o r the Committee's work. I do not know whether anjr supervision i s 
normally exercised i n the United Nations i-ver the behaviour of v i s i t o r s . In ary 
case, we would ask the s e c r e t a r i a t to take the necessarj'- steps to ensure that such 
i n c i d e n t s do not recur, because not only do they d i s t u r b the normal working of the 
Committee but they could a l s o i n a general way represent a threat to any one of the 
persons s i t t i n g around t h i s t a b l e . Some of my colleagues s a i d that the man appeared 
to be not i n p e r f e c t health, and perhaps he got here by accident. V/e do not thinlt 
t h i s i s the best place f o r s i c k people. 

Mr. ERDEIffilLEG (Mongolia): Mr. Chairman, I would l i k e to express the 
Mongolian delegation's support of the comments j u s t made by the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
representative of the Soviet Union. 

As you know, the Mongolian delegation i s perhaps the smallest i n the Committee 
on Disaimament and we have to take part i n many i n t e r n a t i o n a l conferences, i n c l u d i n g 
the current session of the Commission on Human Rights. Heated debates take place 
there i n f a c t and whenever I enter the room, I see two, three and even more s e c u r i t y 
o f f i c e r s stationed there. Eveiy time they check not only my i d e n t i t y badge but als o 
my personal i d e n t i f i c a t i o n papers. As a r e s u l t , yesterday a f t e r that i n c i d e n t , I drew 
the s e c r e t a r i a t ' s a t t e n t i o n to t h i s and requested that the v i s i t o r s s i t t i n g i n the 
p u b l i c g a l l e i y should be c a l l e d to order. 
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(lir, Erdembileft, Ibn/^olia) 

I Ггд11у support the comments nade Ъу the representative of the Soviet Union. 
The Committee on Disarmament i s , of cotorse, am important i n t e r n a t i o n a l forum and 
i t s members represent Governments. I think that f o r the normal f u n c t i o n i n g of t h i s 
body, i t i s e s s e n t i a l f o r appropriate s e c u r i t y measures to be taken, I wovild l i k e 
to draw t h i s to your a t t e n t i o n , I l r , Chairman, and to that of the s e c r e t a r i a t , 

Mr, JAIPAL (Personal Representative of the Secretary-General and Secretairy of the 
Committee on Disarmament): Yesterday, immediately a f t e r t h i s unfortunate i n c i d e n t , 
i n f a c t while i t was happening, I dispatched by deputy to go outside and, with the 
help of the S e c u r i t y o f f i c e r , to i n t e r c e p t the man and f i n d out h i s i d e n t i t y . 
His p a r t i c u l a r s have been obtained. He was evidently a t o u r i s t f r o n France who had 
come here with h i s wife and c h i l d . He apologized f o r the i n c i d e n t and was found 
to be unsumed. However, we.have asked the Chief of Secvirity to t i g h t e n up s e c u r i t y 
measures here — because they were obviously not' adequate yesterday — and I think 
that i s going to be done. I f you l i k e , we s h a l l asl: the Security U n i t to provide the 
same sort of s t r i c t secvirity check that i s a p p l i e d i n the Commission on Human Rights . 
I do not think that should be d i f f i c v i l t , but, c e r t a i n l y , c o n t r o l over access to the 
p u b l i c g a l l e r y has to be s t r i c t e r . 

The CHATRMAN! Today, the s e c r e t a r i a t has c i r c u l a t e d an informal paper 
containing an i n d i c a t i v e t i n e - t a b l e f o r meetings t o be h e l d next week. Of согдгзе, 
since much w i l l depend on the r e s u l t s of our d i s c u s s i o n of o r g a n i z a t i o n a l matters, the 
time-table i s t e n t a t i v e and we may subsequently have to adjust i t . I f there i s no 
o b j e c t i o n , I w i l l consider that the Committee adopts the informal paper. 

I'Ir. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Spanish) : Mr. Chairman, I vrould 
l i k e to make one b r i e f remarle and a suggestion. For reasons beyond щ c o n t r o l , I w i l l 
have to be away from Geneva on Thvirsday, 18 Februairy, as of 2 p.m., so i t w i l l be 
impossible f o r me to be here that day f o r the meeting of the Ad Hoc V/orking Group 
on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, which, as you know and as i n d i c a t e d on 
the l i s t prepared by the s e c r e t a r i a t , u s u a l l y meets on Thursdays at 3 p.m. I would 
l i k e to know whether the informal meeting of the Committee now schedviled f o r 
Wednesday, 1? February, at 3 p,m. could be h e l d on Thursday, 18 February, at 3 p,m,, 
so that the Working Group on a Conprehensive Programme of Disamament could meet on 
Wednesday, 1? February, at 3 p.m., rather than on Thvirsday, 18 February, at 3 p.m, 

Mr, MA ТУТА (Kenya): I'b, Chaiman, I took note of your remark that the programme 
might be adjusted, but I am concerned about the items appearing f o r Wednesday and f o r 
F r i d a y . The items we are supposed to dispose of today a f t e r ovir plenary meeting are 
the establishment of subsidiary bodies and the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of States non-members 
of the Committee. About t h i s , you are going to provide a new d r a f t of what the 
programme i s going to be l i k e and some of these items have been disposed of. I hope 
that the remark that the programme i c to be adjusted r e f e r s to t h i s p a r t i c v i l a r aspect; 
otherwise, iwe wovild Le prolonging decisions or p u t t i n g o f f decisions on some very 
simple items. 
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Mr. de SOÏÏZA e SILVA ( B r a z i l ) : Mr. Chairman, m j delegation has no o b j e c t i o n 
to the proposed programme of work, on the understanding that i t i s a tenative one, 
because the i n c l u r i o n here of one item of the d r a f t agenda, namely, the nuclear 
t e s t ban, might imply that the agenda has been adopted, but t h i s i s not the case, 
at l e a s t not f o r my delegation. 

The СНАШШТ; A s i mentioned^ the t i n a - t a b l e i s t e n t a t i v e , so there i s no 
problem. I f there i s no o b j e c t i o n to the proposed informal paper, we w i l l adopt i t . 

I t was so decided. 

The CÏÏATÏÏMAIT: As agreed by the Committee, I w i l l convene an informal meeting 
f i v e minutes a f t e r the adjournment of t h i s plenary meeting. The next plenary meeting 
of the Committee w i l l be held on Tuesday, l 6 Pebruaiy, at 10.30 a.m. 

The meeting stands adjourned. 

The meetinr; rose at 12.10 p.m. 
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Th3 СНАШМАЖ: In The ïïame of God The Most Conpassionate, The Most M e r c i f u l , 
I decaire open the 155th plenary n c e t i n g c f the Connittee on Disairaanent. I have 
on ny l i s t of speakers f o r today the representatives of the Geman Denocratic Repuhlic, 
Poland, Venezuela, A l g e r i a , Buma, Argentina and Sweden. 

We nig h t not he ahle to l i s t e n to a l l statements i n the morning and, therefore, 
we w i l l rcsuine the plenary meeting t h i s afternoon i n order to conclude the l i s t of 
speakers. Inmediately afterwards, we w i l l hold an i n f e r n a l meeting to continue our ' 
consideration c f those o r g a n i s a t i o n a l n a t t e r s which require decisions Ъу the Coonittoe. 

I now give the f l o o r to the " f i r s t speaker on ny l i s t , the re p r e s e n t a t i v e of the 
German Denocratic Republic, Amhassadoer Herder. 

Mr. HERDER (Goman Denocratic R e p u b l i c ) : I'lr. Chaiman, at the very beginning of 
my statement, I would l i k e to o f f e r you ay congratulations on your assumption of the 
chairmanship of the Committee on Diaarnanont during t h i s month. I assure you of the 
f u l l support and co-operation of delegation i n c a r r y i n g out the tasks f o r which 
you are re s p o n s i b l e . May I also' pay a t r i b u t e to Ambassador Anwar Sani of Indonesia 
who so ably guided our work l a s t August and a c t i v e l y contributed to the preparation 
of the present session. Ptirthermore, I would l i l c e to extend ny sincere welcome to 
the many new colleagues who have jo i n e d us r e c e n t l y . I wish to assure them that my 
delegation looks forward to n a i n t a i n i n g the same e x c e l l e n t r e l a t i o n s i t had w i t h 
t h e i r predecessors. I al s o wish to associate myself w i t h tha deep condolences already 
conveyed to the delegation of I t a l y by nany other representatives on the death of our 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d colleague, Aiubassador Montezeiiolo. 

This year's session of the Conmittoe on Disamanent i s of p a r t i c u l a r s i g n i f i c a n c e . 
I t i s c a l l e d upon to l i v e up to i t s r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s a t a time when tho ams race has 
reached troncndous diiacnsions. Only a few weeks separate us f r o n the second s p e c i a l 
session of the United Hâtions General Assenbly devoted to disamanent, to which the 
Connittee w i l l have to r e p o r t on'the r e s u l t s of i t s a c t i v i t i e s . 

In ay statement today I would l i k e to touch mainly on two problems: the general 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n and i t s itipact on the Cocunitteo on Disamcinent; and the CTB 
and nucloar disamanent. 

The Coi-imittoe on Disamanent i s h o l d i n g i t s 19S2 sessioii under very conplicated 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l c o n d i t i o n s . Hover since tho Second World V/ar has peace been i n as nuch 
danger as now. Two uajor approaches to world a f f a i r s arc becoaing nore and nore 
evident, as shown at the f i r s t nootings of the Connittee rn Disari:ianont during t h i s 
s p r i n g session. 

One approach s t r o n g l y supported by tho Geman Democratic Republic aims at the 
maintenance of peace, at o u t u a l l y advantageous co-operation anong States, a t tho 
cess a t i o n and r e v e r s a l of the ams race and at tho pi-ovontion of a nuclear holocaust. 
I t favours tho continuation of tho p o l i c y of détente by concrete stops i n these 
d i r e c t i o n s . A l l i n t e r n a t i o n a l problcns should be solved by-шапз of a constructive 
dialogue, 
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One of the recent озфгезз±опз of t h i s approach was the l a t e s t proposal of tho 
Soviet Union on a stcp-by-step reduction of uediun-range nuclear weapons i n Europe. 
Tho inplonentation of t h i s proposal would lead tc n reduction of two-thirds of those 
weapons Ъу both sides u n t i l 1990. I t i s our conviction that, given the p o l i t i c a l 
w i l l of the p a r t i e s to negotiate such an agreenent on the basis of the p r i n c i p l e of 
e q u a l i t y and equal s e c u r i t y , tho Geneva t a l k s on the reduction of nuclear weapons 
i n Europe can and should be brought to a successful conclusion. 

Only a few days ago, the Head of State of the Geman Do/uocratic Republic, 
Mr. E r i c h Hcnccker, expressed a strong support f o r t h i s proposal. He stated that, 
despite the canpaign of slajidor l e d by the "overarners", the Soviet Union i n f u l l 
agreenent with i t s a l l i e s to proceed with the course a i n i n g at the s o l u t i o n of the 
uost iaportant question c f our tijiie — the naintenance of peace. This approach 
should a l s o guide the work of our Coiunittee when discharging i t s responsible tasks. 
Цу delegation i s stro n g l y working f o r t h f t . 

At the sane tine wc cannot close our eyes te the r e v i t a l i z a t i o n of cuiother quite 
d i f f e r e n t approach to i n t e r n a t i o n a l a f f a i r s . At the threshold cf the 1980s, 
c e r t a i n well-known c i r c l e s have strengthened t h e i r e f f o r t s to replace détente by 
confrontation, aras l i n i t a t i o n and disan:ianent by ovcraraanent or, as they c a l l i t , 
" a d d i t i o n a l amanent". Indeed, the cornerstone of t h i s p o l i c y i s an attenpt to 
achieve n i l i t a r y s u p e r i o r i t y by neans of g i g a n t i c annanent prograxines. One cannot 
but assune that these forces are s t r i v i n g f o r the creation of a r e a l pre-war 
s i t u a t i o n , both i n the n a t e r i a l and i n the propaganda f i e l d s . Wherever i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
conferences or negotiationo are bein¿- held — i n Geneve, Madrid, Vienna or elsewhere — 
tho enenies of detente have considerably n u l t i p l i e d t h e i r a c t i v i t i e s . Part and 
pa r c e l of t h i s p o l i c y i s the canpaign which has been s t a r t e d r e c e n t l y on the other 
side of the A t l a n t i c Ocean against tho Soviet union and other s o c i a l i s t States and 
which was al s o introduced i n t o t h i s Connittee sone days ago. The arrogant statements 
nade by the representatives of the United States and other Western States and ained 
at t e l l i n g a sovereign State how i t should b u i l d i t c s o c i a l order c o n s t i t u t e grave 
interference i n the i n t e r n a l a f f a i r s of Poland, a f r i e n d l y neighbour State of the 
Goman Denocratic Republic. I-Icreover, t h i s cajupaign i c a c l e a r attenpt to nalce the 
Connittee believe that Poland's i n t e r n a l problens have provoked an i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
c r i s i s . 

In nore than one regard, these attenpts represent a v i o l a t i o n of the 
United Nations Charter end the P i n a l Act of the Conference on Security and Co-operation 
i n Europe. Besidec the p r i n c i p l e c f non-interference i n i n t e r n a l a f f a i r s , such 
ba s i c guidelines f o r i n t e r n a t i o n a l conduct as the p r i n c i p l e s of sovereignty, 
f u l f i l u e n t i n good f a i t h of o b l i g a t i o n s under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and co-operation 
auong States wore v i o l a t e d . There should be no doubt: such ал approach i s not l i k e l y 
to pronote, r e l i a b i l i t y , c a l c u l a b i l i t y and r . t a b i l i t y i n i n t e m r . t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s . I t i s 
core than i r o n i c that such attenpts are imdertalcen by a State which net only supports 
the apartheid reginc of South A f r i c a and the annexationist p o l i c y of I s r a e l , but al s o 
does not r u l e out, as announced by a uenber of i t s Govcrnnent, the p o s s i b i l i t y of 
u s i n g n i l i t a r y force i n the Caribbean region and regards Central Anerica as the 
"heart of i t s s t r a t e g i c concerns". Unfortunately, those are not only nere 
d e c l a r a t i o n s . 
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Last year, the n a j o r i t y c f the nonbcrs of tho Coixáttoc, with fiü.1 j u s t i f i c a t i o n 
and on the ba s i s of the F i n a l Docunent of tho f i r s t s p e c i a l session of the 
General Assenbly devoted to disaraanont, r e j e c t e d tho attcopts of sonc States to nakc 
the Connittee's a c t i v i t y a f u n c t i o n c f tho i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n , which, i n the 
opinion of those States, was "not r i p e " f o r disaituanont. This yoar again, we were 
t o l d by those who are responsible f o r tho recent aggravation of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
s i t u a t i o n that there should bo a l i n k between disamanent and the s o - c a l l e d " r e s t r a i n t " 
of c e r t a i n States i n i n t o r n a t i o n a l a f f a i r s . 

At l e a s t two basic f r e t o r s soca to l a i d o r l i o t h i s dangerous "linkage concept". 
F i r s t l y , i t i n p l i c s that only s o c i a l i s t , non-aligned and cthor States aro i n t e r e s t e d 
i n disamanent, but that tho United States would do then a favcui- by j o i n i n g 
disamrxiont n e g o t i a t i o n s . But are not tho naintonanco of peace and the achiovcnent 
of disamanent the common objectives of a l l States стЛ peoples? Secondly, whereas 
other States should conduct t h e i r f o r e i g n p o l i c y i n a wc.y conducive to tho 
United States, tho l a t t e r c l a i n s unrestrained r i g h t s a.nd world s t c b i l i t j ' - to i t s own 
ta s t o , s i n i l a r tc the "Pa.x Anoricana." of the cold war years. 

In t h i s connection, one cannot but agree with the well-IcnaiJn Ancrican 
p o l i t i c i a n , V;. A v o r e l l Harrinan, who, i n an a r t i c l e published i n Ilovenbor 1981 i n the 
"I n t e r n a t i o n a l Herald Tribune" wrote s "In place of tho 'ror.l nms c o n t r o l " that was 
proniaod Г. year ago, we have only the proniso c f endless t a l k s on nuclear ams i n 
Europe and no t a l k s at a l l on c t r e t e g i c ams u n t i l next year''. A f t e r recent events 
here i n Geneva we have to ask whether we w i l l see, oven t h i s year, tho s t a r t of tho 
negotiations i n question. 

I t i s quite obvious that such linkage' net only haj-ipcrs disamanent n e g o t i a t i o n s , 
but i s a l s o i n c l e a r contradiсtien with tho F i n a l DccuEiont, paragraph 1 of which 
st a t e s that! "The onding c f tho ams race and the achiovonont of r e e l disamanent 
are tasks of p r i n a r y inportance and •'oi'gency. To noot t h i s h i s t o r i c challenge i s i n 
the p o l i t i c a l a.nd ccononic i n t e r e s t s cf a l l tho nations and peoples of the world as 
w e l l as i n the i n t e r e s t s of ensuring t h e i r ;уопи1по s o c u r i t " and peaceful f u t u r e " . 

J u s t one week ago, wo wore given a l e c t u r e or. tho United ITations Charter, 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l bohavicrer and "a r e a l i s t i c approciati.-'П of the r o l e of ams I L a i t a t i o n s " . 
We wore t o l d n l o t about a "now approach tc ariis c o n t r o l " , " s i g i i i f i c a . n t r eductions" 
i n nuclear weapons and лс cn. Yet there was ::<: c l e a r cOiJiuitiont to such i i r i o r i t y 
i t e n s on tho i n t e r n a t i o n a l disarnanent а-̂ опа.̂  as tho continuation of the SALT ргосе-зз, 
w i t h the preservation of a l l tho p o s i t i v e "ccnnplishnonts already nado and there was 
no nention of a conprohonsiv'e tost ban and г 'ioapleto p r c h i b i t i c n of chonical weapons, 
lîoroovcr, there have boon ottoayts t - dcv;ngrado those v i t a l i s s u e s . Bvit does t h i s 
approach correspond to the l e t t e r and s p i r i t of the F i n a l DocVu.ient of the f i r s t 
s p e c i a l session; Is t h i s tho r i g h t way tc contributo to the el a b o r a t i o n c f a 
conprehensive prograrii-io of disamanent and to prepara f o r tho second s p e c i a l session? 
What "systoii of peace" i s tc bo constructed by such an approach? Except f o r 
r h e t o r i c , nothing was a c t u a l l y s a i d about tho r o l o cf the Coi.u.iitteo as tho s i n g l e 
n u l t i l a t e r a l disamanent n o g c t i a t i n t body. Ho concrete proposals wore subnittcd or 
oven nontioned. 
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In a d d i t i o n , an attenpt has been nade to trans f o r n the Connittee i n t o sone kind 
of court to condenn s o c i a l i s t s o c i e t y . I t i s not our i n t e n t i o n to s t a r t here 
lengthy discussions on the pros and cons of s o c i a l i s t and c a p i t a l i s t s o c i e t i e s . But 
I assure those who were so keen to r a i s e t h i s subject here that the people of ny 
country are very proud of the achievenants of nere than 50 years cf s o c i a l i s t 
de-wélopnent. I t i s a n a t t e r of f a c t that, during t h i s h i s t o r i c a l l y short t i n e , the 
German Denocratic Republic, a s n a i l s o c i a l i s t coxmtry with but a population c f 
17 n i l l i o n , has developed i n t o one of the 10 l e a d i n g Powers i n the world, w i t h a 
hi g h l y developed industry, nodem f a m i n g and a high incone growth r a t e . I t i s not 
under s o c i a l i s n that s o c i a l progrannes have constantly been reduced to augnent 
n i l i t a r y budgets. I t i s not under s o c i a l i s n that n i l l i o n s of workers are out of work 
while a t h i n l a y e r of people i s naking huge p r o f i t s . Moreover, due to the p o l i c y of 
the s o c i a l i s t countries, Europe i s now experiencing the longest peace period i n i t s 
h i s t o r y . For years, the States p a r t i e s to the V/arsaw Treaty strove f o r and f i n a l l y 
achieved the convening of the Conference cn Security and Co-operation i n Europe. 
This p o l i c y was reaffirmed at the end of l a s t year at the Bucharest neeting of the 
M i n i s t e r s f o r Foreign A f f a i r s of the States p a r t i e s to the V/arsaw Treaty. 'The 
States represented at t h i s neeting declared that f o r then "there was, i s and w i l l be 
no s t r a t e g i c doc-fcrine except a defensive one. They do not intend to b u i l d a f i r s t -
s t r i k e nuclear c a p a b i l i t y . Such -л'аз not t h e i r i n t e n t i o n i n tho past nor w i l l i t be 
i n the f u t u r e . They do not seek n i l i t a r y s u p e r i o r i t y and never w i l l . They are i n 
favour of ensuring n i l i t a r y p a r i t y at г lower l e v e l by inple n e n t i n g disarnanent 
naasures, and f o r lessening and e l L i i n a t i n g n i l i t a r y confrontation i n Europe. The 
States represented at the neeting are rcnvinced that nobody stands tc gain i n the 
ams race. Should anyone resolve to unleash a naclear war i n the hope of winning i t , 
he would conjure up a nuclear catastrophe f o r nankind-and would i n e v i t a b l y be 
destroyed i n i t hinsc-lf. A nuclear var cannot be l i i n i t e d . " As f a r as tha people of 
the Geman Denocratic Republic are concerned, t h i s was nentioned j u s t one week ago by 
the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of the United States, so l e t nc assure h i n that the 
people of ny country do not f e e l a t a l l threatened by the country which l i b e r a t e d us 
f r o n f a s c i s t r u l e and l o s t 20 n i l l i o n people i n the Second 1/orld Var. The r e a l 
threat to the very s u r v i v a l of ny people euanates f r o n the V7est. Thousands of 
nuclear weapons are already deployed i n our V/estern neighbourhood. According to 
NATO plans, s t i l l nore nuclear n i s s i l e s should be added m I983 and the r e a f t e r . 

Ws are nevertheless convinced that a p o l i c y which endangers peace and 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-operation has no chance of success. The broad peace noveuent 
developing now i n E'lrepo and i n ether regions of the world denonstrates that people 
are beconing i n c r e a s i n g l y aware of the dangers involved i n the developnent-and 
s t a t i o n i n g cn t h e i r s o i l of nev;, ever acre sophisticated, syster.is of -л'саропз of nass 
d e s t r u c t i o n . Ve i n the Cco-.iittee should not neglect t h i s novcnent. 

In t h i s regard, allow ne to quote the Chaiman of tho State Council of the 
Geman Denocratic Republic, Mr. E r i c h Hcneckor, who enpha3Í::ed at the beginning of 
t h i s year: "Reason and goodwill nust p r e v a i l to save nankind f r o n a nuclear 
catastrophe. The answer to questions of war and peace i s too inportant to be l e f t 
to those forces s t r i v . l n g f o r n i l i t c r y s u p o r i o r i t y and deflatine' the word 'disarnanent' 
to an enpty f i n o phrase". 
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Let ao now turn to the Ь^с p r i o r i t y i t c a s on our agenda: tho cessation of the 
nuclear arns race and nuclear disamanent; and a conprehensive t o s t ban. 

Nuclear disarLianont continues t o be ^ne of the p r i o r i t y i t e n s on the agenda 
of the Connittee on Disamanent. In view of the uounting danger of a nucloar war, 
e f f e c t i v e steps i n t h i s f i e l d are noro urgent than ever i f w o want to avoid tho r i s k 
o f being pushed i n t o a"nuclear catastrophe. bet ne r e c a l l i n t h i s connection the 
unaninous view of the p a r t i c i p a n t s ir: tho f i r s t i n t e r n a t i o n a l congress of 'physicians 
f o r nuclear disamanent" that the i n t e r e s t s c f the present and a l l future generations 
require the prevention of nuclear war. 

Tho D e c l a r a t i o n on the Prevention of Nuclear Catastrophe subnittod by the 
Soviet Union a t t h t t h i r t y - s i x t h session o f tho United Nations General Assenbly 
takes account o f t h i s iirgent n e c e s s i t y o f our tir.va. I t i s an expression o f a 
consistent and continuous course d i r e c t e d towards safeguarding peace. The r e s o l u t i o n 
declares the f i r s t use of nucloar weapons t h o gravest crino against hunanity and 
condemns any doctrine envisaging tho f i r s t use of nucloar weapons and thereby 
provoking the r i s k c f a nuclear w a r . I f a l l nucloar-weapon Powers accepted the 
idea of the D e c l a r a t i o n , i t would be on e f f e c t i v e step towards a v e r t i n g the danger 
of such a war. î-fcy I bo p e m i t t o d to r e c a l l what w a s s a i d by L . I . Brezhnev, 
General Secretary of tho Connunist Party D f tho S c v i e t Union and Chairnan c f the 
P r o s i d i u n of the Suprene Soviet of the Soviet "Union; ''If there i s no f i r s t nuclear 
s t r i k e , there w i l l , of course, be no second or t h i r d s t r i k e " . I t i s only l o g i n a l 
that unaninous support f o r t h i s d e c l a r a t i o n would i n p a r t a strong' inpetus to e f f o r t s 
to achieve nuclear disamanent. 

Unfortunately, t h i s seens not t o be the case. Ve cannot hide our deep 
concern about statencnts t r y i n g tc aecuston nankind to tho idea of tho p o s s i b l e use 
of nuclear weapons. As a n exanple, I would only l i k e t o nention a statement nade 
by the D i r e c t o r o f the United States Arns Control and Disamanent A g e n c y , E. Rostow, 
i n January t h i s year. In t h i s statenent ho s a i d that " f o r us deterrence ueans two 
things: i t noans d e t e r r i n g nucloar w a r and i t a l s o noans — wit h reference to our 
suprene n a t i o n a l i n t e r e s t s — r e t a i n i n g t n o p o s s i b i l i t y , i f necessary, of u s i n g 
nuclear weapons i f cur suprene i n t e r e s t s are threatened "oy conventional attack. 
This i s a fact,'" Hr. Rostow stressed, "that nany people f o r g e t souotines — both 
i n the United States and i n Europe and i n Japan — but i t i s a f a c t " . but i t i s 
a l s o a n a t t e r of f a c t that mankind does not need n e w doctrines on doterrencc, on a 
"winnablo" nuclear war or wl'^atscovcr. In that regard, the Coimittee on Disamanent 
has t c play a nore a c t i v e and e f f i c i e n t r o l o . I t has to neet i t s r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 
and to s t a r t without delay negotiations o n nuclear disamanent i n f u l l accordance 
w i t h paragraph 50 of the F i n a l Docunent of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session. 

As before, ny d e l o g a t i : n i s i n f a v o i i r o f u s i n g a l l tho p o s s i b i l i t i e s a v a i l a b l e 
t o the Corxiittco o n Disar::ic;nent f o r tho i n i t i a t i o n - i f negotiations on ending the 
production of nuclear weapons and des t r o y i n g then. Our b a s i c approach to t h i s 
problem i s contained i n docunent CD/4. 

Such negotiations could be prepared by an apprepriate boày of the Corjiuittce, 
such r.s an ad hoc working group o r any other s u b s i d i a r y organ. 

Tho ostablishaaent of a u c h г body could b o considered during the consultations 
proposed i n dociiiont CD/195. Thes.. c n s u l t a t i r n f . should b o resumed without delay. 
They should f a c i l i t a t e t h o achiovcn^nt ...'f a с nsonsus o n tho ostablishiuont cf an 
ad hoc working group on rgonda it.;r.. 2. 

General Assoubly r e s o l u t i o n З0/92 E h a s given tho Cvrinitteo a concrete mandate 
to t h i s end. 
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At the heginning of i t s work, such a group could, on the basis of paragraph 50 
of the F i n a l Document of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session, consider a l l aspects connected 
with the stages of nuclear disamament and t h e i r tentative content. Thereafter, the 
group could concentrate i t s a t t e n t i o n on the f i r s t stage. Within the framework of 
the discussion on the content of measures to be c a r r i e d out during the f i r s t stage, 
the question of the cessation of the development and deployment of new types and 
systems of nuclear weapons should be addressed. 

Thus, i t should be the aim of the f i r s t stage to stop the nuclear ams race i n 
i t s q u a l i t a t i v e dimension, thereby c r e a t i n g favourable p r e r e q u i s i t e s f o r nuclear 
disarnanent measures i n the next stages. 

In general, the elaboration of the stages of nuclear disamament should be based 
on the f o l l o w i n g major p r i n c i p l e s : 

A l l nuclear-weapon States should p a r t i c i p a t e i n negotiations on nuclear 
disarnanent and corresponding agreements ; 

The degree of the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of i n d i v i d u a l nuclear-weapon States i n the 
neasures of each stage i s to be detemined by t a k i n g i n t o account the q u a n t i t a t i v e 
and q u a l i t a t i v e inpertance of the e x i s t i n g arsenals of the nuclear-weapon States 
and the other States concerned; 

Each i n d i v i d u a l step should be part and p a r c e l of an o v e r - a l l nuclear disamament 
programne which would guarantee the necessary comprehensive approach to s o l v i n g 
the problens connected with tho e l i m i n a t i o n of nuclear weapons; 

The neasures of each stage could be inplenented gradually according to a 
predetemined order or i n p a r a l l e l according to a t i n e - t a b l e ; 

These disarmanent neasures should be backed up by appropriate p o l i t i c a l and 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l l e g a l guarantees. 

These p r i n c i p l e s are f u l l y i n keeping with tho s e c u r i t y i n t e r e s t s of a l l States. 
They do not contain any preconditions, but are ained a t maintaining the undiminished 
s e c u r i t y of a l l sides concerned during the whole process of nuclear disarnanent. 

Proceeding f r o n these considerations the delegation of the Geman Democratic 
Republic suggests the f o l l o w i n g mandate f o r an ad hoc working group on item 2 : "The 
Connittee on Disamament decides to e s t a b l i s h , f o r the duration of i t s 1982 session, 
an Ad Hoc Working Group to elaborate, on the basis c f paragraph 50 of the F i n a l 
Docutiont of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session, the stcgea of nuclear disarnanent w i t h the a i u 
of preparing appropriate m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on the cessation of the nuclear ams 
race and nuclear disarnanent. The Ad Hoc V/orking Group w i l l report to the Committee 
on Disarnanent on the progress of i t s work before the end of the f i r s t and second 
parts of the Coixiittee's 1962 session". 

The developnent of the nuclear neutron weapon underlines the need f o r a 
conprehensive nuclear weapon t o s t ban. We are now nore than ever before convinced 
that t h i s i t e n continues to deserve the highest p r i o r i t y i n our work. Year a f t e r 
year i n the United Nations General Assenbly, i n t h i s Connittee and i n other foruns, 
the urgency of such a step has been enphasized. Unfortiuiately, at l e a s t one of the 
p a r t i c i p a n t s i n the f o m e r t r i l a t e r a l negotiations has, i n contravention of the 
F i n a l Docunent and the Connittee's agenda, now declared that a CTB i s no longer on 
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the order of the day. Why? IVhat has changed i n recent years? I t nay be assuned 
that, now, nore than m recent years, the country concerned i s i n t e r e s t e d i n u s i n g 
nuclear tes t s f o r tho build-up cf i t s f o r c e s , which i s necessary i n order to maintain 
"credible deterrence", as we heve been t o l d . Obviously, there i s an e s t a b l i s h e d 
i n t e r e s t i n p r e c l u d i n g i n t h i c way the f o l l o w i n g e f f e c t s c i t e d i n a 197Q hearing 
before tho United States Senate Sub-Connittee on Research and Developnent of the 
Connittee on Amed Services: "In general, a CTB i c highly l i k e l y to preclude any 
new warhead developnent and the c t o c k p i l i n g of any warhead design which has not been 
pr e v i o u s l y tested. Therefore, during the period a CTB i s i n e f f e c t , future 
s t r a t e g i c force n o d o m i z a t i o n i s l i k e l y to be influenced by, and l i n i t e d to, those 
warhead designs which have been tested and which can be adapted to neet 
requirenents ... A ¿pradual degradation rather than a d i s i n t e g r a t i o n of the nuclear 
weapon corxiimity i s the nore l i k e l y consequence of a CTB of u n l i n i t e d duration. 
Based on experiences during the t e s t noratcriu:.! p r i o r to 1964i i't w i l l be d i f f i c u l t 
over t i n e to r e t a i n our best nuclear s c i e n t i s t s and technicians, to maintain the 
high l e v e l of expertise of those who do remain, and to a t t r a c t and t r a i n new people". 

I think there i s nothing l e f t tc add. In view of the great inportance 
attached to о CTB, we appeal to the i ^ a r t i c i p a n t s i n the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations to 
resune then i n n e d i a t e l y and to b r i n g then to an e a r l y and successful conclusion. 
The t i n e has nov; cone fot the Connittee on Disarnanent to proceed without delay to 
n e g o t i a t i o n s on a l l aspects of с CT3T. Therefore, i t would be nost appropriate to 
e s t a b l i s h an ad hoc working group f o r negotiations on the text of a CTBT, A l l 
nuclear-weapon States would have an appropriate opportunity to e x p l a i n t h e i r 
p o s i t i o n s and to p a r t i c i p a t e i n the f u l f i l n e n t of t h i s v i t a l task i n the f i e l d of 
nuclear disarnanent. 

The ad hoc working group to be e s t a b l i s h e d should take i n t o account a l l 
proposals and i n i t i a t i v e s advanced i n recent years on a CTB, as w e l l as the t r i p a r t i t e 
r eports to the Comittee on Disarnanent. 

To pi-onote the e a r l y establishnent of an od hoc working group on agenda i t e n 1, 
wa propose the f o l l o w i n g nandate; "The Cor.u:iitto'j on Disarnanent decides to e s t a b l i s h , 
f o r the duration of i t s 1902 s e s s i c n , an Ad hoc V/orking Group of tho Connittee to 
negotiate a t r e a t y p r o h i b i t i n g a l l nuclear weapon t e s t s , t a k i n g i n t o account a l l 
e x i s t i n g proposals and future i n i t i a t i v e s . The АД Hoc Working Group w i l l report to 
the C c m i t t o o on Disarnanent on the progress of i t s wcrk before the v-nd of the f i r s t 
and second parts of the Conxiittoe'з 1982 session". 

In a d d i t i o n to nuclear disarnanent and a CTBT, tha Coniuittce w i l l have to deal 
w i t h the p r o h i b i t i o n of the nucle>r.r neutron weapon. In t h i s connection, the 
Connittee has to inplenent General Assenbly r e s o l u t i o n J)6/92 K, which e x p l i c i t l y 
requests the Connittee to s t a r t witliout delay negotiations i n an appropriate 
o r g a n i z a t i o n a l franework with a view to concluding_ a convention on the p r o h i b i t i o n of 
tho production, stockpiling-, doploynent a.nd use of nuclear neutron weapons. I t i s 
not rjy i n t e n t i o n to elaborate on t h i s i t e n . I would only add tha voice of ny 
delegation to that of the delegations which proposed that iinncdiato steps should be 
taken w i t h a view to n e g o t i a t i n g the text of such an agreenent. 

Due a t t e n t i o n should a l s o be paid to -che probleu of the non-stationing of 
nuclear weapons i n the t e r r i t o r i e s of States where there are no such weapons a t 
present. In concluding, I would l i k e to ask you, l'ir. Chaiman, to nake the 
nocossarj'- arrangenents to ensure thorough consideration of i t e n s 1 and 2 of our 
agenda. 
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The CHAIRMAN; I thank you f o r the kind words you addressed to the Chair. 
I now give the f l o o r to the representative of Poland, Ambassador Sujka. 

Ь̂г. SUJKA (Pcland): Mr. Chairman, with your permission, may I f i r s t of a l l 
convey to the delegation of I t a l y the sincere and deep condolences of my delegation 
on the untimely passing away of our dis t i n g u i s h e d colleague from I t a l y , 
Ambassador Cordero d i Montezemolo. 

I-fy delegation and I j o i n a l l the d i s t i n g u i s h e d speakers who took the f l o o r 
before me i n welcoming you most v;armly аз Chairman of the Committee on Disarmament. 
Together with our best wishes and congratulations. I o f f e r you f u l l co-operation 
and support on the part of my delegation i n your d i f f i c u l t task. 

May I also take t h i s opportunity to express the thanks and appreciation of my 
delegation to Ambassador Sani of Indonesia f o r h i s c o n t r i b u t i o n to the successful 
conclusion of i t s 1981 session and f o r h i s e f f o r t i n the preparation of t h i s year's 
session^ 

Cn behalf of my delegation, I .welcome i n t h i s room our new colleagij.es, 
the ambassadors of A u s t r a l i a , B u l g a r i a , Burma, the Federal Republic of Germany 
and the United States of America, as w e l l as the new representatives of Czechoslovakia 
and I t a l y , who have joined us f c r the f i r s t time at t h i s session of the Committee on 
Disarmament. 

Let me a l s o , Mr. Chairman, b i d f a r e w e l l tc Ambassador Fein of the Netherlands, 
w i t h v/hom, despite p o l i t i c a l d i f f e r e n c e s , I shared e x c e l l e n t personal contacts. 
I wish him every success i n h i s new assignment and v/ould appreciate i t i f the 
delegation of the Netherlands would k i n d l y convey these wishes to Ambassador F e i n . 

Ya:. Chairman, v/o hope that the negotiations we are tf,oing to continue here 
i n the next two months or so v / i l l s i g n i f i c a n t l y contribute to the r e s u l t s of the 
second s p e c i a l session of the General Assenibly devoted to disarmament, Î y delegation 
came to Geneva wit.- i n s t r u c t i o n s to ma.ke e-.ery possible e f f o i t to be constructive and 
f l e x i b l e wherever possible i n order tc contribute here to the noble cause of 
disarmament and peace, î:'-oreforo, I v.'ould l i k e , f i r s t o f a l l , to elaborate on the 
topics which are cn our agenda since, i n the considered viev/ of my delegation, t h i s 
i s and should be the substance of our d e l i b e r a t i o n s i n t h i s Committee, 

For my delegation, the constructive negotiations here i n the next two months 
would mean: the elaboration o f a d r a f t comprehensive programme of disarmament, 
s p e c i f i c accomplishments at l e a s t i n the process of the elaboration of a d r a f t 
convention on the p r o h i b i t i o n c f r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons, a t l e a s t the commencement 
of work on the text of the convention on the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons, as 
w e l l as negotiations i n the ad hoc working groups on such v i t a l agenda items as 
the cessation o f the nuclear arms race and the nuclear disa.rma.ment and the 
conprehensive t e s t ban t r e a t y . I would l i k e to h i g h l i g h t some of these p r i o r i t y 
t o p i c s : 

The P i n a l Document of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session as w e l l as countless 
r e s o l u t i o n s and d i f f e r e n t disarmament i n i t i a t i v e s aim at s p e c i f i c negotiations on 
the cessation of the nuclear arms race. Some of them were i n i t i a t e d by Poland and 
i t sponsored manji- others. V'e a r e determined to work i n a.ccordance with t h e i r l e t t e r 
and s p i r i t . V/e give o u r f u l l support t^i the recommendations o f r e s o l u t i o n s 56/92 E 
and 36/92 F adoptai at the l a e t sossior. o f the G'-iioral Asserfjly. llore s p e c i f i c a l l y , 
my delegation lends it.4 u n q u a l i f i e d support to the c a l l by the General Assembly 
f o r the establishment at t h i s session of tlie Committee on Oisarmajnent of an ad hoc 

http://colleagij.es
http://disa.rma.ment
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working group on the c e s s a t i o n o f the nuclear anns race and nuclear disatrmament. 
Together with the delegations of other s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s , my delegation has 
a c t i v e l y p a r t i c i p a t e d i n t h i s Committee i n a l l debates and i n the preparation of 
the appropriate documents on t h i s agenda item, s t a r t i n g with document CD/4 at the 
beginning of existence o f the Committee on Disarmament i n i t s present form. We] 
s h a l l continue to do so with a deep r o n v i c t i o n that the establishment of the working 
group would c o n s t i t u t e the next and necessary step forward i n f u l f i l l i n g the Committee's 
mandate on t h i s agenda item. 

I would l i k e to support the d r a f t mandate f o r the working group j u s t proposed 
by the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of the German Democratic Republic. 

I t i s equially so w i t h the question of the complete and general p r o h i b i t i o n of 
nuclear-weapon t e s t s . The Committee should not delay any longer the establishment 
of the ad hoc working group on t h i s item, i n accordance with the General Assembly 
r e s o l u t i o n s that have been adopted i n the l a s t s e v e r a l years and, most r e c e n t l y , 
r e s o l u t i o n s 56/84 and, 36/92 P. We should, indeed, bear i n mind the f a c t t h a t , 
as stated i n General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n 36/84, "... since I972 ... a l l the t e c h n i c a l 
and s c i e n t i f i c aspects of the problem have been so f u l l y explored that only a p o l i t i c a l 
d e c i s i o n i s now necessary ...". I t i s deplorable t h a t , as emphasized i n the reports 
from i t s l a s t year's session and i n the above-mentioned General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n 
the Committee on Disarmament was prevented from responding to the general wish f o r the 
establishment of an ad hoc working group on t h i s item only as a r e s u l t of the negative 
a t t i t u d e of two nuclear-weapon States. The working group should be es t a b l i s h e d 
without any f u r t h e r delay and should consider a l l the aspects of the problem of 
nuclear-weapon t e s t s and. aim at the e a r l y elaboration of the text of a tr e a t y on the 
complete and general p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear-weapon t e s t s . 

Speaking on the complex problem of the cessation of the nuclear arms race, I 
must touch on the question of nuclear neutron weapons. In i t s r e s o l u t i o n 36/92 K, 
the General Assembly requested t h i s Committee "to s t a r t without delay negotiations 
i n an appropriate o r g a n i z a t i o n a l framework with a view to concluding a convention on 
the p r o h i b i t i o n of- the production, s t o c k p i l i n g , deployment and use of nuclear neutron 
weapons". Ify delegation b e l i e v e s that the best o r g a n i z a t i o n a l framework f o r 
e l a b o r a t i n g such a convention would be an ad hoc working group which could be 
established by t h i s Committee. We have at out d i s p o s a l a comparatively good 
background f o r such an e x e r c i s e : the d r a f t convention submitted by the group of 
s o c i a l i s t countries to the Conference of the Committee on Disarmajnent and a broad 
exchange of views on the subject matter which could be continued and deepened i n the 
working group. 

V/ith regard to the agenda items on which we concentrated our e f f o r t s l a s t year 
i n the work of the working groups, I would l i k e to present the views of my delegation 
on chemical weapons and the comprehensive programme on disarmament. 

With regard to chemical weapons, we note with great concern the news of 
dangerous developments i n the chemical arms race. The United States Government 
i s making preparations f o r the production of a new generation of chemical weapons, 
s p e c i f i c a l l y b inary weapons. As the members of the Committee are aware, we have so 
f a r not been able to s t a r t concrete negotiations on the d r a f t t e xt of a ohemical 
weapons convention. This was so mainly because of the p o s i t i o n of at l e a s t 
one delegation which favoured a rather l i m i t e d mandate f o r the Ad Hoc Working Group 
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on chemical weapons. Now, we have learned w i t h s a t i s f a c t i o n that the United States 
would be ready "to support e f f o r t s - t o achieve a ban on chemical weapons". Щу 
delegation welcomes such a statement, which we take as an expression of the 
consent of that delegation to a broader mandate f o r the Working'Group on Chemical 
Weapons. In view of the above, my delegation b e l i e v e s that a proposal on the 
broadening of the mandate w i l l achieve consensus. With an enlarged mandate* which 
w i l l oblige us to s t a r t the elaboration of a d r a f t convention, the working group 
should obviously base i t s work on the s o l i d foundations that have beeri b u i l t at the 
Committee's l a s t two sessions under the very able chairmanship of the Ambassadors of 
Japan and .Sweden. How to proceed f u r t h e r ? As we a l l r e a l i z e , the present stage 
of negotiations.makes i t p o s s i b l e to determine the l e v e l of convergence and divergence 
of views on numerous issues aroimd the t a b l e . From t h i s point on, t h i s year's group 
s^iould s t a r t e l a b o r a t i n g s p e c i f i c p r o v i s i o n s of the convention on issues where 
convergence or unanimity of views has been reached and t i y to narrow the gap on 
issues where the views s t i l l d i f f e r . The group could p o s s i b l y work i n turns, that 
i s , concentrating a t a time on elaborating s p e c i f i c p r o v i s i o n s and, at another time, 
on narrowing the gap between the diverging viei^s. 

Щ delegation, which wa,s a co-sponsor of General' Assembly r e s o l u t i o n 56/96 B, 
wishes to r e f e r to i t s operative paragraph 5> which " c a l l s upon a l l States to r e f r a i n 
from any a c t i o n which could, impede negotiations on the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons 
and s p e c i f i c a l l y to r e f r a i n from productiob and deployment of binary and other new 
types of chemical weapons, a.s w e l l as from s t a t i o n i n g chemical weapons i n those States 
where there are no such weapons at present". V/e are convinced that t h i s s t i p u l a t i o n 
should be c l e a r l y r e f l e c t e d i n our work on the future convention on chemico.l weapons. 

The d i s t i n g t i i s h e d representative of Czechoslovakia, who spoke on 2 February, 
expressed i n considerable d e t a i l the views shared by the s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s , i n c l u d i n g 
Poland, on the comprehensive programme of disarmament as a whole, as w e l l as on i t s 
p a r t i c u l a r chapters. I do not have much to add, except to underline and emphasize 
once again t h a t , i n the l i g h t of the coming second s p e c i a l session which w i l l approve 
the programme, my delegation belongs to those very many others who consider that the 
d r a f t CED should,be elaborated by t h i s Committee at i t s current spring session. What 
we need i s a r e a l i s t i c and genuine approach to the main o b j e c t i v e : to negotiate f o r 
general and complete disarmament. In t h i s ooonection, I t o t a l l y share the view 
expressed here one week ago by the discinguished representative of I n d i a . 

In f a c t , I have one remark to add to the d i s c u s s i o n of the p r i n c i p l e s of the 
comprehensive programme of disarmament. I have i n mind the "linkage" argument. I f 
each of us i n t h i s room i s to apply the "linkage" approach, then, indeed, we s h a l l not 
be able to work out a genuine comprehensive programme of disarmament. Щ delegation 
therefore suggests that the disarmament ne g o t i a t i o n s , Icnown from, past experience as 
a time-consuming and painstaking process, should not be linked vdth other events i n 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l l i f e . We are of the opinion that that should become one of the 
p r i n c i p l e s of the future CPD. 

This i s the p o s i t i o n on the main topi c s that my delegation has brought with i t i n 
coming to p a r t i c i p a t e i n the 1982 session of the Committee on Disarmament. We are 
ready t o co-operate with every delegation, as we think i t e s s e n t i a l that tangible 
progress should be made t h i s year. -For s o c i a l i s t Poland's foreign p o l i c y , there i s 
no objective more important and urgent than to secure l a s t i n g peace and m u l t i l a t e r a l 
co-operation f o r a l l nations of the world. This can be done оп!;/ by stopping the. 
mad arms race with a view to a r r i v i n g at a general and complete disarmament. 
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This i s why we become more.and more concerned about the increase of tensions. 
There are, indeed, numerous causes f o r t h i s concern. Unextinguished f i r e s of 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l armed c o n f l i c t s are s t i l l glowing. There are cases of annexation 
of f o r e i g n t e r r i t o r i e s , of various forms of f o r e i g n i n t e r f e r e n c e and of pressure on 
States and nations. These are r e a l i t i e s . We are also, witnessing manoeuvres 
aimed at crea.ting a r t i f i c i a l centres of tension, at using various pretexts f o r 
j u s t i f y i n g 'the p o l i c y of i n t e n s i f i e d armaments, i n c l u d i n g the production of new 
kinds of weapons. 

Ri g h t from the f i r s t day of t h i s year's session, we have xritnessed, here, i n the 
Committee on Disarmament, attempts to p l a y the P o l i s h card. True enough, some of 
those p l a y i n g this' card recognize that the Coimnittee i s not the r i g h t forum f o r 
such a game, but they nevertheless go on p l a y i n g i t . 

Ify d e l e g a t i o n - f e e l s a l l the more compelled to r a i s e t h i s subject s i n c e , u n t i l 
now, i t has l i m i t e d i t s e l f to p a t i e n t l y l i s t e n i n g to a l l the f a l s e accusations 
d i r e c t e d against my cdimtry, my Government and my n a t i o n . We have done so 
because our main concern has been to save precious time to enable the Committee 
to go on w i t h the.work i t i s expected to do. 

Formally, those who b r i n g i n t o t h i s forum the a f f a i r s of my cotmtry argue 
that they aré not merely an i n t e r n a l matter. By lowering the l e v e l o f confidence 
i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s and by threatening i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y , the events i n 
Poland are a l l e g e d l y h i n d e r i n g a l l disarmament t a l k s . 

" This i s a one-sided, p o l i t i c a l l y biased i n t e r p r e t a t i o n , convenient to those 
who would be glad to s e i z e any pretext f o r t h e i r own aims and who w i l l not h e s i t a t e 
to take advauntage of every move which i s not i n l i n e w i t h t h e i r own p o l i t i c s and 
make i t i n t o a handy excuse f o r t h e i r a c t i o n s . Today, we hear that the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 
f o r the new United States p o l i c y on armaments f a l l s not only on the Soviet Union, 
which "has gained a considerable advantage i n nuclear, ohemical and conventional 
weapons", but a l s o upon Poland, which i s accused bf "laidermining the climate of 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l confidence so indispensable f o r disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s " . 

Why i s i t that Poland should deserve such grave accusations? A l l t h i s , 
because of the i n s t i t u t i o n i n Poland of m a r t i a l law, i n f u l l agreement with the 
C o n s t i t u t i o n and with a r t i c l e 4 of the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Covenant on C i v i l and P o l i t i c a l 
R i g h t s , by the c o n s t i t u t i o n a l l y empowered a u t h o r i t y . M a r t i a l law, i n s t i t u t e d i n the 
name of the highest n a t i o n a l i n t e r e s t , does, indeed, s t i p u l a t e temporary derogation 
from some c o n s t i t n t i o n a l l y guaranteed c i v i l l i b e r t i e s . But leaders of some 
delegations to t h i s Committee seem to ignore the f a c t that the Prime M i n i s t e r of 
the P o l i s h Government s t a t e d on 15 December 1981 that " I wish f o r a l l to understand 
the motives and o b j e c t i v e s of our a c t i o n . We are not heading towards a m i l i t a r y 
coup, towards m i l i t a r y d i c t a t o r s h i p . The nation has enough strength,, enough 
wisdom to develop an e f f i c i e n t democratic system o f s o c i a l i s t Government. In 
t h i s system the armed forces w i l l be able to stay where i s t h e i r r i g h t f u l place — 
i n the barracks. None of the P o l i s h problems can be solved by force i n the longer 
run;" and that " I address world opinion as a whole. I appeal f o r understanding 
of the exceptional conditions which occurred i n Poland, of emergency measures which 
have become necessary. Our actions endanger nobody. Their only o b j e c t i v e i s to 
remove i n t e r n a l threats and thereby to prevent dangers to peace and i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
co-operation. We intend.to keep the concluded, t r e a t i e s and agreements." Those 
speakers a l s o d i d not heed what was stated e a r l i e r by representatives of t h e i r own 
countries who', r a t i o n a l l y motivated, were showing much concern over the d e s t i n y of 
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Poland, overwhelmed at that time by chaos ?jid anarchy. Let me at t h i s point 
quote again the words c f the Prime M i n i s t e r c f my Government when he spoke 
on 24 December l a s t year: "Let every one of us i n h i s ovm conscience f i n d a frank 
answer today to he question: v/hat v;as 1 о land heading for'' Hew long could a 
country survive torn every day by o t r i k e s , hot from tensions, immersing i n the 
climate of a r t i f i c i a l l y f l a r e d up hatred? I address t h i s question a l s o to those 
f o r e i g n quarters which already about a f o r t n i g h t ago advised the Poles to set to 
work, to restore order and d i s c i p l i n e . Today the same quarters n o i s i l y deplore 
the measures which have been talcen -precisely to t h i s end. One can have the 
impression that i t i s i n somebody's i n t e r e s t to maire Poland a country of chaos, an 
insolvent debtor, a sid-c organism, of the continent". 

To some delegations i n the Committee, a l l thJ.s i s of l i t t l e importance. They 
have t h e i r own information from t h e i r own sources, which are net .the only c r e d i b l e 
rnes, and nobody i s e n t i t l e d t c know where and who i t com.es from. Pdght here, 
at t h i s forum of m u l t i l a t - ^ r a l disarmament ne g o t i a t i o n s , we are being accused of 
v i o l a t i o n s nf human r i g h t s , but s l y l y ignored i s the f a c t that the P o l i s h a u t h o r i t i e s 
have n o t i f i e d the United Nations Secretary-General of the i n t r o d u c t i o n of m a r t i a l 
law, i n f u l l conformity with a r t i c l e 4 of the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Covenant on C i v i l and 
P o l i t i c a l Rights, which admits the r i g h t of derogation from i t s c b l i g a t i o n s i f 
p u b l i c emergency requires i t . 

We are being subjected to pressures, blaclanail and economic r e s t r i c t i o n s , 
threatened and a^-cused of v i c l a t i n g the Helsinlci F i n a l Act. And y e t , t h i s very 
dociment solemnly s t a t e s , i n t ^ r a l i a , t.hat: "The States P a r t i e s s h a l l respect 
the sovereign e q u a l i t y and i n d i v i d u a l character of each of them, as w e l l as a l l the 
r i g h t s c o n s t i t u t i n g sovereignty and comprised i n i t , i n c l u d i n g , i n p a r t i c u l a r , the 
r i g h t of every State to e q u a l i t y before the law, t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y , as well as 
freedom and p o l i t i c a l independence. They s h a l l equally respect the r i g h t of each of 
them to f r e e l y determining t h e i r p o l i t i c a l , s o c i a l , econcnic and c u l t u r a l systems, 
and the r i g h t to promulgate laws and r e g u l a t i o n s " . I wauld l i k e to ask who i s the 
one'who i s v i o l a t i n g the F i n a l Act c f Helsinlci? Is i t the one vrho promulgates lavis 
that he considers as indispensable f o r th s a l v a t i o n of h i s nation's statehood 
and f o r maintaining s t a b i l i t y on the continent, or rather the one who annovmces 
the world over that such an a c t i o n i s not what he l i k e s and b r u t a l l y demands, even 
i n t h i s room, t c change these laws according to h i s wishes? 

In the i n t e r v e n t i o n s c f some delegations here, v/e have heard polemics casting 
doubt on the f a c t that the i n t r o d u c t i o n of m a r t i a l law i n Poland i s e x c l u s i v e l y 
Poland's i n t e r n a l a f f a i r . But today, a f t e r having l i s t e n e d to the statement 
by Mr. Rostow, I think I understand b e t t e r the purpose of such polemics. They serve 
to create i n t h i s Committee a r t i f i c i a , l problems vjhich v/ould provide a soreen to malee us 
us b e l i e v e hovj g r e a t l y j u s t i f i e d are m i l i t a r y budget increases, the production of 
new kinds of vreapons and how important i s the struggle cf the "free vrorld" a.gainst 
the "threat of commvmism". 

Are we not given to unders-liand that the Committee cn Disarmament i s not much 
more than just a group of "noble and bold defenders of democracy, j u s t i c e and 
freedom i n the world" and, on the other hand, a group composed of an "oppressor v;ith 

http://com.es


CD/PV.155 
16 

(l-Ir. Su.ika, Poland) 

i m p e r i a l ambitions" and a handful of "oppressed" States, so oppressed that they 
do not even dare" admit i t ? The r e s t are those non-informed ones -/ho are i n need 
of guidance and i n s t r u c t i o n from the "v/ise free vrorld" as to who i s who and vjhat 
he i s aiming at. 

The attempts to make the s i t u a t i o n i n Pcland an i n t e r n a t i o n a l issue a l s o serve 
some delegations as grounds f o r g i v i n g us advice, d i r e c t i v e s and c o n d i t i o n s , which, 
they thiols, should be f u l f i l l e d hy Poland to b r i n g back her c r e d i b i l i t y and restore 
a good climate f o r disarmament neg o t i a t i o n s . The d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of 
the Federal Republic of Gemany has done so i n the c l e a r e s t way. One i s almost 
tempted to remark that advice and reconmendations, i f they are not asked f o r , can 
only be given i n one'îs ovm house. However, i t i s r a t h e r u n b e f i t t i n g to o f f e r them 
to others v/ithout being i n v i t e d to do so. This ha,3 p a r t i c u l a r importance i n 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s . liy delegation has asked n e i t h e r the delegation of the 
Federal Republic of Germany nor any other f o r advice or recommendations as to when" 
and vhy and viith v h o m we are to negotiate i n Poland. I f the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the Federal Republic-of Germany has presented h i m s e l f here as an 
expert i n the sociology of hviman r e l a t i o n s , may I ask him v/hy ho did not advise h i s 
ovm Government hov/ to cope v/ith unemployment or how to prevent d i s c r i m i n a t i o n i n the 
employment of " p o l i t i c a l l y suspected" elements i n h i s ovm covintry? Me i n Poland 
s t i l l remember very v/ell the advice and i n s t r u c t i o n s regarding the s o - c a l l e d Gdsinsk 
c o r r i d o r given to Poland 45 years a.go by a State v/hose succession v^as claimed a f t e r 
the v/ar by those p o l i t i c a l forces v/hich contributed to l a y i n g the foundations of 
the Federal Republic of Germany. The Government of Poland of that time did not 
follov/ that "advice". H i s t o r y knov/s v/hat follcv/ed. 

Me remember t h i s lesson c f h i s t o r y remarkably v/ell and t h i s i s v/hy w e f i r m l y 
demand that no covmtry should ever o f f e r such i n s t r u c t i o n s to another and that 
States and nations should co-operate v/ith each other i n an atmosphere of mutual 
respect. The representative of the Federal Republic of Germany even a v a i l e d 
himself of the opportunity of c a l l i n g the c o n s t i t u t i o n a l Government of my covjntry a 
" m i l i t a r y regime". Such a term i s not even being used by the members of h i s o\m 
Government. I r o n i c a l l y enough, he used t h i s term v/hen expressing hope f o r a 
"return of the atmosphere of confidence". Hr. Rostow, i n t u r n , could not help 
c a l l i n g , the Prime I l i n i s t e r of my c o n s t i t u t i o n a l Government a " m i l i t a r y d i c t a t o r " . 
This seems, indeed, a p e c u l i a r viay of r e s t o r i n g mutual confidence. 

I eçme from a coimtry v/hich may be poor and i s c e r t a i n l y much poorer than the 
country Hr. Rostow comes from, but i t possesses a high sense of d i g n i t y and I v / i l l 
t herefore not tal:e advantage of the r i g h t of r e c i p r o c i t y and w i l l not use abusive 
terms v/hen r e f e r r i n g to the Chief of Mr. Rostov/'s Government. To my mind i t i s 
inadmissible to use offentrive language i n the mutual r e l a t i o n s of representatives 
of S t a t e s , because, v/hen epit h e t s come i n , then, obviously, arguments must be 
l a c k i n g . Let me remark that i t v/as quite easy f o r the United States representative 
t c v/ield the arguments of pov/er \/hen he t r i e d to i n d o c t r i n a t e us on matters 
unrelated to the agenda of the Committee. I t v/as much more d i f f i c u l t f o r him, as 
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pointed out Ъу the dis t i n g u i s h e d amЪassadorc of the Soviet Union, Hungary, B u l g a r i a 
and the Geman Democratic Repuhlic, to use the power of h i s arguments vrhen he, 
a l t h o u ^ b r i e f l y , touched upon the agenda items. 

I xiTOuld not l i k e to talte more of the Committee's time f o r matters imrelated to 
the agenda and w i l l therefore confine myself i n the fina.l part of my i n t e r v e n t i o n 
to quoting a small excerpt from the statement made by the Prime M i n i s t e r of my 
Government, V o j c i e c h J a r u z e l s k i , at the session of the P o l i s h Parliament held 
on '25 January t h i s year: 'Ve are a c t i n g i n a h i g h l y complicated i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
s i t u a t i o n . I s h a l l speal: openly without diplomatic s u b t l e t i e s . I t vac here, 
i n Poland, that the process of dismantling the post-war balance of force i n Europe 
and, by the came token, i n the \7orld, was to str,rú. In the dri v e f o r 
d e s t a b i l i z a t i o n , f o r gaining u n i l a t e r a l supremacy, i t was stalced on crushing the 
foundations of peace i n Europe, i . e . , on the Y a l t a and Potcdam agreements. The 
cost of that plan would have to be paid by the Poles. This o b j e c t i v e was made 
impossible to be implemented before 15 December. I t i s now t r i e d to be achieved 
by means of t h r e a t s , boycotts and the so - c a l l e d sanctions. 

\/e vrelcome w i t h r e c o g n i t i o n the r e a l i s t i c , f a r - s i g h t e d p o l i c y of those 
Governments and those p o l i t i c a l , economic and f i n a n c i a l c i r c l e s which have opposed 
the d i c t a t e , and which are detemined to defend the r i g h t to talcing sovereign 
d e c i s i o n s . Ue note t h i s today and we s h a l l w e l l remember i t f o r the fu t u r e . 

Unfortunately, other States of the ii o r t h A t l a n t i c Treaty A l l i a n c e have' launched 
a psychological and propaganda, v;ar against Poland. The economic axiu the food 
weapon has been ap p l i e d . I t i s being maintained that the economic sanctions are 
directed against the Government of the P o l i s h People's Republic, against the 
M i l i t a r y Council f o r ITational S a l v a t i o n . This i s not true. In the f i n a l count 
those sanctions are directed aga.inst the P o l i s h people. Against every Pole. The 
target of the sanctionc i s c l e a r : to paralyse the P o l i c h economj'', to malee impossible 
coming out from the c r i s i s , to starve the nation i n t o surrender, to provoke an 
i n t e r n a l c o n f l i c t . That i s the measure of the so-called humanitarian approach. 
That i s a lesson which we have to l e a r n by heart. The Poles a-re to be punished 
because they did not l e t construct in. the heart of Europe a s a c r i f i c i a l pyre on vihich 
t h e i r State v/ac to be burned, becauce at l e a s t once they turned out to be wiser 
before the l o s s . 

Hypocrisy knov/s no boundaries. A Government which f o r years has been 
torpedoing the a p p l i c a t i o n of sanctions against the greatest concentration camp, 
that i c , the Republic of South A f r i c a , does not h e c i t a t e to apply sanctions against 
Poland. 

The head of the P o l i s h Government has not demanded the release from American 
prisons of hand-cuffed leaders of the a i r t r a f f i c c o n t r o l l e r s union, the P o l i s h 
Government did not malee statements concerning an assessment of the respect f o r human 
r i g h t s i n northern I r e l a n d . Tlie P o l i s h Parliament has not discussed vfhether a ban 
on p e r f o m i n g a job by people of inconvenient vievo, i n force i n the Federal Republic 
of Gemany, i s compatible v;ith the Universal D e c l a r a t i o n of Human Rights. Ue 
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observe the p r i n c i p i o оГ non-interlerence i n the i n t e r n a l a f f a i r s of other 
States, we h?.vo the r i g h t to expect r e c i p r o c i t y . D i c t a t e s by c e r t a i n 
countries as to \fho i n Poland i s to negotia-te and vrith uh'̂ m are 'simply r i d i c u l o u s 
and anachronic. I t \fas l i l ; e that i n the past century when the metropolises 
spoke i n such a manner to t h e i r c o l o n i e s . 

Uever i n h i s t o r y ha.ve the Poles y i e l d e d to a f o r e i g n ultimatum. Apparently, 
not every one abroad can understand our h i s t o r y , our sense of pride and d i g n i t y . 
There are controversies and c o n f l i c t s i n our country, but no outside forces 
w i l l s e t t l e them. 

Likewise, v/e r e j e c t the i n s i n u a t i o n that a l l e g e d l y the d e c i s i o n on 
i n s t i t u t i n g m a r t i a l lav/ v/as imposed upon us and i n s p i r e d . Attempts are being 
made at spreading the b e l i e f that a s o c i a l i s t - , sovereign covintry v/ith a m i l l e n a r y 
h i s t o r y of i t s statehood, a covmtry having a strong amy, i s a c h i l d that must 
be led by the hand. The t r u t h i s that the d e c i s i o n v/as ours, that i t was talcen on 
the b a s i s of our ov/n assessment and implemented on our ov/n. 

I t i s to be regretted that the r o l e of the main organizer of a n t i - P o l i s h 
a c t i o n s has been tal:en on by the present Government of the United States, a 
covrntry \7ith which Poland i s linlced by bonds of t r a d i t i o n a l f r i e n d s h i p . ¥e are 
not g i v i n g up hope f o r a r e t u r n to r e a l i s m there." I t r u s t that the quoted t e x t 
provides a c l e a r r e p l y to each of those v/ho have touched here upon my covmtry'с 
a f f a i r s . 

Before concluding, I v/ould l i k e to re t u r n b r i e f l y to the question of 
"lin k a g e " . Sharing the c r i t i c a l viev/ on "linl:age" expressed here by many 
delegations, my delegation v/ishes to r e i t e r a t e i t s p o s i t i o n that the 
Committee on Disarmament has been c a l l e d upon by the i n t e r n a t i o n a l commimity 
to conduct m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on the cessation of the arms race, on 
disarmament agreements i n a v/orld j u s t as i t i s , w i t h the membership of States as 
decided f o u r years ago, i n mutual respect f o r t h e i r e q u a l i t y and par t n e r s h i p , as 
w e l l as f o r the s p e c i f i c i t y of t h e i r s o - : i o - p o l i t i c a l systems and membership 
i n m i l i t a r y and p o l i t i c a l b l o c s or the non-aligned movement. Let no one t r y to 
teach or change anyone. \Ie have enough v/ork and the time i s short. I f u l l y 
agree v/ith the dis t i n g u i s h e d representative of Mexico v/ho, i n h i e 'statement 
on 2 February, s a i d , i n t e r a l i a , t h a t : "... to a.ccept the 'linicage' argument ... 
v/ould mean that there could never, or v i r t u a l l y never, be serious negotiations 
on disarmament." As to some "experts" who t r y to impose on the Committee the 
" l i n l i a g e " argument, I v/ovild l i k e to ask them the f o l l o w i n g question: i f every one 
of us a p p l i e s such a method, and everybody has such a r i g h t , s h a l l v/e be able 
to f v i l f i l l the expectations v/hich the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community has linlced v/ith 
the Committee on Disarmament? Such a question i s j u s t i f i e d not only because of 
our previous experience, but a l s o because of the perspectives v/hich emerge from 
some statements made so f a r i n our debate. 

Guided by the supreme i n t e r e s t of peace and i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c v i r i t y , my 
delegation .declares i t s readiness f o r a c t i v e p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n the common endeavour 
f o r the Committee to keep i t s r o l e of a n e g o t i a t i n g forum. V7e v/ould l i l c e to 
express our deep c o n v i c t i o n that i t i s not too l a t e f o r t h i s y e t . 

The CHAira^IAIT: I thanic you f o r the kind v/ords you addressed to the Chair. I 
nov/ give the f l o o r to the representative of Venezuela, Ambassador ITavarro. 
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Mr. NAVARRO (Venezuela) (translated from Spanish); Mr. Chairman, f i r s t of a l l , 
I would like to congratulate you on your assumption of the Chairmanship of this 
Committee; we also extend our congratulations to your predecessor, 
Ambassador Sani of Indonesia, for the s k i l l with which he has guided our work 
at last month's meetings. We also welcome the distinguished colleagues who have 
joined us to carry out the important work of the Committee on Disarmament and wish 
to express our sympathy to the delegation of Italy on the death of 
Ambassador Cordero di Montezemolo. 

The purpose of our statement today is to give a brief introduction to the 
document which our delegation has seen f i t to present to the Committee on 
Disarmament and which, thanks to excellent co-ordination by the Secretariat, is 
available in a l l working languages. 

This is document CD/238, which is entitled "Statement concerning the consequences 
of the use of nuclear weapons" and is the result of the study on this subject requested 
by Pope John Paul II from the Pontifical Academy of Sciences. 

The study was prepared by a group of I 4 specialized scientists from different 
countries and, as soon as i t was completed. His Holiness John Paul II transmitted 
i t directly to the leaders of the nuclear Powers and, through the Papal Nunciature, 
to the other countries of the international community. 

Thanks to i t s content and especially to the spiritual authority of His Holiness, 
this study, which was carried out_by the Pontifical Academy of Sciences, supplements 
the other studies prepared by governmental and non-governmental organizations in 
this f i e l d . 

After reading this document, we reaffirm our conviction that nuclear weapons 
are unjustifiable and that i t is also unjustifiable to claim that peace can be 
achieved on the basis of a threat of such magnitude. 

We consider that peace is to be found in the union of peoples in a l l aspects ' 
of human l i f e and that acceptance of this fact will enable us to achieve the 
objective of disarmament and the other great goals mankind has set i t s e l f with a 
view to complete development. 

The problem of nuclear weapons is not only that they threaten the survival 
of mankind, but also that they hamper i t s over-all progress. 

With these few words, we have tried to draw attention to the relationship 
between disarmament and the other aspects of human l i f e , with the intention of 
putting disarmament back into i t s proper perspective so that we may work for 
disarmament in this Committee, but with our sights set on mankind's supreme ideals. 

In conclusion, I should like to say that our delegation will address the 
Committee at another time in order to explain i t s position with respect to the 
items on the agenda. 

The CHAIRMAN; I thank you for the kind words you addressed to the Chair. 
I now give the Floor to the representative of Algeria, Ambassador Sálah-Bey. 
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Mr. SALAH-BEY (Algeria) (translated from French); Mr. Chairman, I should . 
like f i r s t of a l l to express ray delegation's satisfaction at seeing the 
representative of Iran occupy the office of Chairman of the Committee. I 
congratulate you wholeheartedly and assure you once again that my delegation is 
fully prepared to co-operate with you. My congratulations are also addressed 
to Ambassador Sani of the Indonesian delegation on the manner in which he 
presided over our work. It also gives me pleasure to welcome our colleagues to 
the Committee on Disarmament and wish them every success in their task. Orte 
of our former colleagues, Ambassador Cordero di Montezemolo, has passed away; 
I should like to associate my delegation with the condolences which have been 
addressed to the delegation of Italy, and request that they be transmitted to ' 
Ambassador di Montezemolo's family. 

A l l the member delegations of the Committee on Disarmament agree that the 
international situation has worsened since the end of the Committee's summer 
session. Of courpe, opinions vary as to the reasons for that deterioration. 
We a l l seem to agree that discussion of this point need not be prolonged, but 
i t i s s t i l l worthwhile to emphasize once again that there i s a relationship 
between the arms race and the worsening of international tension and, consequently, 
worthwhile to raise the question of the real purpose of the single multilateral 
negotiating body in the f i e l d of disarmament, the Committee on Disarmament.-

Speakers periodically take the floor to explain to us that, since international 
tension i s on the increase, this Power or that is obliged to build up i t s means 
of destroying or deterring i t s potential adversary. 

Similarly, we are assured that what is conventionally called the arms race 
is nothing more than the legitimate pursuit of military parity. 

My delegation has had occasion to state.the reasons why i t refuses to recognize 
the inevitability of the arms race and the pursuit of military parity or 
superiority, which both lead to the unacceptable conclusion that a l l genuine 
disarmament efforts w i l l be unsuccessful. 

We note that there has not been any session of the Committee on Disarmament 
at which delegations have not drawn attention to the worsening of international 
tension. Unfortunately, our Committee's work suffers from the fact that the 
major military Powers continue to s t i r up international tension and to escalate 
the arms race. 

The Committee on Disarmament is beset by a number of dangers. The danger of 
paralysis i s certainly the most obvious, as i t would set the seal on the f u t i l i t y 
of multilateral disarmament negotiations.- Our work has not reached this terminal 
stage, even though virtually no progress has been-made on various agenda items 
and, in particular, the f i r s t two. 

The second danger would be to turn this Committee into a platform that would' 
relay the attacks and accusations made by one side against the other. -Such 
attitudes are exactly the opposite of negotiation and polemical exchanges are 
no substitute for negotiations. We cannot but consider them a screen that i l l 
disguises the refusal genuinely to tackle the fundamental items on the Ckwnmittee 
agenda. 
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The dramatic trend towards confrontation highlights the deadlock of a system 
of international relations that i s based on zones of influence divided betvjeen 
the two blocs. This approach, whereby international peace and security depend 
solely on trust between the blocs and tht fate of the majority of mankind is 
linked to that of a particular region, cannot f a i l to have direct consequences on 
the disarmament effort and the work of the Committee on Disarmament. 

A concept of international peace in which tho settlement of disputes necessarily 
involves accommodation between major Powers is dangerous, for, when i t is successful, 
i t restricts the relative benefits of détente to a particular region, at the 
expense of the rest of the world. 

The so-called period of détente, which has been confined to the pol i t i c a l 
sphere and has involved attempts to establish a balance of power, has proved 
incapable of preserving peace and s t i l l less of slowing the arms race. What is 
least surprising is that, during this period., there has been a qualitative and 
quantitative acceleration of the arras race. 

Every year, we have watched, helpless, as increasingly sophisticated, 
increasingly murderous and increasingly costly weapons have been developed. The 
arms race in outer space and in the oceans is taking on new dimensions that are 
a further source of tension. New weapons technologies lead to dangerous tactical 
and strategic changes which, with every passing day, lower the probability threshold 
of nuclear disaster. We seem to be moving further and further away from the 
objective of general and complete disarmament, which has been on tho agenda of 
the international organizations for several decades. 

The existence of nuclear arsenals is now regarded as tha most serious threat 
to the future of mankind. The strategy of nuclear deterrence, allegedly standing 
as a guarantee for the maintenance of international peace and security, carries 
v/ith i t the seeds of endless competition in the sphere of nuclear weapons. 
Instead of encouraging détente, i t increases mistrust between the partners and 
stirs up the ideological differences of che two blocs. It underpins the policy 
of zones of influence and feeds the rivalry between the blocs. 

S t i l l more absurd, the enormous waste of human, material and financial 
resources, to which this policy gives rise i s a huge drain on the world economy, 
to the detriment of economic and social development. 

It i s true that a system of international security cannot bo built on nuclear 
arsenals and undeniable that any progress made in the disarmament effort will 
create favourable conditions for widening and strengthening genuine détente. 

In painting a rather grim picture of the international situation, our aim is 
not to add to the general pessimism; but the gravity and seriousness of the 
situation do not allow us to overlook the dangers that threaten us. 

Anxiety and concern at the arras race which is now part of our daily environment 
increasingly find expression in the form of collective awareness of the need to 
avert nuclear catastrophe. 
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The demonstrations in favour of disarmament that have taken place in many 
countries in recent months are encouraging symptoms of the refusal passively to 
accept the risks for the survival of mankind created by the policy of nuclear 
deterrence. 

In my delegation's opinion, this widespread protest movement which has no 
p o l i t i c a l , ideological or geographical frontiers cannot be regarded merely as a 
demonstration by fringe elements which have lost contact vdth reality. It i s , 
on the contrary, "one of the greatest p o l i t i c a l promises of the day" and we must 
take account of this deep and legitimate desire to live in a world without 
constant fear of catastrophe. 

This demand for genuine, immediate disarmament, which is being voiced by ever 
wider sectors of public opinion, echoes the many recommendations and resolutions 
of international bodies in favour of disarmament. Is there any need to recall, 
in this connection, as many speakers have done before me, that, at i t s latest 
session, the General Assembly adopted some 50 resoliitions on disarmament problems? 

Without any doubt, the present session of the Committee is of particular 
importance, as i t - i s being held on the eve of the second special session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. While we believe that the Committee is 
not obliged to carry out a l l the tasks entrusted to i t before the second special 
session, we do not see how i t can go before the General Assembly with no 
significant results whatever to report. 

It cannot be denied that the absence of positive results would considerably 
reduce the Committee's credibility and give rise to doubts about the effectiveness 
of the machinery set up at the f i r s t special session. And yet, at the outset, 
this machinery seemed bound to succeed: for the f i r s t time, the five nuclear 
Powers were seated around a negotiating table; the framework for achieving general 
and complete disarmament was outlined in the Final Document adopted by consensus 
at the f i r s t special session and the principles, objectives and priorities were 
clearly defined; and many studies were carried out in various disarmament spheres. 

How then can we explain the fact that, after four years of negotiations, 
none of the recommendations of the f i r s t special session devoted to disarmament 
has really been implemented? 

We can, unfortunately, see no other explanation than the lack of p o l i t i c a l 
w i l l and determination on the part of the major Powers. V/e are more and more; 
convinced that p o l i t i c a l w i l l i s , at the present stage, the decisive factor for 
genuine negotiations on disarmament measures. 

How i s i t that, after three annual sessions, the Committee on Disarmament has 
not even been able to begin formal negotiations on the top priority items of a 
comprehensive nuclear test ban and the cessation of the arms race which have been 
on the agenda for negotiations for two decades and a l l aspects of which have been 
explored? 
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Furthermore, how can one f a i l to judge severely the intransigence of some 
nuclear Powers which have not changed their unilateral declarations aimed at 
providing security guarantees for the non-nuclear-weapon States, but have imposed 
further obligations upon the latter! How can the nuclear-weapon Powers be so 
indifferent to the security concerns of the non-nuclear-weapon States and, in 
particular, those which have refused to throw in their lot with either of the two 
superpowers, without thereby incurring harsh judgements of their attitude? 

Now that the dangers of a resumption of the chemical arms race are becoming 
clear, we wonder what logical basis there may be for refusing to give the 
Working Group on Chemical Weapons a more specific mandate to enable i t to negotiate 
the text of a convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons. We are, however, 
avfare that, thanks to the results obtained by the V/orking Group, we are closer to 
an agreement on chemical weapons than to any other measure within the purview of 
the (k>mmittee on Disarmament. 

We also wonder whether we shall be in a position to submit for adoption at the 
second special session devoted to disarmament the Comprehensive Programme of 
Disarmament whose elements have been defined by the Disarmament Commission? 
Because of the l i t t l e time we have lef t and the remaining differences of opinion, 
we see no cause for optimism, despite the efforts made by the member countries of 
the Group of 21. 

These are questions to which we can find no other answer than the lack of 
will to hold genuine negotiations. 

The fact is — and this is what is most regrettable — that some Powers 
obstinately continue to regard disarmament as something which depends on their 
mission in the world and give no credit to the multilateral approach. 

My delegation has had occasion to reject this conception. It has also had 
occasion to stress the fact that the great military Powers bear particular 
responsibility for safeguarding peace in the world. 

My delegation is thus of the opinion that the Committee on Disarmament must 
fully shoulder i t s responsibility in the preparation of disarmament measures. 
Bilateral or regional efforts should, of course, be encouraged and we welcome 
any agreement reached within such a framework. Such efforts can, however, not be 
a substitute for the work ef the Committee on Disarmament and, s t i l l less, serve 
as a pretext for preventing this negotiating body from carrying out i t s principal 
task. 

My delegation i s convinced that the system of ad hoc Working groups is the 
only means of conducting substantive negotiations o n the various items on the 
Committee's agenda. It is therefore of the opinion that the four ad hoc working 
groups should be re-established so that they may immediately resume their work 
under their existing terms of reference, while the Committee on Disarmament 
considers the question of widening those terms. We have in mind, in particular, 
the terms of reference of the Ac Hoc VJorking Group on Chemical Weapons. 
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We also firmly hope that the Committee on Disarmament w i l l be able to reach a 
consensus without delay on the creation of two working groups to negotiate a 
nuciear-test-ban treaty and to work out measures to halt the arms race. As we 
a l l know, these are two questions of the highest priority that l i e at the heart of 
the disarmament issue. Is there any need to recall that, last year, the 
United Nations General Assembly again urged, in i t s resolutions 56/84, 36/85, 
36/92 E and 36/92 F, that negotiations on these two questions should take place as 
a matter of priority at the 1982 session of the Commission on Disarmament? 

With regard to chemical weapons, another important question whose priority is 
second only to that of nuclear weapons, we are convinced that, thanks to the 
remarkable work carried out by the Working Group, positive results may be achieved 
i f a l l the participants accept the necessary mutual concessions on pending issues. 

Despite the scant progress made by the Ac Hoc Working Group on Negative 
Security Assurances, my delegation believes that this Group should continue i t s 
work because we are convinced that an agreement can be reached i f some nuclear-
weapon States reconsider their positions from the standpoint of the general interest 
and take into account the concern of the non-nuclear-weapon States for their 
security. 

The Working Group on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament should seek 
to reach a comprehensive agreement on concrete disarmament measures in clearly 
defined stages according to a specific time-table. To be effective, this 
agreement should embody a formula that creates an obligation for States in relation 
to the implementation of the agreed measures. My delegation firmly supports 
the proposals contained in working paper CD/223, which i s , in our view, re a l i s t i c 
and constructive. We sincerely hope that an agreement can be submitted for 
adoption at the second special session devoted to disarmament, as we are sure that 
this would be an essential element for imparting new momentura to disarmament. 

Finally, although we do not attach top priority to negotiations on radiological 
weapons, we consider that progress can be made i f the positions of the various 
groups are taken into account in a genuinely constructive s p i r i t . 

• My country has always militated in favour of reducing the tension between 
the blocs, the disappearance of military alliances and the peaceful settlement of 
disputes between States. My delegation represents a non-aligned country, which, 
together with many other countries, defends the right of the vast majority of the 
population of our planet to benefit from economic and social progress and to live 
without fear of the threat of world war. 

Many studies have stressed the close dependent links between development and 
disarmament and we share the conviction that disarmament and the pursuit of peace 
are indissolubly bound together. Despite the d i f f i c u l t i e s and obstacles that 
stand in the way of decisive progress i n our work, my delegation fervently hopes 
that the ideals of peace among nations, the development of peoples and the 
establishment of a more just international society w i l l carry the day against the 
temptations of power and domination. 
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The CHAim'iAiT: I thanl-: you f o r t h e k i n d words you addressed to the Chair. 
I now give the f l o o r to t h e representative of Burma, Ambassador liaunc iiaung Üyi. 

I) I'lAUITG MUMG GYI (Burma); F i r s t of a l l , may I take t h i s opportunity to 
express the Burmese delecation's appreciation f o r the effectiv'e and i m p a r t i a l 
manner with which the business of t í i i s Committee i s being conducted by you, 
Mr. Chairman. Ify delegation i s confident that progress w i l l be made under your 
able chairmanship. 

Befoie I embark upon the substantive p a r t of niy statement, I would also l i k e 
to thanic those d i s t i n g u i s h e d representatives who have spolcen before me f o r t h e i r 
k i n d words i n welconinG me to t h e i r midst, together with those of our colleagues 
who, l i k e me, have r e c e n t l y j o i n e d t h i s Committee. I f e e l that i t i s щу p r i v i l e g e 
to assume щу r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s a s щу country's representative to the Committee on 
Disarmament and to p a r t i c i p a t e i n i t s work, which i s so important f o r the future 
o f the e n t i r e mankind. Despite the m a n y obstacles we may encounter and the 
challenges we may face, i t i s our earnest hope that progress can b e achieved during 
t h i s session which i s commensurate with the devotion and e f f o r t that a l l delegations 
are p u t t i n g i n t o our work. 

In every f i e l d of h u m a n endeavour i t i s necessary at c e r t a i n times to t a l c e 

stoclc of the s i t u a t i o n . For t h i s reason i i y delegation f e e l s that we should also 
make our views l o i o w n l i k e the many other delegations which have done so i n t h e i r 
i n t e r v e n t i o n s since t h i s Committee b e ^ a n i t s present session on 2 February. This, 
we f e e l , i s a l l the m o r e necessary considering that the Committee w i l l be 
approaching during the present session t h e tn-;entieth year since i t s o r i g i n a l 
i n c e p t i o n . We must also bear i n mind t h a t there i s l i t t l e time l e f t before we 
report to the second s p e c i a l session of the General Asseubly devoted to 
disarmament. 

I f we look at our achievements, i n retrospect, we are o b l i g e d to j o i n the 
chorus of voices that i s heard around t h i s table since the Committee began i t s 
present session that our achievements f a l l f a r short of our goals and o b j e c t i v e s . 
In saying so, we do not underrate the importance of a ¿ T e e m e n t s reached so f a r f o r 
i t has talcen years of painstalcin¿; e f f o r t s i n t h e i r n e g o t i a t i o n s , lío doubt they are 
s i g i i f i c a n t i n themselves. However, substantive measures on disarmament have to be 
r e a l i z e d i f we are to mal:e headwsy towards the f i n a l goal of general and complete 
disarmament. At the згипе time we are not operating i n a s t a t i c environment. The 
momentum and magnitude of the continuing arms race f a r outvjeigli thJ.s Committee's 
e f f o r t s on disarmarjent and i s laalcinü- our task ever more d i f f i c u l t . 

As the s i n g l e m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i n g forum on disameunent, t h i s Committee, 
t h o u ^ t e c h n i c a l l y autonomous, owes i t s r e s p o n s i b i l i t y to the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
community and i t s l i n l c w i t h the United Nations through i t s r e s o l u t i o n s i s an 
indispensable element of i t s f u n c t i o n i n g process. V/ithout the guidelines set out 
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f o r us by the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community, we would be s a i l i n g i n an uncharted sea. 
Minimizing the inportance or underrating the s i g n i f i c a n c e of United Nations-
r e s o l u t i o n s v / i l l not do j u s t i c e to our vjork. 

The mandate vvhich the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community set out f o r us at the 
f i r s t s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament and which i s 
embodied i n the F i n a l Document -provides an i n t e g r a t e d and vmiversal strategy f o r 
disarmament that has the vjidest support and approval of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l communi-ty. 
I t i s incumbent итюп us to t r a n s l a t e the p r i n c i p l e s embodied i n the F i n a l Document 
i n t o an i n t e g r a t e d programme of a c t i o n . The work that v/e do here during the time 
that i s l e f t before the opening of the second s p e c i a l session w i l l have a 
s i g n i f i c a n t bearing on i t s outcome. I t i s important that ve do our utmost to 
f u l f i l our commitments vrhich the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community so anxiously expects of us. 
Ve should a l s o bear i n mind that the e s s e n t i a l i n g r e d i e n t that i s necessary f o r 
progress on negotiations i s the p o l i t i c a l w i l l of States, without which a l l our 
e f f o r t s here w i l l not amount to very much. 

Much has been s a i d about the d e t e r i o r a t i o n of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l p o l i t i c a l 
climate and i t s bearing on disarmament. I t cannot be doubted that a favourable 
p o l i t i c a l atmosphere creates mu-tual t r u s t and confidence between States vihich i s 
conducive to the success of disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s . This l o g i c has equal 
validi-fcy i n i t s reverse a p p l i c a t i o n . The recovirse to a vast build-up of m i l i t s i i y 
arsenals by the major Poviers, which was due to lack of mutual confidence, has now 
become, by the very nature of the ams race and the threat to t h e i r v i t a l s e c u r i t y 
i n t e r e s t s , the major obstacle to improvement of r e l a t i o n s betv/een them. Tangible 
r e s u l t s on diseimament could i n -fcum create conditions favourable to mu-tual t r u s t 
and confidence. Therefore, the d e t e r i o r a t i o n of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l p o l i t i c a l 
atmosphere should not be considered as a reason to defer negotiations on disamament, 
p a r t i c u l a r l y i n the f i e l d of s t r a t e g i c armaments. 

The foremost concern of the world today i s the p o s s i b i l i t y of a general nuclear 
war and the v i t a l importance of avoiding such a catastrophe to ensure the s u r v i v a l 
of mankind. So long as nuclear v;eapons e x i s t , t h e i r threat w i l l hang over manlcind 
l i k e the sword of Damocles and the danger of war by accident, m i s c a l c u l a t i o n or 
f a i l u r e of communications w i l l always be p o s s i b l e , f o r no one can say that the 
machines that c o n t r o l these weapons and the men who c o n t r o l the machines are 
i n f a l l i b l e . The se'-'rcli f o r s e c u r i t y by States through the a c q u i s i t i o n of nuclear 
weapons and t h e i r e v e r - i n c r e a s i n g accumulation threatens the s e c u r i t y of maiikind. 
For these reasons, nuclear disamament and the cessation of the nuclear arms race 
are the crux of the disamament issue. The cause of world peace and s e c u r i t y w i l l 
not therefore be served i f we tend to minimize the danger of a nuclear war or d i f f u s e 
the s o l u t i o n of nuclear disamament matters w i t h other aspects of disamament. 

The l i m i t a t i o n of the s t r a t e g i c comnonents of nuclear amaments i s an 
indispensable element i n the nuclear disamament process. Meaningful r e s t r a i n t s 
on the s t r a t e g i c ams race could create favourable conditions that covild have a 
p o s i t i v e e f f e c t on the prevention of the danger of a nuclear war and f a c i l i t a t e the 
process of nuclear disamament> High expectations were placed by the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
community on the r a t i f i c a t i o n of the S t r a t e g i c Ams L i m i t a t i o n Treaty. However, 
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these expectations were not r e a l i z e d due to s h i f t s i n the o r i e n t a t i o n of s t r a t e g i c 
doctrines and the p o l i t i c a l l e v e l decisions talcen i n t h e i r walce and a f e e l i n g of 
deep concern Ъу 'he i n t e r n a t i o n a l community i s r e f l e c t e d i n r e s o l u t i o n 5^/97 I 
adopted at the t h i r t y - s i x t h session of the United Nations General Assembly. 

The f i r s t s p e c i a l session of the u n i t e d Nations General Assemtoly devoted to 
disarmament declared that e f f e c t i v e measures of nuclear disannament and the 
prevention of nuclear war have the higliest p r i o r i t y and that i t was e s s e n t i a l to 
h a l t and reverse the nuclear arms race i n a l l i t s aspects i n order to avert the 
danger of war i n v o l v i n g nuclear weapons. I t i s therefore incumbent upon t h i s 
Committee during i t s present session s e r i o u s l y t c consider t h i s a l l - i m p o r t a n t i s s u e . 
The establishment of an ad hoc working group on nuclear disarmament, which i s long 
overdue, would provide an appropriate body t o conduct m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on 
concrete measures of nuclear disarmament. 

The p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear weapon t e s t s i s a p r i o r i t y item that must also be 
e f f e c t i v e l y resolved by t h i s Committee. I n t e r n a t i o n a l negotiations on the complete 
cessation of nuclear t e s t s began more than two decades ago — w e l l before the 
ince p t i o n of t h i s Committee — and, despite p e r s i s t e n t e f f o r t s i n t h i s as w e l l as 
i n other forums, i t has p e r s i s t e n t l y d e f i e d s o l u t i o n . Hopes were r a i s e d when the 
P a r t i a l Test Ban Treaty v a s sicned that i t would be a step towards a comprehensive 
t e s t ban, but these hopes were not to be r e a l i z e d and nuclear t e s t i n g , p a r t i c u l a r l y 
by the major nuclear Powers, continues without r e s p i t e . I t has been stressed time 
and time again that nuclear t e s t i n g by the major nuclear-weapon States i s being 
conducted with a view to f u r t h e r s o p h i s t i c a t i o n of t h e i r nuclear arsenals. 
Moreover, the e f f e c t that the v e r t i c a l p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear weapons have on 
the h o r i z o n t a l spread o f such weapons i s also an important f a c t o r that cannot be 
ignored. 

VThat i s now needed f o r an agreeiîBnt on a t e s t ban i s the p o l i t i c a l w i l l of the 
major nuclear Powers. In t h i s connection, i t i s pertinent to r e c a l l that, i n 1972, 
the Secretary-General declared that a l l the t e c h n i c a l aspects of the problem have 
been so f u l l y explored that only a p o l i t i c a l d e c ision i s now necessary i n order to 
achieve a f i n a l agreement. This has been mentioned again i n r e s o l u t i o n 56/84 of 
the t h i r t y - s i x t h session o f the General Assembly. 

In the past, f a i l u r e t o achieve a consensus f o r the establishment of an ad hoc 
working group i h t h i s Committee, as proposed" by the Group o f 21, has i n h i b i t e d 
substantive negotiations. V/hile the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r the cessation of nuclear 
weapon t e s t s l i e s with the nuclear-weapon States, there i s a i i n i v e r s a l concern by 
a l l States f o r the'early conclusion of a t e s t ban t r e a t y . Therefore, i n an issue 
of such u n i v e r s a l concern i t w o u l d be most p r o p i t i o u s to s e e k s o l u t i o n s through a 
m u l t i l a t e r a l approach and the establishment o f an ad hoc w o r k i n g group under an 
effective'memdate w o u l d be most a p p r o p r i a t e . 
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I -wish n o v to malee a few comments on the t o p i c a l subject which many of the 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d speakers before me have appropriately r e f e r r e d to as one of the most 
urgent issues that i s before t h i s Committee. The i n t e r n a t i o n a l community places 
great expectations on what sort of a comprehensive disarmaaent programme t h i s 
Committee w i l l present. Ve must l i v e up to i t s expectations i f we are to prove 
our worth as an e f f e c t i v e m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i n g forum and j u s t i f y our 
commitments to disarmament by the r e s o l u t i o n of t h i s a l l - i m p o r t a n t i s s u e . In our 
task we must f i r s t r e a l i z e that fundamental approaches and concepts must be 
r e c o n c i l e d i f we are to move forward i n working out the d e t a i l s of what a CPD 
should c o n s t i t u t e . 

In t h i s regard, my delegation would l i k e to j o i n other repres e n t a t i v e s , 
p a r t i c u l a r l y those of the Group of 21, i n urging a l l concerned to show p o l i t i c a l 
w i l l i n our j o i n t endeavours f o r the e v o l u t i o n of an acceptable comprehensive 
pro gramme. 

l i y delegation shares the consensus view of the Group of 21 that a tangible 
framework could be evolved i n accordance w i t h proposals contained i n the working 
papers submitted by the Group. We f e e l that t h i s i s a step i n the r i g h t d i r e c t i o n 
when we take account of the f a c t that these papers were formulated on the b a s i s of 
United Nations General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n s relevant to the work of t h i s Committee, 
p a r t i c u l a r l y the F i n a l Doc^ent, the report of the United Nations Disarmament 
Commission and the D e c l a r a t i o n of the 1980s as the Second Disarmament Decade. 

These are some of the thoughts that we would l i k e to express as the Committee 
begins i t s work f o r t h i s session. We w i l l , of course, during the course of the 
present session, elaborate our views f u r t h e r on these and other matters which are 
on the agenda of t h i s Committee. 

The CHAIRMAN; I thank you f o r the k i n d words you addressed to the Chair. 

We have exhausted the time a v a i l a b l e f o r the morning. I f there i s no 
o b j e c t i o n , I woxxld suggest that we suspend the plenary meeting now and resume i t 
t h i s afternoon at 5 p.m. 

The meetintT was suspended at 12.55 P»m« and resumed at 3 p.m. 

The CHAEQIAN: In the name of God, the Most Compassionate, the Most M e r c i f u l , 
the 155th plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament i s resumed. The Committee 
w i l l l i s t e n to the remaining spealeers i n s c r i b e d to talce the f l o o r today. I now 
give the f l o o r to the representative of Argentina, Ambassador Carasales. 
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Mr. CARASALES (Argentina) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Spanish): I should l i k e f i r s t , 
Mr. Chairman, t o express my s a t i s f a c t i o n at seeing you preside over the uork of 
t h i s Committee and to assure you of the f u l l e s t co-operation of the delegation 
of the Argentine Republic i n helping you to carry out your important task. At the 
same time, I should l i k e to express our g r a t i t u d e to Ambassador Sani of Indonesia 
f o r the very e f f i c i e n t and c o r d i a l manner i n which he presided over our d e l i b e r a t i o n s 
u n t i l the beginning of t h i s month. I should a l s o l i k e to add my welcome to the new 
representatives v/ho have joined t h i s Committee and to assure them that they w i l l 
receive the f u l l e s t co-operation from the delegation of the Argentine Republic. 
What I have s a i d so f a r has been a source of s a t i s f a c t i o n to me, but now i t i s my 
p a i n f u l duty to convey to the distin'îuished delegation of I t a l y the condolences of 
my delegation on the death of the d i s t i n g u i s h e d Ambassador Cordero de Montezemolo. 
I viould ask the I t a l i a n delegation to convey these sentiments to i t s Government and 
to the family of Ambassador Hontezemolo. 

In the statements which have been made so f a r i n t h i s Committee, there have been 
two coDunon themes, as I am sure we have a l l noticed. In the f i r s t place, speakers 
have emphasized the i n e l u c t a b l e f a c t that i n four months' time the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
community, as r e f l e c t e d i n the second s o e c i a l session of the General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament, w i l l embark on an in-depth study of one of the fundamental 
problems of our time, disarmauient, and i n e v i t a b l y , i t u i l l pronounce judgement on 
the task accomplished by the body e s p e c i a l l y responsible f o r achieving concrete 
r e s u l t s i n t h i s f i e l d , namely, the Committee on Disarmament. 

The second соштоп theme which has marked t h i s debate has been the general 
re c o g n i t i o n of the d e t e r i o r a t i o n i n the present-day i n t e r n a t i o n a l p o l i t i c a l 
c l i m a t e , with a readiness to a t t r i b u t e r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r that s i t u a t i o n . 
Accusations and counter-accusations, c r i t i c i s m s and r e b u t t a l s , have succeeded each 
other vjith unusual frequency and have r a d i c a l l y changed the tone of the 
d e l i b e r a t i o n s which, i n p r i n c i p l e , should revolve around the items on our agenda or, 
at any r a t e , around questions v/hich are s p e c i f i c a l l y w i t h i n the coinpetence of the 
Committee. 

True, none of the remarks I have j u s t made i s o r i i U n a l . They merely h i g h l i g h t 
a r e a l i t y which v/e cannot ignore, one v/hich we must face. 

The p o l i t i c i z a t i o n of a d i s c u s s i o n intended to be t e c h n i c a l i s not, per se, a 
negative f a c t o r . Disarmament i s not a subject that can be dealt v/ith outside the 
context of i n t e r n a t i o n a l events and t h e i r protagonists, p a r t i c u l a r l y those who, by 
t h e i r power and i n f l u e n c e , play a fundamental r o l e i n the process. Disarmament and 
s e c u r i t y are two .sides of the same c o i n . 

The perception each of us has of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n i n v/hich we are 
a l l involved i s c e r t a i n l y a v a l i d element i n our work. In any event, awareness of 
the i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n helps to prevent us fron becoming too immersed i n the 
consideration of the t o p i c s w i t h i n our competence, i n i s o l a t i o n from tho r e a l i t y 
v/hich surrounds us, a r e a l i t y v/hich v/e laust take i n t o account i f v/e are not to be 
disappointed through attempting the impossible. 

But i f a p o l i t i c a l debate o c c a s i o n a l l y has i t s value, t h i s value ceases i f i t 
i s prolonged i n time, absorbs our energies and becomes the constant theme of our 
d e l i b e r a t i o n s . A l l or nearly a l l representatives have already expressed t h e i r 
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viev/s, have evaluated the circumstances v/htch. dominate the internatjLohal. seene i n 
various parts of the world, have appraised s i t u a t i o n s and judged those responsible. 
To continue that exercise would be r e p e t i t i v e and counter-productive. I t i s to be 
hoped t h a t , once t h i s stage uhich i s perhaps necessary and even u s e f u l has been 
passed, the debates w i l l return to t h e i r normal course and enable us to devote our 
a t t e n t i o n , without d i s t r a c t i o n s , to v/hat c o n s t i t u t e s our short-term challenge: 
to make the maximum possible c o n t r i b u t i o n to the second s p e c i a l session of the 
General Assembly w i t h i n the l i m i t s of the meagre r e s u l t s achieved as a r e s u l t of 
o u r - e f f o r t s i n recent years. 

Unfortunately, we cannot escape that r e a l i t y . The r e s u l t s of the work of the 
Committee on Disarmament w i l l c e r t a i n l y ' n o t earn warm p r a i s e , and that i s 
p a r t i c u l a r l y serious i n the f i e l d of nuclear disarmament. 

There ought not to be any doubts about the urgency and p r i o r i t y of t h i s 
problem, and I have used the \rords "ought not" purposely because my delegation has 
heard i r i t h s u r p r i s e and bev/ilrterment, p a r t i c u l a r l y i n the Ad Hoc Uorking Group on a 
Comprehensive Programme o f Disarmament, c e r t a i n i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s i n the ooposite 
sense. 

The very concept of " n r i o r i t y " i m plies an order of preference and importanc2. 
To assign p r i o r i t y to a s e r i e s of questions coverin:^ nuclear weapons, other 
weapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n and conventional ueapons, i n c l u d i n g those which may be 
deemed to be e x c e s s i v e l y i n j u r i o u s or to have i n d i s c r i m i n a t e e f f e c t s , without 
e s t a b l i s h i n g a degree of hierarchy among them, i s to deorive the concept of p r i o r i t y 
of i t s content, f o r i f the e n t i r e range of questions i s assigned p r i o r i t y , then i n 
a c t u a l f a c t nothing has p r i c i t y . 

Vie have heard,' i n j u s t i f i c a t i o n of t h i s p o s i t i o n , a somewhat s t r a i n e d 
i n t e r p r e t a t i o n of the F i n a l Document. Uh i l e i t i s true that that Document, l i k e 
any other product of a compromise, may contain sone ambiguous phrases, there are 
many others of such c r y s t a l c l a r i t y as to preclude any v a r i a t i o n s i n the 
i n t e r p r e t a t i o n of them. I w i l l not quote thera t e x t u a l l y , f o r the sake of b r e v i t y . 
In any case, we are a l l f a m i l i a r with tnem, and ue cannot ignore them without 
v i o l a t i n g the basic p r i n c i p l e of any a n a l y s i s of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l instrument: 
good f a i t h . 

But over and above the p r i o r i t i e s assigned i n the F i n a l Document, and over and 
above what i s propounded i n r e s o l u t i o n s of the United Uations General Assenbly, a l l 
of which declare the urgent noed f o r the cessation of the nuclear arms race, there 
i s one undeniable r e a l i t y : the whole i;orld i s concerned — deeply concerned, 
judging by the d a i l y press — at the p o s s i b i l i t y of a nuclear v/ar and at the 
continuous increase i n the number and d e s t r u c t i v e power of the v;eapons capable of 
unleashinf!; such a vjar. 

One question vihich \ J i l l dominate the uorl-c of the s p e c i a l session of the 
General Assembly from the very outset w i l l be: what has the Committee on 
Disarmament done on t h i s question, to b'hich the most important items on i t s 
agenda r e l a t e ? Regrettably, the reply to t h i s question could not be more negative. 
Not only has the Согш-iittee on Disarma.iient f a i l e d to negotiate anythin.n: so f a r as 
regards the p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear-weapon t e s t s , much l e s s on the wider issue which 
forms the subject of item 2 of i t s agenda. I t has not even manar;ed to e s t a b l i s h 
the machinery which i s reco.fTiized as to be the most e f f e c t i v e means f o r the conduct 
of ne.TOtiations, namely, appropriate ^.'orkin'^ «croups. 
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We should not delude ourselves. This v/ill be the most serious shortcoming 
v/hich will influence any c r i t i c a l assessment of the effectiveness of the Committee 
on Disarmament. Although other questions v/ith \/hich the Committee is actively 
concerned may have more intrinsic importance, in public opinion and in fact, no 
question is more momentous than that of nuclear disarmament. 

We fervently hope that, at i t s current session, the Committee on Disarmament 
will succeed in malcing real progress in this f i e l d . The Group of 21 has striven 
unremittingly and submitted written proposals for translating into action that 
concern which a l l claim to share. It is not too late to take a f i r s t step. Let us 
do so and let us initiate a process of genuine negotiations which the international 
community is demanding and our mandate requires of us. 

Precisely because the "prevention of nuclear v;ar and reduction of the risks 
of nuclear v/ar are matters of the highest priority, which should be considered by 
the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament", the 
General Assembly adopted, by consensus, at i t s recent session, resolution 36/Ql 3, 
from one of the preambular paragraphs of v/hich the above words are taken. 

It was the Argentine delegation v/hich, together with the delegations of other, 
friendly countries, presented the original draft of resolution 36/8I B. That 
resolution ~ which also reproduces expressions from the Final Docunent — recognizes 
"the threat to the very survival of mankind posed by the existence of nuclear 
weapons and the continuing arms race" and the fact that "removal of the threat of a 
v/orld war, a nuclear war, is the most acute and urgent task of the present day". 

"Aware of the special responsibility of nuclear-v/eapon States", the 
General Assembly, in paragraph 1 of the resolution, "Urges a l l nuclear-Vi/eapon 
States to submit to the Secretary-General by 30 April 1902, ... their views, 
proposals and practical suggestions for ensuring the prevention of nuclear war". 

Paragraph 2 of the same resolution contains an identical request to a l l other 
Member States that so desire to do likewise because " i t is the shared responsibility 
of a l l Member States to save succeeding generations from the scourge of another 
world war". But precisely because they possess arsenals of weapons capable of 
i n f l i c t i n g nuclear vi/ar, i t is for the nuclear-weapon countries in the f i r s t instance 
to make suggestions and proposals for the prevention of such a war. 

30 April 1982 is not far off. We earnestly hope that the nuclsar-iieapon 
States will not ignore the appeal made to them by the General Assembly and v/ill 
ensure that when the most important question of our time is discussed at the special 
seasion of the General Assembly — as i t inevitably w i l l be — this can be done on 
the basis of serious, viable and meaningful proposals. It is unlikely that further 
disappointments will be accepted passively. 

General Assembly resolutions 36/97 С and 36/99, likev/ise adopted by consensus, 
entrust the Committee on Disarmauient with fresh responsibilities pertaining to the 
prevention of the arms race in outer space. Althougli i t has already established 
priorities which must be respected — those to v/hich I referred earlier ~ 
the Committee on Disarmament must not hesitate to take up a new item of undeniable 
relevance. A preliminary discussion will no doubt be necessary in order to map out 
the road to be folloi/ed, identify the principal issues at stake and indicate the 
procedures to be adopted. But obviously, the main objective should be the early 
establishment of a v/orking group. If the function of the Committee is to negotiate. 
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each item must be placed on i t s agenda v/ith the intention o f conducting negotiations 
on that subject in due course, and not simply so that i t can be discussed 
indefinitely. This applies to each and every one of the items on our agenda. 
Sooner or later, at the appropriate time, the adoption of a new item, relating to 
outer space, must lead to the establishment of the machinery best suited for 
conducting negotiations, namely, a working group. 

It i s barely two months to the end of the f i r s t part of the Committee's current 
session. There i s certainly not much time l e f t in which we can try to achieve 
something concrete to place before the General Assembly at i t s second special 
session. The least v/e can submit is a sufficiently detailed and really meaningful 
comprehensive programme of disarmament. Fortunately, the Ad Hoc Vforking Groiap on 
this subject has been working since the beginning of January, under the expert 
guidance of Ambassador Garcia nobles. It has made progress, but much s t i l l remains 
to be done. Ue raust concentrate our efforts on this item, because of the 
inexorable tirae-limit. If necessary, the Working Group or i t s contact groups should 
be given additional time for their meetings. Although in general i t is debatable 
whether a l l the working groups should have exactly the same working hours, 
irrespective of the state of their deliberations', in this particular case I believe 
there can be no doubt that the Working Group on a Conprehensive Prograoine of 
Disarmament calls for special consideration. 

In due course, i t will be necessary to revert to the consideration of the 
Committee's methods of vrorking. Ambassador Fein of the Netherlands — v/hose 
departure from this Committee I sincerely regret — made some very interesting 
comments on this topic on 2 February last. On this occasion, I should like to 
reiterate and support one of them: the need for the Coi^biittee to have at i t s 
disposal the resources necessary to ensure the rapid distribution of the verbatim 
records of plenary meetings. 

Debate means dialo-jue and for that dialogue to be meaningful, each speaker 
must be able to reflect without delay on v;hat the others have said. The 
distribution by each speaker of the text of his speech cannot replace the almost 
immediate provision of the complete verbatim records, among other reasons because 
not a l l speakers circulate their interventions, or only those prepared beforehand 
or — and this is common practice — only speeches delivered in a generally knovm 
language are distributed.. 

The First Committee of the General Assembly has i t s records practically the 
next day. It is not too much to ask the sane for the Committee on Disarmament. 

The methods of viork of this Committee are being constantly Lüproved, and while 
procedural natters cannot replace .substantive issues, they can help tov/ards their 
successful solution. 

The Committee has a great deal to do and must do i t quickly. One effective 
measure which víould contribute towards that end would be to lighten speeches, 
and for that reason I will not make any comments on other items, which I shall 
refer to later. 

On this occasion, I v/ill merely express the hope that the results of the 
current sassion v / i l l constitute a valuable contribution to the cause of 
disarmament and to the v/ork of the forthcoming; special session of the 
General Assembly devoted to this supreme and all-important subject. That is the 
s p i r i t v/hich will always preside over the action of the delegation of the 
Argentine Republic. 
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The СНЛТБМЦТ; I thank you f o r the kind words you addressed to the Chair, 
I now g-ive the f l o o r to the representative o f Sweden, ^Irs, Thorsson. 

Ifrs. THORSSON (Sweden): Mr. Chairman, I apologize f o r t a k i n g tho f l o o r f o r the 
second t i n e at t h i s e a r l y stage of the session and I s h a l l be very b r i e f . The reason 
f o r my statement today i s what the d i s t i n g u i s h e d D i r e c t o r of the United States i i m s 
Control and Disarmajnent Agency, Dr. Rostow, had to say about the CTBT issue i n h i s 
statement on b e l i a l f of the United States delegation a week ago. Against the backgroimd 
of the requests of the overwhelming n a j o r i t y of the membership of the Connittee on 
Disamanent that i t should now, f i n a l l y and long overdue, e s t a b l i s h a working group on 
t h i s the highest p r i o r i t y item on i t s agenda, I should l i k e to review the part of 
Dr. Rostow's statenent d e a l i n g w i t h the CTB. 

In 1977-1978 wo were given to understand that the achievement of a CTBT might w e l l 
be imminent. The three nuclear-weapon States, which НаД entered i n t o negotiations on 
the issue i n the summer of 1977> a l l voted i n favour of the General Assenbly r e s o l u t i o n 
of autumn I977 which e s t a b l i s h e d c e r t a i n tine-frames f o r such an achievenent. I t should 
therefore not be d i f f i c u l t to understand the f e e l i n g s of disappointment, yes, even 
resentment, among nany of us around t h i s t a b l e , when, nore than four years l a t e r , we 
cannot even d i s c e r n tho csta b l i s h n e n t of a Connittee on Disamanent worlcing group on 
the subject. Of course, adding to the depth of our f e e l i n g s i s the f a c t that the 
t r i l a t e r a l preparatory negotiations have been dcmant f o r nore than one year and a h a l f , 
The veto r i g h t ensuing f r o n the consensus r u l e i n the Committee has been applied 
ad absurdum when i t i s used to block procedural decisions on s e t t i n g up s u b s i d i a r y bodie 
to deal with i t e n s on our agenda. 

Now, I want to devote my a t t e n t i o n to what Dr. Rostow had to say on t h i s n a t t e r i n 
h i s statenent a week ago. True, he d i d state the United States p o s i t i o n i n p r i n c i p l e , 
that the ultimate d e s i r a b i l i t y of a t e s t ban has not been at i s s u e ; unanimity has been 
l a c k i n g , however, on questions of a.pproach and timing. 

But he went on to say tho f o l l o w i n g , which seens quite s t a r t l i n g to me: 
"Li m i t a t i o n s on t e s t i n g must n e c e s s a r i l y be considered w i t l i i n the broad range of 
nuclear i s s u e s . " Vould t h i s statement i n p l y the United States p o s i t i o n to be one of 
re f u s i n g negotiations on a CTBT except i n the context of and as a subiten to nuclear 
disamanent? I f that i s so, would that be the reason underlying tho United States 
proposal that, i n the Connitteo's agenda f o r 1982, i t e n s 1 and 2 should be merged i n t o 
one agenda item? I an happy to note that thj.s proposal has been withdrawn; Sweden f o r 
one would ha-ve opposed i t nost f i m l y . ^.'.gainst the prolonged resistance of the 
United States to osta.blishin^j a. CTBT working g^roup, ajud ag-ainst the sentence j u s t 
quoted, one could ea.sily foresee what would have happened, had the Connittee on 
Disarmament agreed to tho United States proposal. Tlie CTB issue would liave been sunk 
to the bottom of the morass of the very conplox nuclear wca.pon i s s u e s , not to be r a i s e d 
to the surface u n t i l we have reached the n i l l e n n i u n of conplete nuclear disarmament. 

True again, the statenent goes on to say that "a conprehensive ban on nuclear 
t e s t i n g remains an elenent i n the f u l l range of long-tem United States arms c o n t r o l 
o b j e c t i v e s " . I take note of the word "long-torn", as the United States has joined 
repeated decisions to nake the CTBT tho highest p r i o r i t y i t e n on the Committee's 
agenda. And i t i s very d i f f i c u l t to understand how the lunping- together of the CTBT 
and "the broad rango of nuclear i s s u e s " can be i n c o n f o m i t y w i t h the l e g a l l y b i n d i n g 
connitncnts c f , i n t e r a l i a , the United States to a CTBT as expressed i n the second 
preambular paragraph of the p a r t i a l test-ban Treaty of I963, which reads as f o l l o w s : 
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"Seeking- to achieve the discontinuance of a l l t e s t explosions of nuclear weapons 
f o r гЛ.1 t i n e , detemined to continue negotiations to t h i s end ...", 

as w e l l as i n the tenth preanbular paragraph of the n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n Treaty of I 9 6 8 , 
which reads: 

" R e c a l l i n g the d e t e r n i n a t i o n expressed Ъу the P t i r t i e s to the I963 Treaty banning 
nuclear weapon t e s t s i n , the atnosphere, i n outer space and under water i n i t s 
preanble to seek to achieve t m discontinuance of a l l t e s t explosions of nuclear 
v/eapons f o r a l l t i n e and-to continue negotiations to t h i s end ,..". 

There i s nothing i n these l e g a l l y binding documents, which v/ere signed and 
r a t i f i e d by the United States, that l i n k s the CTBT tc "the broad range of nuclear 
i s s u e s " . On the contrary, a CTBT i s e x p l i c i t l y said to bo sought f o r on i t s ovm m e r i t s . 
The United States has not abrogated these preanbular paragraphs, n c r made any 
announcenent of i t s i n t e n t i o n to i n t e r p r e t then i n a nev/ and l e s s b i n d i n g way. The 
United States i s thus, as f a r as I can see, connitted to m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g otiations on 
a CTBT on i t s cvm merits. 

Let ne also note the r a t h e r s u r p r i s i n g f a c t that Dr. Rostow's statenent d i d not 
i n any respect talce the n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n aspect of a CTBT i n t o account. The r i s k 
of nuclear p r o l i f e r a t i o n i s , I would have thought, one of the n a i n concerns i n t h i s 
context. 

Purthemore, i n t i n e s past one of the arguments put forv/ard against e s t a b l i s h i n g 
a CTBT v/orking group i n t h i s Connittee v/as the usclessness and tho d i f f i c u l t i e s o f 
running n u l t i l a t e r c i l negotiations i n p a r a l l e l v/ith the t r i l a t e r a l preparatory t a l k s . 
This i s nov/ an i n v a l i d p r o p o s i t i o n , as the t r i l a t e r a l t a l k s have, a.s I stated e a r l i e r , 
been domant f c r one yeaj: and a. h a l f . I t i s i n fa.ct, i n a conpletely vmacceptable 
s i t u a t i o n that the ConT.:itteo on Disarnanent f i n d s i t s e l f — one i n v/hich the highest 
p r i o r i t y i t e n on i t s a.genda i s net at present and lias f o r quite sone time not been 
under n e g o t i a t i o n anywhere. 

Tv/c menbers c f the Connittee on Disama.ment have been b l o c k i n g the e f f o r t s of 
t h i s 40-nation body to f u l f i l i t s o b l i g a t i o n s under i t s mandate and agenda. They 
challenge an i n c r e a s i n g l y stronger v/orld p u b l i c opinion i n t h e i r u n y i e l d i n g r e s i s t a n c e 
to the nost reasonable of a l l requests — that t h i s body l i v e up to i t s d u t i e s and 
connitnents. 

I b e l i e v e that f o r ucct Govemnonts represented i n t h i s room the present si-tuation 
i s t o t a l l y unacceptable. 

The СПАТЫШ'Т; I thanlc you. That concludes ny l i s t c f speakers f o r today. 
Poland has asked f o r the f l o o r . I /rive the f l o o r to Anbassajdor Sujka. 

lir. SUJICA (Poland): Г!г. Chaiman, I would l i k e to nake a verj-- b r i e f statement 
i n r y capacity as tho co-ordinator c f tho group c f s o c i a l i s t countries. As I 
announced during our l a s t i n f o r n a l neeting, ny delegation was i n the process of 
preparing a working docunent c o n s i s t i n g of seno considerations r e l a t i n g to the 
o r g a n i z a t i o n of the wcrk of the Connittee on Disajirnanent at t h i s session and I would 
l i k e tc place on record that the group of s o c i a l i s t countries w i l l be ready very soon 
tc transmit t h i s docunent to the 3ecreta,riat. 
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The СШШШи Does any other deleg-ation wish to take the f l o o r ? I f not, I w i l l 
now adjourn the plenary meetirg and convene an i n f o r n a l meeting' of the Comnittee i n 
f i v e minutes' time to continue our consideration of those o r g a n i z a t i o n a l natters 
s t i l l pending. 

The next plenary meeting of the Committee w i l l be held on Thursday, Ю Februaiy, 
at 10.30 a.m. 

The neeting stands adjourned. 

The meetin/r rose at 3.50 p.m, 
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